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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.06 pm]: Before the interruption for questions without notice, we 
were considering the budget papers of 2018–19. I was looking at the report by the Auditor General of 
February 2018, which is very embarrassing for the Minister for Education and Training because, of course, the 
Auditor General found that the decisions by the Minister for Education and Training to not provide Parliament 
with information were not reasonable and therefore not appropriate. I was highlighting to the house that as bad as 
that was by the Minister for Education and Training, the Leader of the Government in this place, I have to give 
credit where credit is due and recognise that her approach has changed for the better since that time and only she 
and Hon Ben Wyatt have anything to be proud about in this space. That is quite unlike the Premier of 
Western Australia, the member for Rockingham, who has been appalling. In fact, he has been pathetic in this area. 
I was quoting from a response he provided to question on notice 660 I asked on 13 March this year. 

It was not the only indiscretion and breach of the law by the Premier of Western Australia on 13 March. I can also 
confirm for the benefit of members that further breaches of the law occurred by Hon Mark McGowan, the 
law-breaking Premier, in December 2017 on two occasions, with questions on notice 523 and 524; on 
7 November2017, when I asked question on notice 499; on 31 October 2017, with questions on notice 471, 464 and 
445; and the one that kicked it off on 10 October 2017, when I asked him question on notice 391. In every single 
one of those circumstances, this Premier has chosen to use the most pathetic of evasive techniques and refused to 
table before Parliament any of the information requested. I note that this is contrary to the law of Western Australia. 
I draw to members’ attention section 82(1) of the Financial Management Act 2006, which reads, and I quote — 

If the minister decides that it is reasonable and appropriate not to provide to Parliament certain 
information concerning any conduct or operation of an agency, then within 14 days after making the 
decision the minister is to cause written notice of the decision — 

(a) to be laid before each House of Parliament or dealt with under section 83; and 

(b) to be given to the Auditor General. 

The Premier has not done that once. He has breached the law on eight occasions, from his answer on 
28 November 2017 to his answer on 10 April 2018. That is eight breaches of the law—eight breaches of section 
82. This is the leader of the government. His disdain for transparency is worsened by his disregard for the law of 
Western Australia. This is the man who also falsely told Western Australians in February 2017 that there would 
be no new taxes and no increases in taxes and that he would reveal all his revenue-raising initiatives prior to the 
election. This is the man whose star candidate for Darling Range was none other than serial liar Barry Urban. This 
is the man whose second choice candidate for Darling Range falsely claimed that she had an MBA and other 
tertiary qualifications, and that person, I presume, goes by the hashtag “just another Urban”. This is also from the 
man whose third choice candidate for Darling Range has had to march to the tune of these liars and evaders and 
delete her LinkedIn account. This systemic culture of evasion is pathetic. As I mentioned, if it were not for the fact 
that some of this stuff was innocuous, we would not bother or worry about it, but serious matters are before this 
government’s feet that need to be addressed, which I will get to in a moment. The government cannot be 
transparent on something as basic as, “Why were you in the South Metropolitan Region, did you have any briefings 
and will the government table them in Parliament?” and it takes the approach that the Minister for Education and 
Training took previously, which was to say, “Sorry; this is confidential. I’m not giving you this information”, only 
to be embarrassed by the Auditor General. That is clearly the approach of this government. The Premier of 
Western Australia has breached the law on eight occasions. I said just before the interruption for question time that 
all those ministers should be sacked. There is no chance of that happening—absolutely no chance—because the 
person who could sack them is the Premier and he is the worst of the culprits. He is the one who says, “Look, if 
this is a nuisance to you, just ask to be removed.” That is his attitude towards a request for the tabling of documents. 
The Premier is entitled to respond in that pathetic fashion, but he is not entitled to ignore section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act 2006. The member for Rockingham is as accountable as any other minister under 
section 82 of the Financial Management Act 2006. It is a piece of accountability that has been implemented by the 
Parliament of Western Australia for ministers of the Western Australian government. They are the people who 
have a responsibility under section 82—only them. Unlike the Minister for Education and Training, who did 
comply with section 82, the Premier of Western Australia has on eight occasions thumbed his nose at the 
Auditor General. He could not care less that the Auditor General is entitled to inquire into his breaches of the law, 
and obviously some turkey in his office — 
Hon Sue Ellery: Is that parliamentary? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I am calling him a turkey. Someone in his office is a turkey because they have decided — 
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Withdrawal of Remark 
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Dr Steve Thomas): Honourable member, I do not think the reference to 
animals is parliamentary, so perhaps you might rephrase that one slightly. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I withdraw that remark. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I simply indicate that some joker in the Premier’s office, who is obviously auditioning for 
the circus, thinks it is appropriate to thumb his nose at the Auditor General of Western Australia, and these clowns 
in the Premier’s office think they will get away with it. There is no chance of that happening because I guarantee 
that as soon as the Premier of Western Australia hits 10 breaches of the law, I will be writing to the 
Auditor General. He has only two more to go and then I will make sure that we send a nice little package to the 
Auditor General so that he can continue to investigate breaches of the law by the Premier of Western Australia. 
As I say, these are minor matters, but we cannot get transparency from the Premier of Western Australia even on 
minor matters. No wonder this government has such a pathetic culture of evasion. 
I move to some far more serious matters. Regrettably, this systemic culture of evasion has pervaded to such 
a degree that it even impacts these serious matters. I start with a recent report by the Auditor General, 
report 10 from just last month, on 24 May. This is indeed a distressing matter. The genesis of this particular report 
is questions that I asked the Minister for Health via his long-suffering parliamentary secretary on 11 May last year. 
The outcome of that—members will have heard me talk about this before—is an opinion by the Auditor General, 
which states — 

