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APPROPRIATION (RECURRENT 2018–19) BILL 2018 
APPROPRIATION (CAPITAL 2018–19) BILL 2018 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.09 pm]: Prior to the interruption for the taking of questions 
without notice, the house was participating in the cognate debate on the appropriation bills for 2018. I was setting 
out a series of obstructive events that took place from 5 December last year when the first answer was provided 
to a series of questions that I asked relating to an important and difficult issue to do with child safety in 
Roebourne. After the first obstructive answer was provided on 5 December last year, we had an extra long 
summer recess, organised by the Leader of the House. I was then only able to ask further questions starting from 
13 March, which I did. As members will be aware, I asked many questions in question time from 13 March until 
12 June, when I made my contribution on the noting of the budget papers. I foreshadowed on that occasion that 
it may be necessary for me to make a further contribution when the budget bills were being debated, which is 
now. On 12 June I thought that may be necessary because of the inadequate responses that had been provided to 
me until that time. Little did I know what would happen during the committee hearings which took place on 
20 June 2018. 

Prior to the taking of questions without notice, I outlined to the house, for the benefit of members who were not 
present that day, the despicable performance by Hon Sue Ellery who on that day was unwilling to ask a witness who 
was sitting in the chair immediately to her right—immediately adjacent to her—a question that only he could answer. 
He would be the only person who would be able to provide that information as a witness in person to a committee of 
the Legislative Council because there were only two people present. We know that because the Leader of the House 
told us that. It was the director general and the Minister for Child Protection. The Minister for Child Protection cannot 
attend a hearing in the Legislative Council but Hon Sue Ellery can represent her. The director general was not able 
to answer the question because Hon Sue Ellery would not allow him to answer that question. That was the series of 
events that took place from 5 December last year until Wednesday, 20 June this year. 

As I said earlier, it is rather ironic that on 19 June 2013 Hon Sue Ellery took a point of order protesting about 
information not being provided to Parliament. Her point of order was — 

We canvassed this type of matter in the previous Parliament. That is not a satisfactory answer to the 
Parliament. If the information is available and a member of Parliament asks for it, the obligation is on the 
minister to make it available to the member of Parliament when they ask for it. They do not refer them to 
another document; they do not refer them to a website; they provide the information. 

That is what Hon Sue Ellery said on 19 June 2013. As it happens, in any event, the questions were taken on notice. 
In my view, it was wrong of the Leader of the House to take those questions on notice because she had at her 
disposal in the chair next to her a person who was capable of answering the question. She chose not to do so. It 
was wrong of her to do that on that day. In any event, the question was taken on notice. The answer to the question 
taken by Hon Sue Ellery was provided in supplementary information E4. My question was — 

At the briefing at which the Director General attended with the Minister for Child Protection, did the 
Minister seek an assurance that none of the 184 victims of child sex offences in Roebourne are residing 
with a person charged or — 

Convicted — 

… with one or more child sex offences?  
That is the question that the Leader of the House wanted to take on notice. She could have asked the person sitting 
in the chair next to her, “Is it yes or no? Did the minister seek that assurance from you at that briefing? You are 
the only person here today, director general, who can provide this information to the committee of the 
Legislative Council.” She could have done that; she did not. She said she would take it on notice. This is the answer 
that I presume Hon Sue Ellery takes full responsibility for providing to the committee. It is an interesting point 
because, as I understand it, the person who signs off on those answers is the Minister for Child Protection. I wonder 
whether the Leader of the House, who took the question on notice, has ever seen the answer that has been provided 
to the committee. I wonder. In any case, the answer that was provided by the government was — 

Since the Department of Communities came into existence on 1 July 2017, the Director General and 
senior officers from the Department of Communities have regularly briefed the Minister for 
Child Protection on: 

• Operation Fledermaus; 
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• the immediate response to Operation Fledermaus; and 

• the longer term strategies in the West Pilbara trauma response plan to address the underlying 
causes of child sex abuse and help the community rebuild. 

I will stop at that point and indicate that so far the government response tells us nothing new. We already knew 
that information and that was not the question. The question was — 

At the briefing at which the Director General attended with the Minister for Child Protection, did the 
Minister seek an assurance that none of the 184 victims of child sex offences in Roebourne are residing 
with a person charged or convicted with one or more child sex offences? 

That was the question and so far it has been a non-answer. In our justice system there is such a thing as a constructive 
refusal to answer. That is what we have had so far in the answer that has been provided. The answer continues — 

Prior to 1 July 2017, the former Director General and senior officers from the Department for 
Child Protection and Family Support briefed the Minister for Child Protection on 
Operational Fledermaus. 

Prior to 11 March 2017, the former Director General and senior officers briefed the former Minister for 
Child Protection, Hon Andrea Mitchell MLA, on Operation Fledermaus. 

The Minister for Child Protection has also discussed Operation Fledermaus and the West Pilbara trauma 
response plan in Roebourne on several occasions in the past 12 months with Aboriginal elders, child 
protection workers, police, the local shire and service delivery agencies. 

Based on these visits and briefings, the Minister for Child Protection is confident that 
Department of Communities staff that are providing child protection services in the Pilbara are doing 
everything in their power to ensure that victims are safe and supported. 

It is still not the answer to the question. It finishes off by saying — 

The Department of Communities advises that based on the current information, that there are no registered 
or charged adult offenders living or having regular contact with children associated with 
Operation Fledermaus. 

That is the end of the answer. In all of that the minister has still not provided an answer to the question. On that 
day, Hon Sue Ellery refused to turn to her right and ask the director general, who was present before the committee 
and could have answered the question. She said, “No. I’m going to take that on notice.” That is the answer that we 
get back! As I said, I will be fascinated to know whether Hon Sue Ellery has even seen this answer that has been 
provided. What an embarrassment it is! The Leader of the House was representing another minister, and she was 
asked a question that she did not know the answer to. Quite rightly, she could have asked the senior public 
servant—the most senior public servant in that department—who was sitting 30 centimetres away from her, but 
she refused to do so and said that she was going to take it on notice. Then the answer that was provided was a non-
answer. Why have the hearings? Why bother having the Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations? Why bother having any of these hearings when it descends to this level of farce? It is nothing 
more than a farce to have the most senior Labor member opposite refuse to ask the public servant sitting 
30 centimetres away from her for information that is only in his knowledge, to say that she will take it on notice 
and to then provide a non-answer to Parliament. At what point in all of that do members feel that the Parliament 
and the processes of Parliament are being taken advantage of? Some might even say that there is a contemptuous 
attitude towards the processes of Parliament; some might say that. It is just staggering that this series of obstructive 
events could have taken place. If the minister thinks this is the end of it, she has got another think coming, because 
there is absolutely no way that we as a chamber—the 36 members of this chamber—can allow this type of 
obstruction to take place, this precedent that was set on 20 June this year. Basically, all future answers taken by 
ministers representing should just be taken on notice. Why would ministers answer any questions? They may as 
well just take a leaf out of Hon Sue Ellery’s book and say they will take the question on notice. If members ask 
another question, they can take that on notice. We may as well just do the whole process by way of correspondence 
and not even have hearings. Imagine how inefficient it would be if a court of law were to try to do that. The reason 
it is inefficient is that we get pathetic non-answers such as we have had today. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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