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SEXUALISATION OF CHILDREN 

Motion 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [11.31 am] — without notice: I move — 

That the Legislative Council — 

(a) recognises that the sexualisation of children has been an important issue of ongoing 

concern in the community, which has now become urgent; 

(b) would welcome the establishment of an inquiry into the sexualisation of children in 

Western Australia; 

(c) recommends that any inquiry into this issue take note of and consider the findings of 

the “Letting Children be Children” review into the commercialisation and 

sexualisation of childhood commissioned by the government of the United Kingdom; 

and 

(d) recognises that it would be within the jurisdiction of the Commissioner for Children 

and Young People to hold such an inquiry. 

It is certainly my privilege—if I can use a cricket analogy—to open the batting for government backbenchers for 

the use of private members‟ business under the new standing orders. In reflecting on what I might bring —  

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Brian Ellis): Order! Hon Nick Goiran has the call. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I know that Hon Ken Travers has a lot of interest in this matter. I look forward to his 

contribution shortly.  

In reflecting on what I might bring to the attention of this chamber, I thought to myself that perhaps some 

members opposite would be disappointed that I might not be sending a rocket to my own government, or there 

might be members on my side of the chamber who might be disappointed that I am not sending some kind of 

intra-chamber ballistic missile at members opposite! But I reflected on the fact that given this is the first 

opportunity for private members‟ business, perhaps something that might be more suited to a bipartisan approach 

would be appropriate. In the spirit of that bipartisan approach, I want to recognise that on 13 February 2012, a 

similar motion on the commercialisation and sexualisation of children was moved in the House of 

Representatives by Labor member Amanda Rishworth, the member for Kingston in South Australia. I commend 

her for that initiative and note that it received significant support from a number of Liberal members in the 

House of Representatives.  

The first part of my motion asks this place to recognise that the sexualisation of children has been an important 

issue of ongoing concern. In my past life as a lawyer, were I to have provided evidence to support that 

proposition, I might have been tempted to tender a number of exhibits. On this particular issue, I regret that we 

are time-bound because the list of exhibits would be endless. I propose to mention three things that might be 

classified as exhibits to demonstrate that this is a matter of ongoing concern in the community.  

Firstly, I want to look at the national community. There is nothing better to demonstrate that than the motion 

moved in the House of Representatives only last month. Although the contributions made by members in that 

place were excellent, I particularly want to take note of the comments of Sophie Mirabella, the member for Indi, 

whose comments probably best summarise and best resonate with my own position. She stated — 

… as a mother of two young preschool girls and a step-mother of two teenage girls, I see that what we 

have in our society is a very harmful toxin. It is not tangible but it is like a thousand cuts to very small 

children—that is, the overt sexual advertising out there on the wallpaper of our society. 

The debate at times is couched in very superficial terms. It is about the right of advertisers to sell in the 

easiest way, which is to sell using sex, and the right of one adult not to be offended by it. This is not 

about that; this is about our responsibility as adults, as legislators and as parents to look at the very real 

harm—the physical emotional and mental harm that is well documented—that can result from the 

premature sexualisation of children. That is the toxin. If there were a physical toxin harming our 

children, there would be people marching in the streets; there would be people knocking down the doors 

of their local members of parliament. But this toxin of early sexualisation of children is just as harmful. 

There is an increasing weight of research and evidence that shows that exposure to sexualised imagery 

can be linked to childhood anxiety, depression, low self-esteem and eating disorders. The threat of 

premature sexualisation includes exposure to STDs as children become sexually active at an even 
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younger age. We know that young children cannot process these images and this information. They are 

children, and they are our responsibility. 

It is no longer as easy as just switching off the television, because we are surrounded by it. You can 

take your child down the street on the way to school, driving them or walking them, and you will see 

these big billboards. You take them to the supermarket and at their eye level they can see highly 

sexualised images on magazines, or there are the near-pornographic clips playing at the local bowling 

alley. A child—for example, a six-year-old or a seven-year-old—does not possess the ability to 

recognise that the sexually explicit pose of the woman wearing next to nothing is not a representation of 

reality but an unfair female stereotype designed to sell a product. Children are not small adults, and we 

are sending messages. We are sending out messages—in my view, particularly to those who engage in 

the heinous crime of paedophilia. The more sexualisation is out there and the more children are 

sexualised in advertising, which is well documented, the more justification paedophiles seek for their 

behaviour. 

The second such exhibit that I might have been likely to tender would demonstrate that this is not just a matter 

for this nation but is actually an issue relevant to western civilisation as a whole. Members will have heard in the 

motion I moved that I have made mention of the report out of the United Kingdom. I particularly want to draw 

members‟ attention this morning to the response by British Prime Minister David Cameron, who responded to 

the “Letting Children be Children” review in a letter dated 6 June 2011. He wrote, in part — 

I particularly welcome those recommendations to: 

 make public space more family-friendly by “reducing the amount of on-street advertising 

containing sexualised imagery in locations where children are likely to see it.” 

 ensure children are protected when they watch television, are on the internet or use their mobile 

phones by “making it easier for parents to block adult and age-restricted material” across all media. 

 stop the process where companies pay children to publicise and promote products in schools or on 

social networking sites by banning “the employment of children as brand ambassadors and in peer-

to-peer marketing.” 