The decision by the Minister for Health, Hon Roger Cook MLA, not to provide Parliament with a copy 
of the report Notification of Induced Abortions, 2015–16, Gestation 20 weeks or more was not reasonable 
and therefore not appropriate … 

As an aside, this minister is yet another one to have got an embarrassing report from the Auditor General, and he 
is also the Deputy Premier. We have already heard about the pathetic attitude of the Premier of Western Australia. 
He does not have one of these embarrassing reports about him because he does not comply with the law. At least 
Hon Sue Ellery had the integrity to comply with section 82, as did Hon Roger Cook, although he needed me to 
make a speech in Parliament about this last year before, presumably, his long-suffering parliamentary secretary 
reminded him of his obligation. In fact, I remind members that a question that I asked about this last year indicated 
that Hon Roger Cook said that he did not know that he had to comply with section 82. That is the level of 
incompetence of the Deputy Premier of Western Australia. At least in the end he has complied with the law, unlike 
the member for Rockingham, who has thumbed his nose at the Auditor General on no fewer than eight occasions. 
The Deputy Premier of Western Australia has just had an embarrassing report tabled against him by the 
Auditor General of Western Australia. He is second in command and I note that he is yet another one of these 
confirmed double dippers in the government. The attitude of ministers in the McGowan cabinet is just incredible. 
Similar to his boss, the Deputy Premier disregards the law of Western Australia. As I said earlier, on 15 June last 
year, he refused to table a report, and under section 82 of the Financial Management Act he had to give notice 
within 14 days. When did he comply? He complied on 27 September 2017, some three months later. Meanwhile, 
I had started a freedom of information application on 4 July 2017 because I was fed up with the Minister for 
Health’s lack of transparency. On 21 September 2017, I received a pathetic joke from the Minister for Health—or 
his department, I should say—which was a redacted report. I do not have a copy of that pathetic report with me, 
but, in effect, I was provided with a stack of black documents—a stack of paper that was black. That was how 
redacted it was. There was more black than anything else. Anyone would have thought that I had gone to the 
newsagent and asked for a ream of black paper. That is effectively what I was provided with by the respective 
clowns who put that together. Of course, the outcome of that was that I applied for an internal review. On 
13 October 2017, I received a slightly less redacted report, but it was an equally sick joke by those people in the 
department, so I applied for an external review. For members who are unaware of this, when a member applies for 
an external review, it means that they are engaging the Information Commissioner. On 28 February this year, I was 
provided with the information that the Auditor General said should have been provided to me on 15 June last year. 
There have been eight months of evasion on steroids by the Minister for Health and his department. As I say, I was 
provided with that information on 28 February. It is now 12 June and no apology has been delivered to Parliament 
by the minister through his long-suffering parliamentary secretary and, worse still, the documents still have not 
been tabled. There was an obligation to provide the documents to Parliament. This minister thinks it is okay to 
simply provide correspondence to me. The obligation does not lie between the minister and me; the obligation lies 
between the minister and Parliament. This minister, the Deputy Premier of Western Australia—another 
law-breaker, but not quite as bad as the Premier—still has not apologised to Parliament and still has not tabled the 
document. Meanwhile, we have the evasive and unaccountable response from his department to the Auditor 
General’s report. This report by the Auditor General was tabled today by the President of the Legislative Council. 
If members have an opportunity to get a copy of the report, they will see the response from the Department of 
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Health. And people wonder why I say that there is a systemic culture of evasion and a lack of transparency. The 
response from the Department of Health states — 

