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DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT — EMMA WHITE 

Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.24 pm]: I rise to refer to question time answers that have been 
provided, in particular an answer that I was provided with earlier this afternoon. By way of context, yesterday 
I asked the Leader of the House question without notice 367 about the termination of Emma White as director 
general of the Department for Child Protection and Family Support. At the conclusion of the answer provided by 
the Leader of the House, the uncorrected proof of Hansard records me stating — 

I asked on what date the minister was informed in question (2). Do I have to ask the Public Sector 
Commission something it could not possibly know—only the minister could know? 

The Leader of the House kindly—this is a very important issue—said — 

On that, the honourable member is quite right and I will seek additional information for him. 

The Leader of the House this afternoon has fulfilled her undertaking and provided the additional information, but 
the problem is that when the Leader of the House sought to provide the information, she asked for leave that it be 
incorporated into Hansard. I thought at the time that this was rather odd because the answer that was to be provided 
yesterday was going to be very brief; why would she not just read out the answer rather than have it incorporated 
into Hansard? I now have the document in front of me and we have a different answer from that provided 
yesterday. The Leader of the House said that she would provide further information on part (2) of the question, 
and, indeed, she has done that. Yesterday, the response in the uncorrected Hansard was — 

The Public Sector Commission is best placed to provide answers to the other questions, as the 
Public Sector Commissioner is the employer. 

Now the answer reads — 

Friday the 19 May 2017. 

I am probably not going to have the time this afternoon to take up that particular issue, and we are actually better 
off by knowing that it is Friday, 19 May 2017, but this is the problem: yesterday, the answer provided by the 
Leader of the House to part (1) of the question was — 

Ms White resigned effective 3 July 2017. 

Miraculously today, the answer that has been provided and incorporated into Hansard simply states — 

3 July 2017. 

The question I asked was — 

On what date did Ms White’s tenure terminate? 

Yesterday, apparently it was a resignation effective of that date. Today there is no mention of a resignation at all. 
The problem I have is that this has just been incorporated into Hansard, so I will be watching very closely to see 
how this is actually recorded in Hansard because it is very important that both the answer that was given yesterday 
and the answer that has been provided today, which is different and has simply been incorporated, are reflected in 
the record, because a number of other questions will need to be pursued on this matter. It is unfortunate that the 
Leader of the House is away on urgent parliamentary business, but I think it is worth noting that if leave is sought 
to incorporate something into Hansard and it will mean a material alteration to something that was provided 
previously by way of an answer, members should be alerted to that fact and not have to go and find a needle in 
a haystack. I think that some brief explanation should be provided on why an answer would be materially different 
from an answer given the previous day. 

In one sense, I am somewhat reluctant to raise this important issue because the Leader of the House is ordinarily 
very good on these issues and conscientious to make sure that proper answers are provided to this house, as was 
demonstrated yesterday by her willingness to go back to the minister representing. I am also somewhat sympathetic 
to the cause of the Leader of the House, because she is not the minister in question; she is simply representing the 
Minister for Child Protection. So we might pursue this again, I suspect, tomorrow and on a future occasion. 
However, I do hope that perhaps the Leader of the House’s deputy will draw this to her attention. 
 


	DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT — EMMA WHITE
	Statement


