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NATIONAL REDRESS SCHEME FOR INSTITUTIONAL CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE 
(COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL 2018 

Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [6.33 pm]: I rise to address the unprovoked, inaccurate and entirely 
unnecessary remarks by the Attorney General of Western Australia yesterday. It has been brought to my attention 
that the Attorney General thought it would be appropriate, necessary and wise to have one of his colleagues dish 
up a question during question time—for members’ reference it is question without notice 834—which I will read 
from the Hansard uncorrected proof from the other place — 

I refer to the National Redress Scheme legislation that passed this house in early September, but is still 
currently before the Legislative Council. 

(1) Can the Attorney General outline to the house why it is so important for survivors of institutional 
child sexual abuse that this legislation is passed as soon as possible? 

Point of Order 

Hon PIERRE YANG: Madam President, I seek your guidance in relation to standing order 42, “Allusion to 
Debate in the Assembly”. 

The PRESIDENT: Hon Pierre Yang, he is not referring to the debate; he is referring to a question that was asked 
yesterday. The member has referenced the uncorrected Hansard. It was not actually a debate, so there is no point 
of order. 

Hon PIERRE YANG: Thank you, Madam President. 

Statement Resumed 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Part (2) of the answer dished up yesterday reads — 

Can the Attorney General advise the house what it would mean for those survivors if that legislation is 
not passed before the end of the year? 

On the face of it, Madam President, that is quite a reasonable question. It is a really, really important issue, 
particularly to survivors of child sexual abuse. But then the Attorney General decided to launch into an attack on 
me. In his answer, he explained to the other place—again, I read from the uncorrected proof—quite rightly, I might 
add, that it is important that the legislation passes before the end of the year. That is a point with which I entirely 
concur. The Attorney General said — 

This is absolutely crucial for survivors of institutional child sexual abuse because other non-government 
organisations in Western Australia cannot join the scheme until Western Australia joins the scheme. 

That is true. He goes on to say — 

People are getting older. People out there are in the last stages of their life. People are suffering from 
mental illness. 

That is all true, but then he goes on to say — 

They cannot lodge their application until Western Australia joins the scheme. 

That is false. Members opposite might want to draw to the Attorney General’s attention the response from their 
own leader, the Premier, to a question without notice I asked his representative, the Leader of the House, in this 
place on 28 June this year. I asked — 

Is the Premier aware that no applications relating to the state government or WA non-government 
institutions can be assessed until legislation has been introduced and passed through both houses of 
Parliament? 

The Premier replied — 

Yes. However, as is outlined in the media statement referred to, applications can be received. 

Someone in government is misleading the Parliament; it is either the Premier who says that applications can be 
received or it is the Attorney General who says they cannot be lodged at this time. Be that as it may, 
Madam President, yesterday the Attorney General went on to say — 

This is not something on which we can bargain with the commonwealth and change the rules of the 
scheme. This is a simple question for the Liberal opposition: do we go into the scheme or not? 
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If that were true, it would be as simple as the Attorney General makes it sound. But he knows full well—
something he does not tell the members of the other place; no doubt he has not told his colleagues and certainly 
he has not told the public—that part 4 of the bill, which he introduced, deals with the very important issue of 
the intersection between the national scheme and the Western Australian criminal injuries compensation 
scheme. It is not as simple as saying, “Do we join up to the national scheme or not?” If it were as easy as that, 
there would be nothing for me to look into. But I am looking at this matter carefully to make sure that we do 
not have a repeat of what happened last time the state Attorney General opened his mouth in the other place and 
criticised members of this place, saying that we were holding up legislation and somehow we were in cahoots 
with sex abusers and the like. I might add that he also said that under no circumstances would his government 
accept any amendments to that legislation, only to find, which I had to draw to his attention, that there was 
a fundamental flaw in that legislation that would lift the limitation period for child sex abusers. If it had been 
unaddressed, it would have had the perverse outcome of money being clawed back from the very people we are 
trying to help. To his credit, the state Attorney General recognised the fault in that legislation, and an 
amendment was made. I am trying to ensure that that is not repeated. 

Yesterday, the Attorney General went on to say—I quote from the uncorrected proof of Hansard — 

Might I remind Hon Nick Goiran that these rules were published by the commonwealth on 29 June. 

As though I did not already know that! I was the person who had asked the question of his leader, the Premier, on 
28 June, the day before. He went on to say — 

By the time the matter comes back to the Legislative Council, Hon Nick Goiran will have had five months 
to consider the commonwealth scheme. It is not a scheme that he can change. 

That bill is now before the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review. It is before that 
committee not because of me, but because of the standing orders of this place. The reporting date for that 
committee has been extended because of a motion moved by the Attorney General’s representative in this place, 
the Leader of the House. That was not moved by me. I am not even on the committee. I would like to see the 
report that comes out of that committee, which is doing work that is so important that the Attorney General’s 
representative in this house has said we need to extend the time for the committee to look at this issue. However, 
irrespective of what comes out of that committee, I remain concerned that the Attorney General is trying to say 
to victims of sexual abuse, “If you go to the national scheme and get one dollar of compensation from that 
scheme, you will not be able to make a criminal injuries compensation claim in Western Australia.” That is 
what the Attorney General’s legislation says at the moment. I am very concerned about that. Does that mean 
that I do not support the national scheme? Of course not. No member of the Western Australian Parliament 
would be more supportive of us signing up to the national scheme than me. There may be members who are 
equally as supportive as me, but there would be no member more supportive than me. Therefore, for the 
Attorney General to launch an entirely unprovoked, inaccurate and completely unnecessary attack on me 
yesterday in the Legislative Assembly, through a dorothy dix question that he was asked—question without 
notice 834—is absolutely beyond me. I hope someone will get the message through to the Attorney General, 
and his staff, who have been asking me to attend a briefing. Rest assured, members, I do not need  
a briefing. I have been to a briefing. I understand the legislation. I understand the flaws that are in the legislation 
at the moment. I indicate to the house that I have today written to parliamentary counsel asking for an 
amendment to be drafted to the bill. Until such time as that amendment has been drafted, I am not in a position 
to meet with the Attorney General, because we need to look at that amendment so that we can have 
a constructive dialogue. I had hoped that in the debate on this bill, we would have taken the same constructive 
and bipartisan approach that we took when we debated the bill before the house to lift the limitation period. 
That was good work that was done by all members at that time. That is the approach I would have preferred to 
be taken on this occasion. However, the state Attorney General, for reasons known only to him—I do not know 
why—decided to make this an entirely partisan matter and to launch this unprovoked, inaccurate and 
unnecessary attack yesterday. 

Suffice to say, that makes me all the more inspired to ensure that this legislation is perfect when it passes the 
Legislative Council. I do so for the benefit of the victims of child sexual abuse, who have had to put up with this 
for decades and decades. The last thing they need is for our state Attorney General to tell them that if they get 
one dollar of compensation from the national scheme, they will get nothing from him. Some of those victims are 
entitled to up to $150 000 from the Western Australian scheme. However, the Attorney General has a piece of 
legislation that will ensure that if they get one dollar out of the national scheme, they will get zero under the state 
scheme, under the pretence that somehow the two schemes are the same. The two schemes are not the same. Under 
the Western Australian criminal injuries compensation scheme, people can claim for a range of things that people 
cannot claim at the national redress level, such as the cost of medical reports and the like. There is also no limitation 
on the amount of future medical treatment for which people can claim. 
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I will be looking at this very carefully. I would ask the state Attorney General to desist from these unprovoked, 
inaccurate and unnecessary attacks and revert to a more constructive and bipartisan approach on this important 
matter. 
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