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Select Committee into Elder Abuse — Final Report — 
“‘I Never Thought it Would Happen to Me’: When Trust is Broken” — Motion 

Resumed from 19 February on the following motion moved by Hon Nick Goiran — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: This is indeed the eleventh time this report has come on for consideration since the committee, 
which I had the honour of chairing, tabled its report on 13 September 2018. I wonder whether a committee report 
has ever come on for debate 11 times in the history of the Western Australian Parliament. I and other members of 
this committee will continue to raise this matter until one day somebody in this government gets off their backside 
and responds to the issues we have been raising. The report was tabled on 13 September 2018. How many more 
times will I and others need to draw to the attention of members opposite that their government tabled a response 
on this matter on 20 November 2018? The government response says that multiple matters raised require further 
consideration. That was on 20 November 2018. Here we are today, 11 March 2020, more than a year later, and has 
there been an update from government? Would one of the three ministers of the Crown who sit in this chamber 
like to let us know at some point how the consideration of those matters we were told about on 20 November 2018 is 
going? Would that be possible or do we have to wait until the twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth or fifteenth time this 
matter comes up for debate? 
These are no insignificant matters. Parliament decided that it would invest a year of its time, four members, committee 
staff and the resources of the Legislative Council to table this very significant report. I want to bring to the attention 
of members one classic example for why I keep raising these matters. As far back as November 2015, there was 
a statutory review into the Guardianship and Administration Act 1990. That review had 86 recommendations. 
Some members opposite might quite rightly say, “Well, 2015 has got nothing to do with us; we came into government 
in 2017.” Yes, that is true. But I remind those members who might ask that question that their Attorney General, 
Mr Quigley, advised in April 2018—we are coming up to two years ago—that the government supported 77 of the 
86 recommendations that came out of that statutory review from November 2015, and that a bill to amend the act 
was approved by cabinet in December 2017 and was anticipated to be introduced into Parliament. When? In the 
2018 spring session. This is what the Attorney General advised in April 2018. That did not happen, so the four 
members of this committee unanimously agreed to recommendation 24, found on page 87, which says — 

The Government introduce a bill to amend the Guardianship and Administration Act 1990 to implement 
the recommendations contained in the 2015 statutory review of the act — 

The committee then goes on and says — 
as a matter of urgency. 

Remember, recommendation 24 was made by the committee and tabled on 13 September 2018, the day the committee 
said that this needs to be addressed as a matter of urgency. Why? It is because the Attorney General himself had said 
that a bill had been approved by cabinet in December 2017 and was anticipated to be introduced in the 2018 spring 
parliamentary session. The government then responded to that recommendation by saying that it accepts it, and said — 

As per the McGowan Government election commitment, the Government has committed to expedite the 
enactment of amendments set out in the recommendations of the Statutory Review. It is anticipated the 
Amendment Bill will be introduced in the first half of 2019. 

What do we do with that? The government said that it would bring in something in the spring session of 2018. 
When a parliamentary committee drew to the attention of the government that it failed in what it said it was going 
to do, the government responded by saying, “We accept that criticism. Rest assured, we are onto it and we will be 
introducing the bill in the first half of 2019.” We are in the first half of 2020 and there is no sign of this bill. When 
will this happen? Which minister in this place will respond and tell us whether the Attorney General and the 
government misled the committee? Will somebody come to the defence of the government and the Attorney General 
and say, “The criticisms that you raise, honourable member, are reasonable, but there is also a reasonable explanation 
for this”? In the absence of a reasonable explanation, the only reasonable conclusion I can draw is that this 
government has absolutely no intention of expediting these amendments to the Guardianship and Administration Act, 
notwithstanding that it promised that before the election, notwithstanding that the Attorney General said that was 
going to be done and notwithstanding that the Attorney General said that it was approved by cabinet as far back 
as December 2017. What has happened with the cabinet process? Is there not a Parliamentary Secretary of the 
Cabinet? What is she doing? She is sitting on a bill that has been approved by cabinet since December 2017. The 
government is too busy grandstanding on various issues to be bothered to bring this bill before Parliament. On the 
most recent occasion, the government said that it will do it in the first half of 2019, and here I am in the first half 
of 2020, and there is no sign of the bill. 

Hon PIERRE YANG: I wish to rise today to make a short contribution to this very important report, as I have 
previously said. Continuing from my previous contribution, I wish to talk about chapter 3, “Risk factors for elder 
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abuse”. Through its report, the Select Committee into Elder Abuse identified a number of issues that are related to 
risk factors. If I may, I will quote the report. It states — 

Risk factors for elder abuse do not only relate to the individual who may be suffering from abuse, but can 
fall broadly into four areas, as follows: 
• characteristics that place an individual at increased risk 
• risks that relate to the perpetrator 
• the type/quality of relationship between the victim and perpetrator 
• systems and services that monitor, prevent and respond to elder abuse. 

The committee report identified vulnerability as a risk factor for elder abuse, and paragraph 3.9 states — 
An older person is more likely to experience elder abuse if they: 
• are a woman 
• are an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander person 
• have a cognitive impairment or are a person with a disability 
• are a member of a culturally and linguistically diverse … community 
• identify as LGBTI 
• are experiencing social isolation or loneliness 
• are being cared for by a person who is experiencing carer stress. 

Today, I want to focus my contribution on elder abuse in Aboriginal communities and members of culturally and 
linguistically diverse communities. The report outlines the difficulty of getting evidence concerning elder abuse in 
Aboriginal communities because of the cultural and linguistic differences and also the notion of family obligation 
in Aboriginal culture, which is very important and is a strong tie to kin that can have both positive and negative 
effects for elders in that community. Paragraph 3.22 states — 

South Australia Health suggests that the best way to address elder abuse in Aboriginal cultures is to bring 
together respected community leaders, recognised Aboriginal elders and family members, thereby keeping 
agency responses culturally safe and appropriate.  

To some extent, it is also relevant to members of the CALD community. The committee report identified that if 
English is not their first language, many members of the CALD community tend to revert to their native tongue as 
they get older, which adds another layer of complexity to them navigating the system, with the issues they face, 
and will certainly add another layer of difficulty to reporting elder abuse. The language barrier is a very important 
issue for people from non–English speaking backgrounds. As we have seen, people from the four corners of the 
world come to this country. In the 1950s and 1960s, there were a lot of new Australians of Italian and Greek 
heritage. They made a tremendous contribution. I have met many. Some of my legal practice clients were second and 
third-generation Italian members of the Western Australian community. They talked about the language difficulties 
their parents, who came here in the 1940s, 1950s and 1960s, are now experiencing when trying to navigate the 
system and get social welfare support. It is an issue. 
The CHAIR: Under temporary order 4, I am required to interrupt debate. That matter stands adjourned until that 
report comes back to the top of the list. 
I just note in passing that we are spending a great deal of time on a number of reports, so that shows that the chamber 
is taking note of the good body of work that is being delivered through our standing and select committees. 
Consideration of report postponed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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