The social response is not something we can leave to chance. We need to make sure we hold businesses 

and regulators to account in a transparent way.  

These issues, as I have outlined this morning, are not just relevant to the nation as a whole and to international 

western civilisation. I happen to agree with the British Prime Minister‟s view on making public space more 

family friendly by reducing outdoor advertising containing sexualised imagery. Members will be pleased to 

know that in February of last year I was joined by my colleague in the other place Michael Sutherland, the very 

hardworking member for Mount Lawley, who attracted some comment in this place yesterday.  

I was pleased to join him in authoring a joint submission to the inquiry by the House of Representatives Standing 

Committee on Social Policy and Legal Affairs into the regulation of billboard and outdoor advertising. That 

submission would have been my third exhibit to demonstrate that there is a local level of concern. A portion of 

the submission that the hardworking member for Mount Lawley and I put together reads — 

As members of the Parliament of Western Australia we are very concerned about the current inadequate 

and ineffective restrictions on outdoor advertising. We believe that the protection of children and the 

civility of our society are adversely affected when sexually explicit and inappropriate material pervades 

our outdoor advertising. 

Sexually explicit material displayed across outdoor advertising, in particular through billboards, raises 

particular concerns due to the inability of members of the public to avoid such material. Of particular 

concern is the inherent inability of parents to restrict exposure of children to such inappropriate images 

and slogans.  

The steady increase of complaints about outdoor advertising is a direct indication that the self-

regulation scheme currently in place is not sufficiently protecting the wider community, in particular 

children, from advertisements which are inappropriate.  

We are dismayed to find that the degradation of women portrayed by a selection of these billboards, is 

acceptable in accordance with the Advertising Standards Board‟s Code of Ethics. In particular, sexually 

explicit material displayed in public areas continues to impact and contribute to the sexualisation of 

Australian children.  
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We strongly recommend that the current self-regulation scheme is reassessed and further restrictions 

placed on outdoor advertising with the intention of preventing the display of material that is sexually 

explicit, offensive and/or inappropriate for children.  

In relation to this ongoing matter of concern to the community, which has now become urgent, it is appropriate 

that we recognise some people who, in my view, are modern-day heroes in this debate. As a member of 

Parliament, I am particularly grateful for their inspired efforts. They have taken on the vested corporate interests 

of those who profit from the increasing sexualisation of children. I want to particularly make note of three ladies; 

perhaps that is appropriate given that today is International Women‟s Day. In particular, I draw attention to 

Melinda Tankard Reist, the convenor of the grassroots women‟s protest movement called Collective Shout. She 

has endured vicious personal attacks for her efforts in exposing the interests of the pornography industry. I also 

recognise Julie Gale from Kids Free 2B Kids, who almost single-handedly forced the bureaucrats to 

acknowledge the failure of the magazine classification system that has allowed child pornography to be sold in 

corner stores and petrol stations. I recognise also Barbara Biggins and her colleagues at the Australian Council 

on Children and the Media who have campaigned for decades for better television and media standards. These 

women deserve our respect and support as legislators. 

As I conclude my remarks this morning, I want to move to the fourth element of the motion that I have put 

forward, particularly making reference to the jurisdiction of the Commissioner for Children and Young People. 

On page 118 of the commissioner‟s recent “Report of the Inquiry into the mental health and wellbeing of 

children and young people in Western Australia”, Michelle Scott, the Commissioner for Children and Young 

People, noted — 

Several submissions raised concerns regarding the negative impact of media, including violence and the 

sexualisation of children, on the mental health and wellbeing of children and young people. 

The commissioner further observed — 

This issue illustrates the need for whole-of-community engagement in promoting positive mental health 

in children and young people. A collaborative approach between parents, legislators, marketers, 

advertisers, the media, and children and young people is needed that will ensure the healthy and 

positive development of children in the contemporary media environment. 

I note in particular that when one turns one‟s mind to the relevant section of the Commissioner for Children and 

Young People Act 2006, one will see that section 19(f) empowers the commissioner — 

to initiate and conduct inquiries into any matter, including any written law or any practice, procedure or 

service, affecting the wellbeing of children and young people; 

This motion recognises that the Commissioner for Children and Young People has the jurisdiction to hold an 

inquiry into the sexualisation of children in Western Australia, and for my part I would be very pleased if she 

were to do so. I commend the motion to the house. 

