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DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT— EMMA WHITE 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]: Question time is one of the most important mechanisms 
by which an opposition holds a government to account. Sadly, as a result of events in recent times, question time 
in this place is fast becoming a farce. On Tuesday, I asked the Minister for Child Protection through her 
representative, the Leader of the House, a question regarding the termination of Emma White as director general. 
The answer that was provided was clearly a problem and the Leader of the House kindly undertook to seek 
additional information. Yesterday, I raised this. Unfortunately, the Leader of the House needed to go away on 
urgent parliamentary business. Her deputy indicated that he would draw this to her attention. I had hoped that there 
would be some further correction today. That has not happened. Indeed, the further question I asked in question 
time today makes things worse. By way of explanation, it was clear yesterday that there was a change in the answer 
that had been provided on Tuesday. On Tuesday, the house was told that Ms White resigned, effective 3 July 2017. 
Yesterday, the supplementary information miraculously saw the information about Ms White resigning 
disappearing without any explanation whatsoever. The house is no longer clear as to whether Ms White resigned 
or was booted out of her position as the director general. It is not the opposition, or my question, that has caused 
this confusion. The minister has caused this confusion by her lack of clarity in her answer and her failure to provide 
any explanation about why the answer would now be different. We now know from some supplementary 
information that was provided by the Leader of the House yesterday that a meeting took place between the 
Minister for Child Protection and Ms White on 19 May. Today, I asked questions about that meeting on 19 May. 
The answer that we were given by the minister was not inaccurate. However, the answer is, again, for the second 
time, very shifty. The answer was as follows — 

The Public Sector Commission is best placed to provide the answer as the Public Sector Commission is 
the employer. 

The question that I asked was as follows — 

… what reasons were communicated to the minister on 19 May for the termination of Ms White’s tenure? 

The question asks what information was communicated to the minister. Earlier today, the Leader of the House 
informed us that only two people were at that meeting, the minister and Ms Emma White, yet I have been asked 
to ask the Public Sector Commission to provide an answer to the question. The Public Sector Commission cannot 
possibly provide an answer to a question when it was not even at the meeting. The answer is not inaccurate, but it 
is shifty in the extreme. For three days in a row, I have been provided with this nonsense. 

What makes it worse is that today, I pointed out to the minister that the information provided on 15 August was 
false. No explanation has been given by the minister about why that was the case. We have simply been given 
a trite response that the dates on which the minister met with Ms White were provided on 15 August. Yes, that is 
true. That is not inaccurate. However, in an answer that we were given earlier this week, the minister said that she 
met with the department director general on a weekly basis. That is categorically false. That information has been 
provided twice to this house—namely, on Tuesday and Wednesday of this week. 
In the time remaining to me, I want to indicate that this is not the first time this has happened during this term of 
government. On 8 August, I wrote to the Minister for Health to drew to his attention that he had also provided 
a false answer to this house. I state in my letter — 

I write regarding an answer to a Question on Notice I received which is inaccurate. 

On Thursday, 11 May 2017 I asked a question which included the following: 

5. (2) I refer to the cases of babies who show sign of life after an abortion procedure, and 
I ask: 

(c) how many of these cases were induced at 23 weeks gestation or later? 

I go on to state in my letter that the answer that came back was that the data was not available. My letter states 
also — 

I am aware that this information is available. Could you advise if a corrected answer will be tabled next 
week when the Legislative Council resumes sitting? 

I have waited all week. There has been no response to my letter, and neither has any information been provided to 
this house. It remains the case that the answer provided by the Minister for Health through his parliamentary 
secretary on the record in this place is false. It is absolutely inaccurate to say that the data is not available. The 
data is available. Some smart alec in the Department of Health has obviously drafted this answer for the 
Minister for Health, the minister has signed it, he has given it to his parliamentary secretary, and the parliamentary 
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secretary has read it in. The fault is not with the parliamentary secretary. How on earth could she know whether 
the data is available? The department said to her that the data is not available, and she read it in. I would do the 
same thing. We know that the answer is not correct. I have written to the Minister for Health to draw his attention 
to the fact that the answer is inaccurate. The smart alec in the Department of Health needs to be spoken to and 
a correction needs to be provided. 
Members who were in this chamber in the last Parliament will know that it is very important that the answers that 
are provided in this place are accurate. We do not want any shifty business going on in ministerial offices and 
departments. Members in this place, and ministers and parliamentary secretaries, rely on the information that they 
are provided with. Therefore, the information that is provided in this place needs to be accurate. I hope that 
next week the Minister for Health will provide the house with a correct answer to my question on notice from 
11 May 2017 and, as I indicated yesterday, I was somewhat reluctant to raise the matter about the 
Leader of the House’s supplementary information because—I will state it again—she is ordinarily very good. 
Hon Sue Ellery: By interjection, I will take up the issues you raised. I did not catch up on what you said yesterday. 
I’m sorry about that, but I will. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: I appreciate that and, for the record, once again I state that the Leader of the House is 
ordinarily very good at being conscientious on these matters. The fault does not lie with the Leader of the House 
or the parliamentary secretary. The fault lies with the Minister for Child Protection, who has been giving nonsense 
answers all week, and the fault also lies with somebody in the Department of Health who has been serving up 
rubbish to the Minister for Health. 
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