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WORKING WITH CHILDREN (CRIMINAL RECORD CHECKING) BILL 2004 
Third Reading 

MS S.M. McHALE (Thornlie - Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth) 
[11.24 pm]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [11.25 pm]:  I put it on record that it is unreasonable to third read this Bill 
tonight because we were given very little warning that there would be a third reading.  The two Independent 
members - the member for Churchlands and the member for South Perth - who have shown great interest in this 
Bill, are precluded from speaking because they did not know the Bill would be third read tonight.  I cannot 
understand the rush.  It has taken almost a year to bring this Bill to Parliament; it commenced in January.  To 
ram such an important Bill through the House in a matter of hours is unreasonable and does not do justice to the 
workings of this House. 

My comments will be brief; I will not use the full 30 minutes.  During the consideration in detail of this Bill the 
section of it that struck me as being very important is schedule 2; I cannot fathom the Government’s reasoning 
for it.  I and other members on this side also had other areas of concern, which we brought to the attention of the 
minister and which the minister attempted to answer.  Whether at the end of the day we agree that the answers 
were adequate is neither here nor there.  I cannot believe that this Gallop Labor Government wants to include in 
the schedule of offences - schedule 2 - a preclusion of anyone who wants to work in a child protection area, or to 
have any involvement with children, who has had sex with an animal.  If some drop kick in this country or world 
wants to have sex with an animal, one must question what sort of brain is in his head.  I do not condone it for one 
minute.  However, if someone is stupid and brainless enough to have sex with an animal, he is not affecting a 
child.  It is not an offence against a child, nor is it a violent offence.  It is listed in schedule 2 of the offences that 
will preclude a person who wants to take up work or work as a volunteer with children.   

The schedule also includes the offence of leaving a child unattended in a car.  If it is done deliberately for a 
sustained period, I can understand it.  There is a penalty of approximately $20 000 and/or three years 
imprisonment for this action.  If the action is deliberate and puts a child in danger, I can understand that the 
person should be precluded.  The minister assures me that it could apply even to a mother who left her child in 
the car while she popped into the garage to pay for petrol.  It could apply even if the doors of the car were locked 
because the mother did not want a yobbo to come along and steal the car.  The only option of the mother was to 
lock the car.  That is an offence.  The minister stated that she does not believe the police would charge someone 
for that.  They could, because it is an offence; a child has been left unattended in a vehicle.  It is a serious offence 
that is listed on the schedule.   

What does the Government leave off the schedule?  It leaves off one of the most serious and insidious offences 
that a person can have concerning children, which is trafficking drugs to them.  There is nothing in the schedule 
about drug traffickers and selling cannabis joints to children.  There are plenty of scum around who are only too 
happy to sell joints to kids, no matter how young those kids are, because if they can get a child hooked when he 
is young, they know that they will have a customer for many years.  Is that on the list?  No, it is not.  That is a 
serious offence that should be on the list.  I have urged the minister to recommit this Bill to include that serious 
offence in schedule 2.  I again urge the minister to do that.  It is not too late.  If she wants to do that, I will stay 
here for another half-hour if necessary, because I would like that to be on the list of offences under schedule 2.  
With this Bill the minister and the Gallop Labor Government are again saying that they do not mind people 
smoking cannabis or growing a couple of cannabis plants, because the Government has already allowed them to 
do so.  By not including that offence in that list, the Government is saying that it does not mind if drugs are 
flogged to kids or anybody.  That is serious. 

Mr M. McGowan:  But bestiality is okay?  You said that bestiality is okay.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, I did not. 

Mr M. McGowan:  Yes, you did.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I said that a person would have to have something wrong in his head to do that.   

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  All that the Minister for Tourism knows about is hamburgers.  He should not interject on 
me. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Yes, you did.   
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should not try to stitch me up.  My name is not Mickelberg or Ripley, so he 
should not try to stitch me up.  All he can ever do is to interject.  He never takes interjections because he cannot 
handle them.  He can give it but he cannot take it.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are carrying on like a buffoon as usual.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am talking some sense tonight about the serious offence of drug trafficking to children, 
and all the Minister for Tourism wants to do is to justify the Government’s stance by denigrating me.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are a buffoon.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am a buffoon.  If I am a buffoon, I hate to think what the minister is.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  He has even admitted it now.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  All that the minister can do is to get hamburgers.  He should not try to stitch me up.  He 
should not verbal me, because it will not work.  He will never intimidate me, I promise him.   

Mr M. McGowan:  Tell us some more about how bestiality is okay.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will tell the member for Rockingham about bestiality.  The Government thinks that it is a 
very serious offence, which is why it is in the schedule of offences.  However, it does not think that drug 
trafficking is a serious offence, because it has left that offence off the list.  The list includes murder and other 
offences.  Leaving a child unattended in a car is listed as a serious offence.  I do not doubt that they are all 
serious offences, but that offence will trap the mums who must leave their children in their car while they pay for 
petrol.  That happens all the time.  That is why some children have been taken when cars have been stolen, 
because the kids have been in their car seats in the back of the car.  Morons, who are probably on the drugs that 
the Government condones, sometimes nick cars with children in them.  The only way that mums can stop that 
from happening is to lock the car door when they go to pay their petrol bill.  If the Government thinks that this 
offence should be included in the schedule and that the mums who do the best they can should be fined, that is 
okay.  However, the Government obviously does not think that drug trafficking is serious or that it should be 
included in the schedule of offences in relation to people who want to be employed or to volunteer in the 
childcare industry.  That is what the Government is doing.  We know that the Gallop Labor Government is soft 
on drugs.  We can forget about cannabis.  We know that the Government thinks that cannabis is a social drug and 
that smoking it is a social thing that people do.  How many members have smoked it, inhaled it and done all the 
rest of it?   

