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Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Seventy-seventh Report — 
“2017–18 Budget Cycle — Part 2: Annual Report Hearings” — Motion 

Resumed from 23 October 2019 on the following motion moved by Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary) — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: The seventy-seventh report has some interesting information, particularly at page 41, 
which is appendix 2, “Summary of hearings”. The hearing that I will spend a moment considering took place on 
14 November 2018 with the Department of Education. I was present at that hearing at which the Minister for Education 
and Training represented the government. If members have access to the report, at page 41 they will see that under 
the third dot point it makes reference to one of the themes that emerged from the hearing. The Standing Committee 
on Estimates and Financial Operations has kindly set out us for us in the appendices all the various themes that it 
has extracted from the hearings. This particular one reads — 

Male perpetrators identified during Operation Fledermaus attending schools in Karratha and Roebourne. 
I was present at that hearing when it was revealed that six students were attending the same school as their victims. 
I assume that that is what the standing committee is referring to at that point in its report. This is quite timely because 
the hearing took place on 14 November 2018 and just yesterday I asked the Minister for Education a question 
about this very same theme during questions without notice. My question read — 

I refer to the minister’s response to question without notice 1416 in which she outlined that as of 
25 November 2019, six alleged offenders were attending the same public school as their victims. As at 
the start of the 2020 school year — 
(1) how many of the six are still at the same school as their victims; 
(2) how many of the victims of the six perpetrators have moved to a different school; and 
(3) what is the current total number of alleged offenders attending the same public school as their victims? 

The answer provided by the Minister for Education and Training was — 
(1) There are five. 
(2) None. 
(3) A risk assessment and management plan is put in place reflecting the individual circumstances 

and arrangements. As at 11 February 2020, six alleged offenders are attending the same school 
as their victims. Since 25 November 2019, there has been one new notification received from 
the WA Police Force that includes an alleged offender and alleged victim in the same school. 

It troubles me that we identified, as far back as 14 November 2018 when this hearing took place before the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, that there is a problem in Western Australia in which 
victims of sexual abuse are being forced to confront their attackers at school every day. That was first revealed on 
14 November 2018 at a hearing at which the Leader of the House was the government’s chief representative. 
Members will recall that last year I moved a motion on this very issue, and after some amendments—initially by 
the government, and then a further amendment by me—there was actually unanimous agreement. I should say, 
strictly speaking, that the motion was passed on voices, without any dissent. We all agreed, as a chamber—
including the government and the Leader of the House; Minister for Education and Training—that we would not 
stand for this anymore. We would not stand for the re-traumatising of victims of sexual abuse through having to 
confront their attackers at school every day. 
As I say, this was first identified on 14 November 2018. We agreed last year as a chamber to reset the policy 
parameters for Western Australia, and we directed the government in that regard. Then, as recently as yesterday, 
we found out that there are still six people involved in this situation. What has changed? Why is it that the 
government appears to have done nothing in the very important space of child protection? 
I note that the government in its response to my questions yesterday indicated that, as at the end of term 4 last year, 
six people were in this re-traumatising predicament, and five of them are still in that predicament at the beginning 
of term 1 this year. Even if I were to charitably say that 25 November 2019, when the Minister for Education and 
Training revealed this information, was the moment she realised that this was a problem that we needed to do 
something about, it has to be asked: what has occurred over the summer recess if five people have been left to be 
re-traumatised? Perhaps the government is saying, “We should be very proud of ourselves that it is not still six.” 
Maybe that is the government’s key performance indicator, to say, “Well, there’s one fewer Western Australian 
child who has been re-traumatised because of our extensive efforts over the summer recess. We’ve given up on 
the five, but have rescued one from this predicament.” Is that the attitude of this government on this serious matter? 

I would like to have seen the government investing its time over the summer recess to addressing the situation for 
all six of them, not one of the six. I wonder what has happened to that sixth child; have they just given up on school 
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altogether and said, “Well, I’m not even going to turn up anymore”, and that is why they are not enrolled in school 
this year? That may not be the case; it may well be the case that they were a year 12 student last year and have 
graduated from school. I do not know that information. I have been at pains to explain to the Leader of the House 
and the minister she represents in the other place—the Minister for Child Protection—that I am not interested in 
the names. The government loves to put up this smokescreen of privacy, yet if I have said it once, I have said it 
a thousand times: we do not need to know the names. We need to know that someone in government is doing the 
heavy lifting to make sure that these children are being protected. I would like somebody within government to 
explain to me why it is okay for these five children who were identified last year to still have to confront their 
attackers at school every day in term 1 this year. 
Earlier today the government had the gall—in fact, it was the Leader of the House—to read out a ministerial 
statement praising itself for its actions on recommendations relating to the Royal Commission into Institutional 
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. The last paragraph articulated by the Leader of the House begins — 

The McGowan government is committed to this work because its importance is indisputable: keeping 
children safe is the highest priority. 

I agree that it is indisputable, but the lack of action taken by this government is also indisputable. It continues to 
make children confront their attackers at school every day. It was told of a new one on 25 November last year by 
the Western Australia Police Force, but it has allowed that to go on as well, so we now once again have six. It is 
as though the government is proud that there are always six students who have to be re-traumatised every day: 
“We must make sure that there are at least six, because the moment it drops down to five, we will find another one 
to make sure that they are re-traumatised.” I know that sensible members in government do not feel that way and 
are aggrieved by this situation. I am simply asking one of them to do something. I ask the government to please 
desist from reading out these rubbish ministerial statements, telling us how proud it is of its performance in child 
protection, when the evidence before us is clear: the government has vacated this space and there is so much more 
work to be done. 
The CHAIR: Members, temporary order 4 now applies in respect of that report, so we have to interrupt debate on 
that and it will be taken to the lower end of the notice paper. 
Consideration of report postponed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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