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FOSTER CARE — ABUSE ALLEGATIONS 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.30 pm]: This is the end of the first three-week sitting block in 
the spring sitting. Members may be aware that during the winter recess, the Minister for Child Protection and 
I were involved in a public dispute about the very distressing circumstances that have arisen out of Roebourne and 
surrounding areas. That dispute was temporarily terminated on the basis that if the government was going to be 
transparent, there would be no need for me to have to deal with sensitive child protection matters in the media. 
Members will be well aware that I had been pursuing a series of events for nine months before some information 
was finally revealed. 
I had hoped that during this sitting period the conduct of the government would change. I draw to members’ 
attention why we now have a situation in which the government is from time to time choosing to reveal information 
rather than being open and transparent. During the July winter recess, The Australian revealed that a 13-year-old 
girl in foster care in Newman had disclosed serious allegations of child sexual abuse by a man in whose care she 
had been placed by the Department of Communities. That information did not come from me. The first I knew 
about it was when I read about it in The Australian in July during the winter recess when there was no opportunity, 
naturally, to ask any parliamentary questions. On 16 August 2018, The Australian then revealed that the man and 
his partner had been served with a restraining order after it was alleged that they had turned up to the workplaces 
of two adults whom they believed were responsible for taking allegations to authorities, and hurled abuse at them. 
That same day, the new member for Darling Range in the other place asked Minister McGurk to confirm whether 
the 13-year-old had been moved to a new foster family and whether there were any children still in the care of the 
two foster carers. Minister McGurk’s reply on that day, 16 August, shortly after our return from the winter recess, 
to the new member for Darling Range was, according to my notes, that she was “not going to comment on an 
individual case in Newman or anywhere else in this state”. She then proceeded to say, “and in this case they were 
investigated and no substantiations have been made”. In the same answer to the member for Darling Range she 
says in one breath that she is not going to reveal information and in the very next breath proceeds to reveal 
that actually there were allegations and they were investigated and there were no substantiations. That is just 
a nonsense. The government can either provide information or it cannot. If it cannot provide information, there is 
a process—section 82 of the Financial Management Act—and it has accountability to the Auditor General. But it 
is a nonsense for a minister of any persuasion to come forward and say, “I cannot tell you anything” and then 
proceed to tell a little bit of information. 
It gets worse. On 21 August, after the inappropriate response that my hardworking friend and colleague for 
Darling Range received, I thought I would test the minister through the more rigorous standards applied in this 
house. I asked the minister, via the Leader of the House, whether she was familiar with the case, whether the 
allegations were investigated, whether the child had been moved to a new foster family, whether the man is 
currently approved by the department as a foster carer, whether the department was aware that he had been served 
with a restraining order, and whether the department is reviewing his status as a foster carer.  The minister 
answered yes to all parts of that question and that was good. That is the standard that we would expect in this 
house, but why was a different approach taken when a member of Parliament in another place asked for 
information and was told, “Sorry; we are not able to reveal any information about this case”? The following week 
when I asked in this house a six-part question, the answer I got to that particular question was yes—six different 
times, I might add. On Tuesday, 28 August, the following week, I asked the Leader of the House representing that 
minister when the review commenced and when it would be completed. The minister’s answer was that it 
commenced on 13 June 2018. That was good and transparent. The answer then said that inquiries are ongoing. We 
still need to know when the review is scheduled to be completed. A nonsense answer that says that inquiries are 
ongoing is unsatisfactory. There must be some kind of plan. If a review is being done, there must be some 
scheduled plan. The person doing the review must have been told by someone in authority, “This is an urgent 
matter and there are serious allegations of child sexual abuse. This is a foster carer and we want to review him. 
We started the review on 13 June and we want you to get cracking and finish the review.” It is nonsense to say 
that there is no scheduled time frame to complete it. It is very unsatisfactory for the minister, through the 
Leader of the House, to respond by saying that inquiries are ongoing. 
Yesterday I asked how many children were in the care of this carer when the review commenced—remember, that 
was on 13 June. There are serious allegations about this particular carer. They are so serious that the department 
says that it wants to review this person’s foster carer status. Yesterday I wanted to know how many children were 
in this person’s care on 13 June and how many are in this person’s care at the moment. The answer was that the 
department cannot comment on individual cases or reviews. What a joke! I withdraw that. It is not a joke. This 
matter is very serious. It is a disgrace. 
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Earlier in the other place, the minister told the member for Darling Range, “I can’t tell you anything, but, actually, 
I’m going to tell you a little bit of information.” But when I ask questions, I get transparent responses initially and 
then I get, “Sorry; we can’t comment anymore.” It makes me wonder who writes the answers that ministers read 
out in this place. I recall during this particular episode that there was one instance when the Leader of the House 
was not satisfied with the answer that she had been given, so she asked for a period of grace to look into that. That 
was good and, as I recall, it was because of that episode that we got the good, transparent response that I received 
on 21 August. That is a good standard to apply. Unless the Leader of the House has the time to scrutinise the 
response that she is given due to the busyness of her job and so on, including being in committee today on an 
important bill, we just get these other non-transparent responses delivered. I very much suspect that the fault is 
with whoever writes these answers for the ministers in the first place. Is there somebody working in the government 
who is a specialist in obstruction and were they on leave for a few days, because suddenly we got transparent 
answers? Now the specialist in obstruction has returned from leave and so we are getting the obstructive answers. 
I do not know what is going on. I do know that it is inconsistent. I know that when Hon Sue Ellery turns her mind 
to these things, we get transparent answers and we get a good standard that is appropriate in this house. But 
something is not right if I have to stand in this place and raise this issue time and again. The same thing happened 
earlier today when I asked the simple question — 

(1) Is the Minister for Child Protection aware whether any children are currently in the care of this 
carer? 

(2) If yes to (1), are any children currently in the care of this carer? 

The response was — 

(1)–(2) Yes. 

Is the yes to part (1), is the yes to part (2) or is the yes to both parts? People will have all kinds of different 
interpretations of that, but I can tell members from experience with this particular minister that it is not clear. It has 
to be the case that the yes applies to part (1); otherwise, there would be no purpose to the rest of the response. But 
does it apply to part (2)? Are there still children in the care of this carer? Tonight will be the seventy-ninth night 
that there may well have been children in the care of this particular carer who is subject to a restraining order. So 
serious are the allegations that The Australian has revealed them on several occasions and so serious are they that 
the department decided to start an investigation on 13 June. Tonight is the seventy-ninth night that there may well 
be children in the care of this person. We are simply asking the minister whether she knows about this case. It 
appears that she does. Are there children still in the care of the carer? We do not know that. Despite three additional 
sitting weeks since the winter recess we still do not have the standard of transparency that should be there. 
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