HON LINDA SAVAGE (East Metropolitan) [11.45 am]: I congratulate Hon Nick Goiran for using the first 

session of private members‟ business to raise this important issue. Although the history of the place of children 

in society has not necessarily been one that we can be very proud of, certainly in the last century, and more 

particularly since the 1960s, the protection of children from abuse and neglect and seeing them, in most cases, as 

merely an economic unit has changed considerably. Of course, today there are still children for whom we cannot 

provide the safe and caring childhood that they deserve. What we have today, and what we are talking about, is a 

more insidious type of threat that all children are being exposed to. As Hon Nick Goiran said, children are now 

subject, I would say, to a virtual onslaught of sexual imagery in the media by advertisers and businesses. This 

phenomenon has grown particularly in the last decade, a product some would say of celebrity culture, aggressive 

corporations and also, I think importantly, the pervasive influence of modern technology. As Hon Nick Goiran 

said, it has been blamed for adversely affecting children‟s self-image and their mental and physical health, 

leading to low self-esteem and eating disorders, and it also has been credited for, unfortunately, distorting boys‟ 

and young men‟s attitudes and expectations of young women. 

It is not that there have not always been unrealistic and sexualised images of women, children and the human 

body. I do not mean to be flippant, but by way of example, I have brought in my Barbie dolls that I got when I 

was a child in the 1960s. It is about 52 years since Barbie dolls were first produced and became a toy that many 

young children had. They were criticised when they were first put into the marketplace in the 1960s because of 

their unrealistic body shape and also the ditzy character that went with them. That criticism of the sexualisation 

of toys and exposure to young children has been around for a very long time, as members will see if they go back 

and look at the media associated with the Barbie doll. What is different today though is the sheer bombardment 
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that children face. In any week a child can be exposed to perhaps hundreds of images. Young teenagers and 

children are actively the target of everyone, from the Walt Disney Company and movie makers to clothes 

manufacturers. As the submissions and the reports that have been referred to point out, this is not something that 

children can be protected from; it has been described as the wallpaper of a child‟s life. The drive by advertisers 

on behalf of their clients to sexualise children in all forms of advertising can be seen on Saturday morning 

children‟s television, in fashion magazines and in the children‟s clothing market. Reference has been made to the 

report “Corporate Paedophilia: Sexualisation of Children in Australia” and the comments of the author of that 

paper, Emma Rush, which I will read into the record. She said — 

There is substantial evidence that sexualisation harms children: it promotes body image concerns, 

eating disorders, and gender stereotyping. Premature sexualisation also erases the line between who is 

and is not sexually mature, and as such, may increase the risk of child sexual abuse by undermining the 

important social norm that children are sexually unavailable.  

Last year I met with a small group of women who were concerned about the importation into Australia of the 

children‟s beauty pageants that many people will have seen on television, as well as references to them. At that 

time, in an article in The West Australian, Caroline Goossens, who was then the chair of the Western Australian 

branch of the Royal Australian and New Zealand College of Psychiatrists‟ faculty of psychiatry, said that, in her 

opinion, these pageants, for which little children are made up to look like highly sexualised adults, were 

appalling and potentially damaging to children. She is quoted as saying — 

“They send the message to very young children that all their self-worth is related to their being able to 

perform,” … “It also sexualises children in the routines and costumes they wear. 

She said that it is not what young children need at that age, which is to have relationships with their peers and 

solid, reliable and loving connections. 

In 2006, the Australia Institute published two reports: “Corporate Paedophilia: Sexualisation of children in 

Australia” and “Letting Children Be Children: Stopping the sexualisation of children in Australia”. The reports 

led to a Senate inquiry in 2008, which concluded that sexual material in advertising and media content has the 

potential to contribute to, and perhaps even cause, emotional and physical damage. Disappointingly, however, 

the recommendations amounted to little more than suggesting that advertisers, publishers and retailers consider 

the issues. It pointed to self-regulation by the market. I am a believer in regulation of the market. I think that 

history shows that self-regulation largely does not work. The result has been, unfortunately, that there has not 

been self-regulation. In fact, the problem has continued to grow. 

The reports in Australia, the United Kingdom and the United States to which Hon Nick Goiran referred 

essentially point to the nexus between sexualisation and commercialisation of childhood. We could raise a whole 

lot of other complex issues in discussing this matter, such as where the line is drawn between something that is 

exploitative and something that is perhaps considered to be art; of course, we have seen that debate in this 

country. 

I just want to add, from my point of view, the differences for children today. Some of these images—I have 

shown my Barbie dolls and, obviously, there has always been some sexualised image in relation to Barbie 

dolls—were just a part of life. However, as the reports say, these images are so pervasive today that even parents 

who wish their children to not be exposed to them struggle to do that. Often, what children are exposed to is 

where it fits into the picture. If it is a constant, it will have a much greater impact, as though it is just a part of 

life. That is where the role of parents is, of course, essential. 