Mr A.J. Dean:  Have you?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, never.  I have never smoked a cannabis cigarette. 

Mr A.J. Dean:  Have you inhaled?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Never ever. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  He doesn’t mind passive smoking around his grandchildren.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  I have smoked cigarettes, but I have never smoked a cannabis cigarette.  At one point 
in my life I thought that I was missing out on something, because it seemed that everybody was smoking 
cannabis.  However, I have never in my life smoked a cannabis cigarette.  I bet that some members opposite 
have.  Is that why they think that it is not a problem?  Even non-cigarette smokers have smoked cannabis.  I am 
sure that many members opposite have done so.  That is why they are soft on drugs now.  I happen to think that 
it is a serious offence to try to sell cannabis joints to children.  It is a deadly serious offence, because the damage 
that it does is enormous.  The Government does not give a stuff if those people want to sell those drugs to kids; 
otherwise it would have it in the schedule of offences - schedule 2. 

I implore the minister to do the decent thing and to recommit this Bill with an amendment to add that offence.  
Even if the Government takes out the cannabis part, which it obviously thinks is a weak drug and does not do 
anybody any harm - that is why it allows people to grow their own and roll their own - it should think of the 
other drugs such as heroin, speed and amphetamines.  The drug dealers out there do not give a stuff how old their 
customers are.  In fact, the younger they can get them hooked on drugs, the better it is for them.  We could just 
have a general clause about drug trafficking. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My friend the member for Albany might need it, but I do not.  I will not waste the time of 
the House.  I am obviously wasting my breath on members opposite because they have such a low social 
conscience.  In my view, they are bereft of moral thinking about this Bill, because they do not see drug 
trafficking as an offence that should be within that schedule.  This Bill is to protect the children of Western 
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Australia.  There are all sorts of things in it.  I have mentioned just a couple.  However, this Government, the 
Gallop Labor Government, does not think that drug trafficking is a serious enough offence to warrant it being put 
in that schedule to preclude those people who traffic drugs from taking up positions involving children’s care.  
Shame on the Gallop Labor Government and shame on government backbenchers.  I thought they would think 
more of the kids of this State and would insist that their minister include drug trafficking in the schedule of 
offences.  It is not too late.  They can go to see the minister.  All those good guys who deal with their community 
groups and think they are doing the right things should tell those groups tomorrow that they supported a Bill 
which went through this House tonight and which did not include drug trafficking as a serious offence that 
would preclude people from working in the childcare industry.  They should tell their community groups in 
Joondalup, Swan Hills and Collie - anywhere they like.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  And Albany. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, Albany.  They should tell their community groups.  I bet none of them has the guts to 
tell the people in their areas. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  We’ll tell them about bestiality. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Albany should tell them about bestiality.  He probably knows more about 
it than I do.  I have only read about it. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  You’re an expert. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have only read about it.  I do not know - the member might have much more practical 
knowledge than I do.  I certainly do not have any practical knowledge.  Tomorrow, members opposite should tell 
their constituents and the community groups and kindergarten groups in their electorates what they have done 
tonight.  They have passed this Bill and have not included the offence of drug trafficking because they do not 
think it is serious enough to preclude somebody from working with children in Western Australia.  They should 
tell them.  Shame on the lot of them. 

MS S.M. McHALE (Thornlie - Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth) 
[11.38 pm]:  I will very briefly thank the members of the Opposition who have contributed to this debate, and I 
believe in a very constructive way.  The Opposition has offered support, but members on this side of the House 
can tell their constituents that they are part of a Government that has produced the strongest and most strident 
legislation that introduces a legislative framework for checking people who will work with our children.   

We canvassed the issue of drugs in consideration in detail.  I do not want anybody to be under any 
misunderstanding that drugs cannot be included as part of this Bill.  Clearly, drug-related offences will be 
considered, and convictions for drug-related offences will be included, as will others.  I will make this point clear 
also: we sought to have drug-related offences included in schedule 2.  The advice of the police is that the range 
of drug offences is too broad in the way in which they are constructed under the Misuse of Drugs Act and the 
Sentencing Act.  The inclusion of drug-related offences would flood the central screening unit with a raft of 
charges and convictions.  When constructing the Bill we tried to ensure that it would include drug-related 
offences, but on the advice of the police it was deemed not to be possible.  I think work needs to be done on 
refining and redefining drug-related offences so that we can pick up heavy-duty drug traffickers who ought not 
be anywhere near children.  However, the Bill enables drug-related offences to be assessed, and that is the 
important thing.   

I am very pleased that we have been able to debate this Bill in a cooperative way.  We looked at the key issues 
during the consideration in detail stage.  The member for South Perth made his point of view about charges.  I 
commend the member for Nedlands for her appreciation of the complexity involved with charges and the 
importance of the legislation having the capacity to look at charges.  It is not about whether somebody is guilty 
or innocent; it is about whether somebody is appropriate or a risk to work with children.  I put on the public 
record my appreciation for those members who have contributed to the debate.  This is a very solid piece of 
legislation.  It is the most stringent and strongest piece of legislation in the country. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 11.42 pm 

__________ 
 