The Department acknowledges the findings of the Auditor General. 

How gracious — 

The Department holds a significant volume of very sensitive information and takes very seriously the 
responsibilities and duties that come with being the repository of that sensitive information. 

It is almost like a line straight out of Yes Minister — 

In advising the Minister, the Department was conscious of the need to ensure that sensitive information 
was properly managed and not disclosed without appropriate justification. This was particularly pertinent 
in this case because of the nature of the clinical information contained in this document, the circumstances 
of how it was obtained and the potential for its disclosure to cause further distress to the families to whom 
it relates. 

What a load of bulldust — 

The information contained in the document is of a confidential nature — 

No, it is not — 

and is not generally known to the public. 

That is true — 

Although the Auditor General has noted that the Department relied on its “established position” that the 
document was confidential, it must also be noted that the Department’s “established position” is based upon 
a clear and thorough understanding of the nature of the information contained in this particular type of report, 
the circumstances in which that information is collected and the protocols under which it is managed. 

Episode 2 of Yes Minister. It continues — 

The Department considered that the sensitivity of the information, the potential inconsistency of its 
disclosure with applicable national health standards and the possible impact of its disclosure warranted 
the Minister not disclosing the Report. It gave advice, in good faith, to that effect to the Minister and the 
Minister, in good faith, followed that advice. 

Now we get to the really good bit — 

The Department acknowledges and accepts the Auditor General’s comments with respect to the 
possibility of providing a redacted copy of the document being sought such that only the quantitative 
information remained. The Department will ensure that possibility is fully considered in future matters. 

So, after everything that has happened, we have a law-breaking Deputy Premier who does not even understand 
that he has an obligation under section 82 of the Financial Management Act and a department that is completely 
smothered with evasive techniques. The department’s response in the end was to say, “We will ensure that that 
possibility is fully considered in future matters.” There was no commitment and no acknowledgement of 
responsibility or acknowledgement of wrong. The Department of Health got it wrong. That is what the 
Auditor General has determined, but of course the Department of Health knows best. Again, we have some clowns 
in the back room thinking that they know best: “Do not worry about the Auditor General of Western Australia.” It 
is his responsibility to give an opinion on what should be tabled in Parliament, and he has determined that this 
should have been tabled when I asked for it on 15 June 2017. It is unacceptable for the Department of Health now 
to say that it will ensure that that possibility is fully considered in future matters. I have no confidence whatsoever 
that that will be done. This department is enmeshed and immersed in evasive techniques. It is no wonder that the 
Deputy Premier received such poor advice from the Department of Health and, worse, he did not even know that 
he had to comply with the act. Can we be surprised when his leader, the person who has given him the job, does 
not even comply with the law of Western Australia? The Premier of Western Australia has no regard for section 82 
of the Financial Management Act; and, if he did have regard for it, tomorrow he would comply with the act. I have 
no confidence that that will be done. 