We know from studying this issue for quite some time that modern parents are spending less and less time with 

their children, and that is because more and more of them are working longer and longer hours. Obviously, steps 

that have been taken this year to have things such as paid parental leave are incredibly important, as is valuing 

the unpaid work of caring for children. In my opinion, we continue, as we have in the past, to fail to value and 

recognise this work. It is a happy coincidence, despite the topic, that we are discussing this on International 

Women‟s Day 2012, because there is a failure to value the role of parenting and in particular mothering, which 

really is work, although, until things such as paid parental leave were introduced, it was not recognised as such. 

Part of the difficulty that parents face is that they just do not have time to spend with their children. I have 

previously given some figures in this place about the time children spend in front of screens, which is another 

element. Of course, amongst the recommendations made have been ones about the way to block computers and 

advertisers using the internet. 

How we can really do something about the important issue that Hon Nick Goiran has raised requires more 

consideration, because how we would be able to meaningfully respond to this serious issue is a challenge. I 

thank the member for raising this issue and for giving us the opportunity to consider it. 
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HON PHIL EDMAN (South Metropolitan) [11.54 am]: As this is my first time to rise to my feet in this house 

this year, I would like to wish everybody a happy new year, including staff and colleagues. 

Like a lot of us in here, I am a parent. We have two boys; one is three years of age, and we were very fortunate 

to have had another baby in November, so I thank those who gave us some leave. 

Hon Ken Travers: Congratulations! 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: I thank Hon Ken Travers. 

He is now four months old. I guess this issue that we are talking about today is one that touches parents‟ hearts 

because we become fully aware of what surrounds us and we become very protective of our children. From what 

I can see from my experience with the media, the internet, Facebook and so forth, young children are being 

forced to grow up far too quickly. They are bombarded with sexualised images in the media, not only on the 

television—some of those music clips with celebrities should be R-rated—but also on mobile phones and, as I 

said, Facebook. In my opinion, it has gotten right out of control. 

I want to quote from a couple of media clippings. One is an article in The West Australian of 29 February. I will 

not read it all, but the title is “Sexualisation of girls blamed on digital age”. Cathy O‟Leary states — 

A Perth academic says the sexualisation of pre-pubescent girls and “yummy mummies” is worsening 

because of technology such as mobile phones and Facebook. 

University of WA Winthrop Professor Donna Chung said spray tans, make-up and padded bras were 

being marketed heavily to promote a sexualised appearance in young girls. 

I find that disgraceful. I found another article in the Bunbury Mail of 25 May last year, headed “Fight to preserve 

childhood innocence”. It states — 

Parents on the show become consumed by a fierce rivalry to make sure their child is the best looking — 

These little kids are three and four years of age — 

giving them spray tans and fake eyelashes. 

What sort of a world are we living in? I find that sickening. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Pretty sick, really. 

Hon PHIL EDMAN: It is disgraceful. There was another article in The West Australian headed “Let children 

have time to enjoy being just children”. Andrea Mayes states — 

How do I explain that the reason they can‟t watch TV early on weekend mornings is because they might 

inadvertently come across Rage or Video Hits showing Lady Gaga (or just about any other 

contemporary female singer) writhing around in mock sexual ecstasy, or featuring in rape simulation 

scenes? 

What explanation can I give to my seven-year-old about why bra tops are sold in her size? 

The article goes on to state — 

In 2006, the Australia Institute published two reports into the problem: Corporate Paedophilia: 

Sexualisation of Children in Australia and Letting Children Be Children, which outlined how children 

were being sexualised by advertising and marketing and why regulation of these industries was failing. 

The reports led to a Senate inquiry in 2008 which concluded that “sexual material in advertising and 

media content has the potential to contribute to, and perhaps even cause, emotional and physical 

damage to children”. 

Of course it would. We are asking a seven-year-old or even a 12-year-old young girl to watch these sorts of 

things. Obviously, I am not a woman, but as a parent I can understand that that would be demoralising and there 

would be an expectation on young girls to rise above the bar of what an 18-year-old woman would be like. That 

is wrong. They do not even have a chance to grow up.  

I agree with the point that Hon Linda Savage made; that is, if both parents are working full time, it is harder for 

them to monitor what their children are watching and learning from the media on the internet. It would be very, 

very difficult. We need to put something in place to stop that happening. This is not a state issue or a national 

issue; it is a global issue as it is happening all over the world. We need to do our part and speak up and try to 

stop this sort of behaviour because it is very disheartening.  

In relation to porn on the internet, I refer to an article that appeared in The Weekend West in October 2011 

headed “Jewellery outrage: Girls „a target of porn‟”. It states — 
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Child sexualisation activists have criticised a decision by accessories retailer Diva to promote Playboy 

necklaces and rings next to toy jewellery for children.  

That is just crazy. It continues — 

“Diva is complicit in grooming girls as consumers of a porn brand — 

I remind members that this is a quote, so some of this language is unparliamentary — 

which portrays women as „bitches‟ and „whores‟ to be used for men‟s sexual gratification,” the petition 

said.  

That is of grave concern. As far as I am concerned, that company can go to hell. It is just ridiculous.  

