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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 12 February on the following motion moved by Hon Alanna Clohesy (Parliamentary Secretary) — 
That the report be noted. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: This matter has been considered on more than one occasion. It is part 2 of the work undertaken 
by the committee. Members will recall that the committee is now routinely tabling two reports a year—one on the 
budget estimates process and the second on the annual report hearings. I think that process, which has been underway 
for some time now, continues to be a valuable exercise. 
On the last occasion we considered this report, I drew to members’ attention some of the problems that had emerged 
in the annual report hearings, which included hearings undertaken with the Department of Education and the 
Department of Communities. I particularly drew attention to the problem of victims of child sexual abuse attending 
school with their perpetrators. It was revealed in the course of those hearings that it is in fact the case that that is 
happening. Members may recall that last year I moved a motion on notice seeking to bring about some reform and 
change in this area. That motion was amended and ultimately unanimously agreed to by the chamber. At its heart, 
the purpose of the motion was to say that we, the Legislative Council, consider it inappropriate for a child to be 
re-traumatised and harmed by having to see their attacker at school every day. Whenever the Minister for Education 
and Training has had an opportunity to respond on this matter, she has regularly referred to risk assessment 
management plans, or RAMPs, which I understand she implemented when she came to government. What disturbs 
me is that when I asked the Minister for Education and Training at the start of this year, in term 1, about the status 
and quantum of children who were attending school with their attacker, we were told that this remained the case 
for a number of children. I cannot readily recall, off the top of my head, how many children this applied to, but 
five or six certainly rings a bell. I was very disappointed to hear that we started the school year with, again, five or 
six children being confronted by their attacker at school every day. With the COVID-19 pandemic, there was 
a period during which children were required to not attend school. It saddens me that it took a pandemic to stop 
the re-traumatising of children, who would otherwise have had to see their attacker at school every day. 

When I have raised this issue with the government, the response typically has been along the lines of these things 
being sensitive and complicated. I have no doubt that that is the case, but the circumstances in which it is appropriate 
for a child to attend the same school as their attacker and be re-traumatised and harmed by that process are yet to 
be explained to me. This continues to be routinely the case in Western Australia. I use the word “routinely” because 
every time I ask the Minister for Education and Training for the latest figures, I continue to be told that there are 
children in this situation. I want to get to the point at which the answer is zero! It should not be the case that the 
only time children were shielded from their attacker was when they were required to be homeschooled because of 
the coronavirus, yet that seems to have been the case. School is well and truly back underway. In fact, I recall 
either the Minister for Education and Training or the Premier issuing a media release or saying in a press conference 
that it was once again compulsory for all children to go back to school, which, incidentally, I do not have a problem 
with. What does worry me is that now that it is compulsory for everyone to go back to school, children will again 
be confronted by their attacker. It would be of some assurance to me if the Minister for Education and Training 
could, on the next occasion that she is not absent from the chamber on urgent parliamentary business, confirm 
for us that the problem is now resolved and perpetrators of child sexual abuse no longer attend school with their 
victims. That would be of great comfort to me. Quite frankly, I think it would be of great comfort to most parents 
in Western Australia to know that. 

The report also notes that during this period of annual report hearings, the government was unable to confirm exactly 
how many victims arose out of Operation Fledermaus. We had the unedifying spectacle of different information being 
provided at different times. For example, when I asked question without notice 934 as far back as 11 October 2018, 
we were told that there were 42 victims as at that date, but then in supplementary information provided to the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations in response to other questions that had been taken on 
notice, we were told that there were 70 victims as at 14 November 2018. I have since that time been pursuing these 
matters further by way of questions on notice. At one point in time, I asked questions of the Attorney General about 
this matter, only to get a response back at the end of the time period allowed for questions on notice that my question 
should be redirected to other ministers. As I recall, it was suggested that I should contact the Minister for Police 
and the Minister for Corrective Services. Naturally, I did that. I then lodged yet another question on notice to those 
two ministers, only for them to tell me that the minister who is responsible for answering these questions is the 
Attorney General. I went through a circus in which the Attorney General told me to talk to the Minister for Police 
and the Minister for Corrective Services, and I was then told by those ministers that I needed to go back to the 
Attorney General. I believe that ministers are given nine sitting days in which to respond to questions on notice. 
As members would know, we rarely have nine sitting days in one month. Therefore, after we go through this process 
and have the various breaks and the like—we certainly know that this government has had a lot of breaks—many 
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months might go by before we are provided with an answer. In the end, I asked the Attorney General for an answer. 
I must say that I have now been provided with that information by the Attorney General. I am grateful that that 
information has been provided in recent times. However, it should be totally unnecessary for any member to have 
to go through that tedious process. 

The CHAIR: The question is that the report be noted. Hon Nick Goiran. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Lastly, I note that during the committee’s annual report hearing on 14 November, I also 
asked questions of the Department of Communities. Those questions related to negative notices for the Department 
of Health. In other words, the Department of Health had employees who needed to have working with children checks, 
so negative notices were issued. I was cross-referencing the information between the two departments. I was told 
by Communities that three negative notices had been issued. However, the Department of Health indicated that 
zero notices had been received. To cut a long story short, I again had to go through a circus in which the 
Department of Health said it had received zero negative notices, and the Department of Communities said it had 
sent the Department of Health three negative notices. The circus got even more spectacular when the final response 
from the government was to say that both answers were correct. It would have been good if the government had 
said, “Thank you for drawing this to our attention. Clearly, there is a problem. The Department of Communities 
says that it has issued three negative notices to Health, and Health says that it has received zero negative notices. 
We, the government across-the-board, will fix this problem.” That would have been the appropriate response. 
Instead, the government dug in and had the gall to suggest that both answers were correct and that somehow three 
equals zero. That is where things were left last time. Again, it would be refreshing if the minister were to come 
into this place and say, “We have taken on board those comments. We have now improved our systems, and we 
are pleased to report that the Department of Communities and the Department of Health are now singing from the 
same song sheet.” That would be good, but we do not have that. Instead, we have, again, unfortunately, an arrogant 
government that does not want to consider committee reports or recommendations or criticisms that are raised. 
The government just wants to ignore these issues and gets frustrated and exasperated on Wednesday afternoons 
when they are brought to its attention yet again. 

Consideration Postponed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: For reasons similar to those I expressed earlier, I move — 

That consideration of the seventy-seventh report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial 
Operations be postponed to the next sitting of the Council. 

I request consideration of the report be postponed so that we might get a response from government on these issues. 
Specifically, I seek confirmation, firstly, that we no longer have a situation in which perpetrators of child sexual abuse 
are still attending school with their victim. I seek confirmation of that. I do not think it is too much to ask the 
government of the day to tell the Legislative Council whether perpetrators of child sexual abuse continue to attend 
school with their victim. Secondly, does the government finally have clarity on how many victims were identified 
by Operation Fledermaus? Thirdly, has the government now rectified the communication issues between the 
Departments of Communities and Health that led to the circus in which one department said that it had sent 
three negative notices and the other said that it had received none? Those are the three issues that I think the 
government should respond to, and for those reasons, Mr Chairman, I seek the deferral of consideration of this 
committee report. 
Question put and passed. 
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