As I say, these are significant matters. The stakes are higher on these matters. It is not a matter of “Were you in 
the South Metropolitan Region and have you had some briefing papers and could you table them in Parliament?” 
They are innocuous, minor matters. Who really cares? I do not even know why the government sends these stupid 
emails to members of Parliament to tell them that they are coming to the South Metropolitan Region. I do not care 
whether they are coming to the South Metropolitan Region. If they are going to tell me that they are going to 
attend, they can at least tell me why. But they are innocuous, meaningless matters. They are things that we can 
play little political games over. The matters before the Department of Health are not meaningless, trivial matters. 
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These are sensitive, important matters of public accountability. If we cannot get transparency from this government 
on innocuous, minor matters, no wonder we cannot get it on serious matters. 

I now turn to my third example, which is a matter that members will have heard me raise on an inordinate number 
of occasions. This matter has to do with the distressing circumstances in Roebourne. The history of this matter that 
I am raising is the worst of the evasion by this government in the last 12 months, and it never needed to happen in 
the first place. I will tell members how this came about. I hope that someone in the minister’s office is listening, 
because the responses that have been provided show a callous disregard for the victims of child sexual abuse in 
Roebourne. Last year I was contacted by an individual who said to me that all was not right in Roebourne. That 
confidential communication between this source and me led me to ask a question on notice of the 
Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection. I put the question on notice because, firstly, 
the information that I was given was sensitive and, secondly, I wanted to make sure that there was some substance 
behind what had been suggested to me. I asked what should have been a straightforward question on notice of the 
Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection. My question was — 

I refer to the article “Paedophilia, the curse that stalks Pilbara town of Roebourne” published in 
The Australian on 23 September 2017, which stated that by June 2017 there were 184 victims of child 
sex offences, and I ask: 

(a) how many of the 184 victims are currently: 

(i) in the care of the department; 

(ii) not in the care of the department, but being monitored by the department; and 

(iii) not in the care of the department or being monitored by the department, but known to 
the department; 

(b) of the 184 victims, how many are no longer living in Roebourne as a result of intervention by 
the department; and 

(c) are any of the 184 victims currently residing with a person: 

(i) convicted of one or more child sex offences; and 

(ii) charged with one of more child sex offences? 

The question was put on notice on 1 November 2017. I wanted to ensure that there was some substance to the 
position that had been put to me. The good thing about questions on notice is that they are dealt with in a very 
low-profile fashion. Who on earth is spending time reading all the questions on notice and answers put through 
this place? They are large in volume. No-one would have the time to do that. The benefit of the question on notice 
system is that it is a discreet way to deal with a sensitive matter, and then we could have cleared it up and ensured 
that the victims in Roebourne were not prejudiced by the actions of the department. However, the official response 
from Hon Sue Ellery as the Leader of the House—who I suspect will have not seen this answer because it is an 
answer to a question on notice so it most probably does not come to her, even though it will be listed under her 
name—came out on 5 December 2017 and reads — 

Roebourne is a very small community and providing detailed information as asked by the member could 
result in the identification of children and young people affected. 
The Government is monitoring the current situation in Roebourne and is satisfied the Department of 
Communities is taking the necessary steps to appropriately protect and support children and families who 
have been affected. 

It is most unfortunate that that answer was probably never sighted by Hon Sue Ellery, because had she seen it 
before it was passed through the system under her name, she probably would have said to the minister and her 
advisers, “This guy is not going to be satisfied with that answer. This is going to be a problem.” 
We then had the extended, very long summer recess. We have still not had an explanation of why the government 
needed to have such a long summer break. The Legislative Council resumed only in March of this year; obviously, 
the McGowan government needed to go on a big, long holiday. After we came back, on 13 March I asked 
a question without notice. I asked it because I knew there was something wrong; otherwise, I would not have had 
such a pathetic response on a serious matter. Clearly, something was wrong. I then asked a question without notice. 
On 13 March I asked the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Child Protection question without 
notice 5, which reads — 

I refer to the answer on 5 December 2017 to my question on notice 486, which was asked on 
1 November 2017 about the 184 victims of child sex offences in Roebourne. 
(1) Has the minister received a briefing about this matter since 5 December 2017? 
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(2) If yes, can the minister now confirm that none of the 184 victims are currently residing with 
a person either charged or convicted with one or more child sex offences? 