We need to do the right thing not only as members of Parliament in Western Australia but also as parents. I 

completely support Hon Nick Goiran‟s motion. It is a global issue and I hope we all do the right thing as this 

practice needs to be stopped. Profiteering from this sort of activity involving young children is an absolute 

disgrace.  

HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [12.03 pm]: I rise on behalf of the Greens (WA) to also indicate 

my support for this motion. I appreciate the spirit in which this motion has been moved. It is a very important 

discussion for us to be having in this place. I raised this issue independently with the Commissioner for Children 

and Young People during my last meeting with her. The timing of this motion is quite useful because I have 

certainly put this issue on the children‟s commissioner‟s agenda as an issue that I felt needed to be addressed. 

Hon Donna Faragher: What was her response?  

Hon ALISON XAMON: Initially, it was very positive, but it is not up to me to direct the independent 

commissioner to undertake an investigation. I am explaining to the house that I have raised that issue 

independently with her. 

It is a very complex issue and there is no expectation of easy solutions. The increasing sexualisation of children 

is of increasing concern to more and more Australians. I think the vast majority of parents would welcome such 

an inquiry because we all want to raise our children in a healthy, happy and safe environment and we recognise 

that early sexualisation is simply not compatible with those aims. In fact, I doubt that we would find parents who 

are not concerned about the increased sexualisation and commercialisation of children. I want to make it clear 

that when I raise these concerns, I am not talking about young children involved in gender play activities. I do 

not mind if boys want to play with dolls or girls want to play with trucks because that is just part of normal 

childhood development. This issue is specifically about the sexualisation of children. We need to recognise that, 

increasingly, parents are feeling pressured about this issue. They are feeling powerless about what can seem to 

be the never-ending onslaught of inappropriate images targeted at or exposed to children and inappropriate 

marketing techniques. We need to talk about the notion of more family-friendly public spaces. I am very 

specifically talking about television, radio and the internet in this regard. We need to support parents and give 

them the tools to manage this.  

The pressures are being felt not just by parents; they are also increasingly being felt by our teachers and by those 

who work closely with children and who express their dismay and alarm as to how to manage the behaviours that 

emerge as a result of increased sexualisation. Childhood is a really special and precious time. In many ways it is 

fragile. We have a responsibility to be proactive in cherishing and protecting our children. If things go wrong 

during childhood, the repercussions can be felt for a lifetime. It is really important that we look at an inquiry that 

is specific to WA and that can make some very clear recommendations. I think that the Commissioner for 

Children and Young People is an appropriate avenue for this inquiry to be pursued. The commissioner has 

demonstrated that she is particularly skilled at seeking the views and opinions of children. It is essential that an 

inquiry is able to do that.  

Hon Nick Goiran specifically referred to the United Kingdom review into the commercialisation and 

sexualisation of children. There could be merit in including the word “commercialisation” in the motion as the 

two are linked in many ways. The UK review included a range of recommendations, which certainly serve as an 

important starting point. I want to draw members‟ attention to research that has been conducted here in Australia. 

I refer to a report written in 2006, which I am happy to table for members‟ interests, conducted by the Australia 

Institute entitled “Letting Children Be Children: Stopping the sexualisation of children in Australia”. It is 

particularly pertinent to the Australian regime. Part of the summary states — 

There is strong feeling around Australia that during childhood, and certainly during the pre-teen years, 

children should be free to develop at their own pace, in their own ways. Widespread public discussion 

followed the release of the Australia Institute‟s discussion paper number 90, Corporate Paedophilia … 

and many Australians voiced their concern that children‟s freedom to develop at their own pace and in 
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their own ways is under threat from heavily sexualised advertising and marketing. While parents do 

their best to protect their children, many feel that they are losing the battle.  

Children are only likely to be able to develop freely if government assists parents by limiting 

sexualising pressure at its source—advertisers and marketers. Current regulation mechanisms are failing 

in this task.  

The paper goes on to refer to what it identifies as the sources of premature sexualisation. It particularly focuses 

on girls‟ magazines and advertising material, which is targeted at what is termed the tweeny market. It says that 

these magazines teach young readers to dance in highly provocative ways and also idolise highly sexualised 

young women such as Paris Hilton. That is not a role model that I particularly want my children to model their 

lives on. The paper also refers to how children are unavoidably exposed to heavily sexualised outdoor 

advertising, whether it is targeted at adults or children, and to how we are increasingly seeing advertising that 

directly sexualises children; that is, it portrays children in a sexual manner. 

The sorts of risks that premature sexualisation bring about are identified as being problems with healthy body 

image and compromised self-esteem. This paper refers to the concerns of parents about how to teach their boys 

about healthy images of sex, issues of rape and consent and appropriate ways to behave and what that actually 

means. I think that is quite an interesting matter to be looking at, particularly on International Women‟s Day. 