Hon Sue Ellery replied — 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. 
(1) Yes, the minister is receiving regular updates about Roebourne. 
(2) The minister is satisfied that the Department of Communities continues to undertake the 

necessary actions to appropriately protect and support children and families in Roebourne. This 
is a complex situation and involves detailed and ongoing assessments. As information is 
received, the Department of Communities will always assess it to make determinations on the 
appropriate action that needs to be undertaken. Should a circumstance arise in which there were 
concerns about a child or children living with a particular individual or individuals, action will 
be taken to assess the safety of children in these circumstances and appropriate protective action 
will be taken. 

Red alert. There was obviously a problem; otherwise, we would not again have had that kind of response. These 
evasive answers continued week after week, month after month, until last month when I raised a matter of privilege 
on it. That is how bad it got; the evasive techniques used by the government required me to raise a matter of 
privilege. The Minister for Child Protection obviously seems to think it is acceptable to provide a response to the 
Legislative Council of Western Australia, indicating that she has asked the department whether any of the 
184 victims are currently residing with such a person. She obviously thinks it is appropriate to respond “yes”, 
because that was the response to question on notice 225. I asked whether the minister had ever asked, and the 
response was “yes”. Lo and behold, the lack of regard that the minister and her staff have for this place is shown 
by them saying, yes, they have asked the question, but when further probed on this matter the truth of it is that the 
only way that they ever asked that question was because last year I asked the question, and they pushed a piece of 
paper from their office to the department. That is what they constitute as having asked this question. A serious 
matter like this, regarding 184 child victims of sex offences, with serious concerns that one or more of them might 
currently be residing with a person charged or convicted with one more sex offences, has been dealt with with 
such disdain. The Minister for Child Protection and her staff think it is okay to play games, to say, “Yes, we have 
pushed a piece of paper, which you, the shadow minister, asked, to the department, and that is the basis upon which 
you asked.” That was never the intent of the question, and every member here knows that. If a member of 
Parliament asks a minister whether they have ever asked the department a question, we are talking about that 
minister verbalising something to the department, not this silly game of someone in her office shuffling a piece of 
paper with a question from the shadow minister on it to the department. That is a joke; in fact, it is not a joke—
I withdraw that. It is not a joke; it is a disgrace. What is a pathetic joke is the silly games that the McGowan 
government plays when it sends these silly emails about coming into the South Metropolitan Region. Those are 
pathetic jokes. It is a distressing disgrace that the McGowan government refuses to have even a modicum of 
integrity when it comes to the 184 child victims of sex offences in Roebourne. The Minister for Child Protection 
had the gall to respond on multiple occasions by saying, in effect, “Shadow minister, I have offered you a briefing 
on this matter.” I do not want a briefing from this minister and her department. What a joke that would be. They 
cannot even answer a basic question in Parliament. What would be the point of turning up to a briefing so we can 
all be exasperated and waste more time? All we need to see is a modest amount of accountability and transparency 
to the Parliament of Western Australia. I do not need a briefing. I already have the information; that is why I am 
asking the questions. I started this whole thing by indicating that a person had given me this information last year. 
I have been trying to test the veracity of what that person has been telling me. I do not need a briefing to be told 
something that I already know. The minister continues to evade. 

Last month I thought that there was no point in asking questions of the Minister for Child Protection. What a joke 
that she has that title. No protection is being provided to the children of Roebourne because of the conduct of this 
minister, and that is apparent from these answers. I thought I would ask her boss what is going on. I have asked 
the Premier of Western Australia questions about this matter on a couple of occasions. The Premier of 
Western Australia again provided his typical unaccountable, un-transparent responses to a serious matter such as 
this. I do not know why I was surprised. He does not comply with something as basic as section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. When he comes into the South Metropolitan Region, he does not even want to tell us 
why he is doing that. He does not want to table notices in Parliament. He does not want to give notice to the 
Auditor General, so why would he tell the people of Western Australia what is happening in Roebourne? Why 
would he do that? The matters in Roebourne are far more sensitive and far more serious than any silly political 
games that we might play about emails and the like. It is apparent and beyond doubt that this government has 
a systemic culture of evasion. This has moved beyond the realm of being pathetic; this is a disgrace. 
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I said earlier that a number of ministers had failed to comply with section 82 of the Financial Management Act. 
Because I have been busy pursuing the far more serious matter of the stress endured by the children of Roebourne 
with the Minister for Child Protection, I have not had the time or the inclination to pursue the minister. She is not 
even worthy of that title. I have not bothered to spend time pursuing her about her breaches of section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. Since this minister and obviously one or more of the advisers in her office think that 
it is appropriate to play games with the Parliament on something as serious as the 184 victims of child sex offences, 
consequently, I have absolutely no problem in now pursuing this minister over some minor innocuous matters. 
Once again, I do not really care when the Minister for Child Protection wants to come into the South Metropolitan 
Region, but the minister and her office feel the need to send emails to let us know about these things. That has 
happened on more than one occasion. 