The paper refers to children being hospitalised for severe eating disorders and that general sexual and emotional 

development is affected. It states also that the sexualisation of children risks normalising and possibly 

encouraging paedophilic sexual desire for children, which I am sure would be of major concern to all of us. They 

have identified that, certainly within Australia, better regulation is needed. We need to urgently review the 

existing codes of practice for advertising and television programming and to recognise specifically the risks of 

sexualising children. They talk about establishing a special children‟s division within an office of media 

regulation. They also talk about restrictions on the heavy targeting of children by advertisers and marketers and 

the need to clamp down on those regimes.  

I think the research is making it quite clear that this issue is not unique to Australia or to the United Kingdom. I 

agree with Hon Nick Goiran‟s comments that it is very much a western phenomenon and something we have 

seen increase dramatically, certainly in my lifetime, and I am really unhappy with where things are going. I 

watch, for example, when Video Hits accidentally comes on my TV in the morning. It is a G-rated program, but 

the sorts of images that program portrays and targets at children are extremely concerning. When they come on 

in our house, we immediately turn off the TV but we cannot always catch them in time. We need to make sure 

that public television in particular can be much more stringently regulated, particularly when it is targeting 

children during children‟s hours. Part of our role here is to take the sometimes bewilderingly swift changes that 

are occurring within our society and look at the impact they are having. We need to question whether our policy 

and legislation is keeping up. The research on this indicates that it is not. The question then is: whose 

responsibility is it? As I said, the UK and Australian research has found that the responsibility is one that all of 

us as a community share, whether as individual parents, government, the media or educators.  

I thank Hon Nick Goiran for bringing this very important issue to this place. As I said, it is something I have 

already raised directly with the Commissioner for Children and Young People and it would be really good if we 

could undertake some WA-specific research from which we can, hopefully, devise some recommendations that 

we can act on.  

HON ALYSSA HAYDEN (East Metropolitan) [12.12 pm]: I rise today to put my support behind Hon Nick 

Goiran‟s motion and condemn him-commend him I should say; not condemn!-on raising this serious issue that 

has slowly crept into our society. I say “slowly” because I believe it is the small changes to advertising, clothing 

and parenting that are contributing to the sexualisation of our children.  

Hon Linda Savage spoke about Barbie dolls. They are somewhat tame compared with what is now available. I 

do not know whether many members have seen the Bratz doll that is now available. They make the Barbie doll 

look very contemporary and tame. I remember that when I was a child my mother chose my clothes; she bought 

them and dressed me. My mother decided what I wore and educated me about what was appropriate and 

inappropriate. As I grew older, both my parents supervised what I wore when I left the house. They would look 

to see what I was wearing under the layers of disguise that I intended to wear once I had left the home and was 

out of my parents‟ vision, as so many teenagers do and will continue to do because it is part of life and part of 

growing up. However, as part of life and growing up it is the parents‟ responsibility to protect their children and 

their children‟s innocence. I had to use this approach with my stepdaughter from when she turned 12 and check 

what she was wearing and constantly had to send her back to her room to make sure that when she took her 

jacket off, her exposed skin would be covered. It is our role as established parents and as new parents to protect 

our children from sexualisation and to keep their innocence alive. 
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A few years ago I was in a large retail store purchasing a gift for my girlfriend‟s seven-year-old daughter‟s 

upcoming birthday party. As I was walking around the girls‟ clothing section, I was somewhat shocked when I 

discovered a lingerie twinset in the children‟s department which, to me, belonged in the ladies‟ wear section, and 

should have stayed there. It was available for children from the age of five upwards. When I mentioned this to 

the mothers at the party I attended to celebrate the girl‟s birthday, their response was, “How cute, why didn‟t you 

buy one?” Obviously, I defended my decision not to buy one. Then the conversation turned around and focused 

on me, suggesting that I was perhaps being a bit of a prude and was making too big a deal of it and that it was 

harmless for children to wear this stuff. Please do not get me wrong; these women are not bad parents. Rather, 

they are parents who are under the influence of media and fashion statements promoted by our retailers and our 

media. More and more we are seeing adult-style clothing being made for children and being marketed with adult 

slogans and tones.  

In preparing for today I googled “girls underwear” only to find that the underwear I would see nearly 10 years 

ago had somewhat advanced. On a popular website a cute girl‟s two-pack bra and panty set was displayed with 

the word “love” printed across the left cup, with little keys hanging from the letters. On the matching, stretchy 

boxer-short type pants there was a printed chain around the waist with a heart padlock across the zip. To me the 

outfit was suggesting a chastity belt with the keys available on the cup—for a seven-year-old. Further in on the 

website it had a girl‟s demi-convertible bra. Why a seven-year-old needs a convertible bra I do not understand. 