I refer to the answer provided to Parliament on 5 December 2017 to question on notice 446. On that day, the 
Minister for Child Protection refused to table documents that were requested. I will now be pursuing this matter 
with the Auditor General. Her representative might be busy texting her right now to let her know that she had 
better comply with her obligation under section 82 of the Financial Management Act. That is fine. I hope that there 
is compliance. That would save me the trouble of writing to the Auditor General. If the Minister for Education and 
Training is busy doing that, she might also alert Minister McGurk to her breach of the law of Western Australia 
on 28 November 2017 relating to question on notice 386 because that will also be pursued. I trust that the minister 
and her advisers will soon wake up to the fact that this matter will not go away. Pathetic attempts to offer briefings 
will not resolve this matter. The minister needs to provide full accountability to the Parliament of 
Western Australia on exactly what is happening in Roebourne. Is it the case that any of those 184 victims of child 
sex offences are required to live in the same home as a person who has either been charged with or convicted of 
one or more child sex offences? 

The McGowan government recently brought forward legislation to lift the limitation period for victims of child 
sexual abuse. That was a good piece of legislation. Members know that it had my full support. We worked 
constructively as a chamber to ensure that it was improved. The Leader of the House worked constructively with 
me to ensure that the Attorney General would have some amendments passed by both houses. This government 
lifted the limitation period so that victims of child sex abuse have an unlimited period in which to claim. That was 
a good thing that this government did. It would be better if we stopped the abuse from happening in the first place. 
In what worse situation could we possibly put a child who had already been subjected to such an offence than to 
put them in the home of someone who is charged with or convicted of such an offence? Are we trying to increase 
the number of compensation claims that can be made under this new legislation? Are we so proud of the reforms 
that we made to lift the limitation period that we are delighted by the fact that there will be more claims? Does it 
suit the McGowan government if all 184 victims of child sex offences in Roebourne are now able to have an 
unlimited period of time to claim and we would like to have them in a home with another child sex offender so 
they can have more claims? Is that how proud we are of this legislation? How absurd! I know that is not what 
members opposite will want or think. I guarantee that that is the same with opposition members. We plead to 
members opposite to speak to the Minister for Child Protection and the Premier and get an assurance from them 
that none of the 184 victims of child sex offences are living with a person who has been charged with or convicted 
of one or more child sex offences. They should do it for their own sake and for their own conscience. Even if it is 
the case that for the remainder of this term, this government never reveals that information, members opposite 
should satisfy themselves by speaking to the Minister for Child Protection or the Premier. They should have 
a private conversation with them, by all means, and ask for an assurance that this is not happening. At least 
members opposite would then have that assurance and that comfort. That would mean that something would be 
achieved out of this situation. It is apparent that the government is refusing to tell the Parliament of 
Western Australia what the situation is—all it has done is provide the most grotesque of evasive answers to a most 
serious matter. 

As I have said, it is no wonder this is happening. This government is led by an individual who specialises in evasive 
techniques. I have demonstrated on multiple occasions that the Premier and his ministers have been evasive. There 
are a few members on the government side who are taking upon themselves a truly gold standard of transparency 
and accountability. The remaining government members are obviously taking their lead from the Premier of 
Western Australia, and they should hang their heads in shame. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Ken Baston. 
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