Both items were available for children from the age of seven and upwards. These items are a far cry from the 

Winnie the Pooh and Tinker Bell singlets I was wearing at the same age. I also noticed on a website a question 

from a young mother asking whether she should allow her eight-year-old daughter to wear a padded bra. The 

comment in response was, “It‟s common in this day and age; you should just let her wear one.” Although 

allowing children to wear this type of clothing may seem harmless to many, it is, unfortunately, the start of 

sexual awareness for those children and the start of their innocence being lost. These children are being 

encouraged or dragged into adulthood whether they like it or are ready for it. Unfortunately, it appears to me that 

the duty of a parent to protect the innocence of their child is no longer held in the same regard as it was in the 

past. The parenting my parents exercised with me was more relaxed than that of their parents, and parents today 

are even more relaxed than my parents were.  

Hon Donna Faragher interjected.  

Hon ALYSSA HAYDEN: Not all of us, Hon Donna Faragher, but some. Slowly but surely our children‟s 

innocence will continue to be eroded. As time goes on, this will only get worse until an example is made, people 

are educated and the government and society says enough is enough. We need only turn on the TV or open a 

teenage magazine to see that our children are being subjected to sexual images on a regular basis. Yesterday I 

went to a store to purchase a magazine. I asked the retailer what is the most popular magazine our young 

children are buying—I was asking about girls the ages of nine upwards—and was told it was Dolly magazine, so 

I purchased one. I opened the magazine, and although some articles are quite informative and helpful to our 

young people, there are a couple that I am actually a bit embarrassed and—looking up into the gallery, where 

there are some children—a bit reluctant to talk about. The fact that I am actually apologising about it in a room 

full of adults demonstrates even more why I need to say it, because this is in a magazine for children. If the 

children upstairs could block their ears, the title is, “The 4-letter Word That‟s Ruining Your Life: Slut”, and the 

girls who are reading and commenting on this article are 13 years old. Further on in the magazine there is a 

sealed section. There is a perforation that has to be ripped to open it, and if anything is locked away from 

children, of course, they will open it—that is temptation. The sealed section is entitled “The Virgin Diaries”. I 

will not read the dot points because I would be even more embarrassed to do that in this place, but members are 

welcome to look at it. The fact that this is available for purchase to children of any age, and the fact that the 

retailer I bought it from said that the general age of the children who buy it is from nine years old upwards—

their parents help them to buy it as well—just shows that we have become too relaxed and it has become so 

common that we do not think it is an issue in society, when, in actual fact, it is a huge issue.  

If an inquiry can assist with identifying ways we can protect our children and help new parents learn skills to 

make the right choices to protect their children and allow children to enjoy their childhood and their innocence 

for a lot longer, I fully support Hon Nick Goiran‟s motion.  

HON LIZ BEHJAT (North Metropolitan) [12.22 pm]: I rise to commend, along with the rest of the house, 

Hon Nick Goiran for bringing this matter to the house‟s attention. I also commend all members who have 

unanimously supported this motion. It is a shame that we do not vote on a motion of this nature so that the result 

could be recorded in Hansard; I am sure I speak for every member of this house in saying that there would be a 

unanimous “aye” to this motion. I commend Hon Nick Goiran.  



Extract from Hansard 

[COUNCIL — Thursday, 8 March 2012] 

 p736b-745a 

Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Linda Savage; Hon Phil Edman; Hon Alison Xamon; Hon Alyssa Hayden; Hon Liz 

Behjat 

 [9] 

It is a shame the schoolchildren who were in the gallery earlier had to leave. Hon Linda Savage showed us 

Barbie dolls during her contribution; I would have liked to have said that we brought in the schoolchildren to 

participate in the debate. This debate would show children that this house of fuddy-duddies and old men in suits 

and ageing women and younger women — 

Several members interjected. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Let us face it; that is how we are viewed. Members can ask anybody out there if they know 

who sits in this place; they do not know that we are really trendy, hip young things!  

Several members interjected. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: Let me get to my point, which is that we are the trendy, hip young things who actually 

legislate for this state, and this is a great example of what we do.  

Hon Nick Goiran‟s motion refers to taking note of “Letting the Children be Children”, a report commissioned by 

the United Kingdom government. But, as Hon Alison Xamon said, this is not something peculiar to the UK or 

Western Australia; it is happening throughout the world. All members have been looking on websites and 

trawling through various media to see what they can bring to this debate. One of things I saw was a Canadian 

documentary called Sexy Inc. Our Children Under Influence, which was produced by Sophie Bissonnette; it is 

a really great 35-minute documentary that can be found on the Kids Free 2 B Kids website. The documentary 

shows Canadians girls being interviewed about how they view these things.  

Today we have talked about the wallpaper of children‟s lives. What do we actually mean by that? Members will 

have heard the Oscar Wilde quote that he purportedly said while on his deathbed, “Either that wallpaper goes, or 

I do”. That is what we are talking about—the wallpaper of our lives. If we walk into a room that has some 

disgusting wallpaper, we cannot do anything about changing that wallpaper, so gradually we become used to that 

wallpaper and we live with it; we do not get rid of it. That is what we are talking about with this sexualisation 

and commercialisation of children. This is what children are seeing every day; it is the wallpaper of their lives. 

We cannot walk down the street without seeing things at child eye level, or billboards showing inappropriate 

things. But what can we do? If Video Hits, which is shown in the morning, is not appropriate, we can turn the 

television off—is that what we have to do? We need to look at the action we can take together as parents. A lot 

of these things are motivated through digital media and social networking. It is not up to legislators alone to fix 

this, and it is not up to the advertisers alone to fix it—we know that self-regulation does not work. In Australia, 

there have to be complaints about an advert for it to be removed; there is no regulation that questions whether it 

is appropriate. Advertisements are put out there, and then parents have to say, “This isn‟t appropriate”, before it 

is taken down. We need to look at that issue.  

Returning to social networking and media, a massive number of organisations are now using social media to 

rally people and get them to believe in causes. We should be turning that around and using that media to take 

back control of some of these things. It is not enough to just turn off the TV when something inappropriate 

comes on—a Lady Gaga clip or whatever. As Hon Linda Savage said, these days, unfortunately, parents are 

sometimes time-poor, but we have to sit down and talk to our kids about why things are inappropriate, what the 

image is portraying, and why it is not all right to see women portrayed in a sexual way such as in simulated rape 

scenes and things such as that. In Sexy Inc. Our Children Under Influence an advertisement from a newspaper 

was shown to young children. The advert showed a scantily dressed woman—she was wearing a pair of 

leggings—with her hands covering her bare breasts. The interviewer was asking the young children, who were 

probably about seven or eight years old, what was wrong with the advert. The kids were all saying, “She 

shouldn‟t be showing her private parts; that is not appropriate for children to see; she should be more modest 

about that.” The children obviously had the right idea, but how do we get that message back to the advertisers? 

The interviewer said to the children, “Okay; let‟s dress the model”, and she gave them all a copy of the advert. 

The children coloured in the woman‟s breasts, they coloured in the leggings, and they drew little hearts and 

flowers and wonderful puppy dogs and things like that that children should be drawing. The drawings were then 

sent to the advertiser to let the advertiser know what the children thought of the advert; the advert was 

withdrawn. That was a success. We should be looking at those sorts of things—active things we can do to stop 

this gross sexualisation and commercialisation of our children. It breaks our hearts, and it is the wallpaper to 

which we have all become inured; we should not allow that to happen. We have to take action, but we have to do 

it together. We have to do it as legislators, as advertisers, as parents and as children. Let children have a say. 

Those children who drew on the advert did it themselves—it was their decision. The interviewer did not tell 

them what to draw; she said, “Let‟s dress the model; what is appropriate?” The children decided what to draw 

because their parents had obviously talked about it.  
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Reg Bailey‟s report documented that one of the kids involved had said, “But it‟s really easy to stop these things 

happening on television. There should be a button on the remote control and if something comes on television 

that is not appropriate, mum or dad could press the button. Once the button has been pressed 1 000 times, that 

program should not be broadcast.” Ideas like that come from children. That idea, of course, probably would not 

work in a real setting, because people would probably be sitting there pressing the button all day and there would 

be nothing on television. But that is the sort of thing that children come up with. Let us talk to the children; let us 

not exclude the children from the conversation. Let us not say, “You can‟t see that”, end of story; we should be 

saying, “You can‟t see that because it‟s not right, it is not a proper way to portray women, it is not a proper way 

to portray boys; it is not right.”  

As Hon Alyssa Hayden said, some of the clothing that is available is not right. Whoever said that a pair of 

knickers for a six-year-old girl showing an ice-cream cone and the words “lick me” is appropriate? It is not; it is 

disgusting! That is what we have to tell people out there. The reports are all available. If it was the 1960s, we 

would be starting to say, “We think that maybe smoking might be bad for us. We‟re not quite sure, but there is 

some evidence. Evidence is being gathered”. Or we would be saying, “Evidence is being gathered that alcohol 

causes problems.” There are masses of evidence out there now that the commercialisation and sexualisation of 

children causes problems, and we need to do something. My good friend Sophie Mirabella, the member for Indi, 

has talked about the toxic nature of these things. It is a toxin, it is a poison, and we all—whether we are 

legislators, parents, children, adults or advertisers—have to work together to stop it. We have done this now in a 

bipartisan manner today in this chamber, and I thank Hon Nick Goiran for doing that, but we cannot stop here. 

Let us find out which school the children that were in the chamber today were from. Let us send them our debate 

and let them know what we think. Members who use Facebook can put it on their Facebook sites now. All 

members who use Twitter can get on there, as I did on the Legislative Council site today, and say, “Tune in in an 

hour and a half‟s time. We are talking about the sexualisation and commercialisation of children.” Let us turn 

that media to our benefit and use it. Hon Nick Goiran is to be commended for bringing this to the chamber as the 

first private members‟ business motion. I hope that this is the future of what we see in the chamber. I commend it 

to everybody in this house. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 

 


