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DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY SUPPORT — EMMA WHITE 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [6.38 pm]: I rise to draw members’ attention to the non-compliance 
of the Leader of the House to an undertaking that she provided. For the benefit of members and yourself, 
Madam President, I draw members’ attention to the events that took place on 15 August this year. On 15 August 
I asked the Leader of the House, in her capacity as the minister representing the Minister for Child Protection, 
a number of questions regarding the termination of Emma White as director general. The minister provided an 
answer on that day during question time. It is the first five parts of the seven-part question that I draw to members’ 
attention. The Leader of the House indicated that Ms White resigned effective 3 July 2017. I asked the following — 

(2) On what date was the minister informed of Ms White’s termination? 
(3) What reasons were provided to the minister for the termination? 
(4) Further to (3), who provided those reasons to the minister and on what date were those reasons 

provided to the minister? 
The Leader of the House informed this house that the Public Sector Commission was best placed to provide 
answers to these questions as the PSC was the employer. Part 5 of the question was — 

(5) On what dates did the minister meet in person with Ms White between 17 March 2017 and 
29 June 2017? 

The Leader of the House provided a series of dates in response. Madam President, on that same day, the 
Leader of the House took an interjection from me that is recorded in Hansard. I said — 

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

That was on 15 August. The next day, the Leader of the House very shiftily provided an answer at the end of 
question time. She said — 

I would like to provide Hon Nick Goiran an updated answer to his question without notice 367 asked 
yesterday, which I seek leave to have incorporated into Hansard. 

We all gave the Leader of the House leave for that incorporation. I did not know what she was going to read into 
the house. Very shiftily, I later read that what had been incorporated into Hansard was different from the response 
given the previous day. Suddenly and miraculously the answer to part (1) asked the previous day changed. 
Previously, the answer was — 

Ms White resigned effective 3 July 2017. 
The next day, there is no mention of that, the answer is just “3 July 2017”. What is worse, in response to part (2) 
of the question, a date is suddenly provided. The question was — 

On what date was the minister informed of Ms White’s termination? 
The incorporation into Hansard states that that was on 19 May 2017—we are making progress! There was no 
change to the answers to (3) or (4), which asked for the reasons provided to the minister for the termination. We 
received a pathetic response from Leader of the House stating — 

(3)–(4) The Public Sector Commission (PSC) is best placed to provide answers to the other questions, 
as PSC is the employer. 

How could the Public Sector Commission provide an answer to that question? The questions were — 

(3) What reasons were provided to the minister for the termination? 

(4) Further to (3), who provided those reasons to the minister and on what date were those reasons 
provided to the minister? 

We still had a pathetic response from the Leader of the House. Then worse, very shiftily, the answer to (5) was 
inexplicably changed. The minister suddenly states that she met with the department director general on a weekly 
basis and sets out a series of dates that are not even on a weekly basis. Of course, this is not the first time I have 
raised this problem. Indeed, on the next day, Thursday, 17 August, during question time, I asked who was at this 
meeting on 19 May. The Leader of the House told us that it was the Minister for Child Protection and 
Ms Emma White, reconfirming that there were only two people in the room at the time—Hon Simone McGurk 
and Ms Emma White. Yet I am still given the same answer, which is — 
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(4) The Public Sector Commission is best placed to provide the answer as the Public Sector 
Commission is the employer. 

On that day I complained during member’s statements. Towards the end of my member’s statement on Thursday, 
17 August 2017, Hon Sue Ellery said — 

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. 

That was on 17 August 2017. Fast-forward a week later to 24 August when I raised this issue again and the 
Leader of the House said that she would take it up. Another two full parliamentary sitting days have transpired 
since the last interaction on this question, and the Leader of the House has never once informed the house when 
she will correct the record. At the moment, the record is wrong. The Leader of the House is responsible for the 
answers she provides to the house as per Madam President’s recent ruling and guidance to all ministers. At the 
moment, the Leader of the House is responsible for an answer that falsely states — 

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

That is a false answer, Madam President, because there were only two people in the room: Hon Simone McGurk 
and Ms Emma White. Question (4) asked what reasons were communicated to the minister on 19 May for the 
termination of Ms White’s tenure. It is false to tell the house that the Public Sector Commissioner is best placed 
to provide an answer to a question when the Public Sector Commissioner or anybody from the commission was 
not present in the room; there were only two people in the room and only two people can provide the answer. 
I cannot ask Ms Emma White a parliamentary question about the reason she communicated to the minister for her 
termination, but I can ask the minister; after all, I am the shadow Minister for Child Protection and it is appropriate 
for me to ask the Minister for Child Protection questions. Her representative in this house is the 
Leader of the House who inexplicably since 15 August has not provided an explanation to the house of her 
repeated false answers to the house. 
Madam President, as you can probably imagine, I am fed up with this. I have asked this before: I hope that the 
Deputy Leader of Government in the Legislative Council—given the Leader of the House is away on urgent 
parliamentary business—will bring this to the urgent attention of the Leader of the House, not in the fullness of 
time, but urgently. I remind members of standing order 93(2), which states — 

A Member may at any time raise a Matter of Privilege, which shall, until disposed of, suspend 
consideration of any other business before the Council. 

At the moment I am not invoking that standing order, because I am asking for some goodwill from members 
opposite to ensure that they fix this problem that the Leader of the House knows about as per her previous 
interjections. I draw to members’ attention that the standing order states that if a matter of privilege is raised, it 
will take precedence before any other business before the Council. I am sure that the government does not want 
me to raise this issue at two o’clock tomorrow afternoon, because understandably the government has other 
business that we are all aware needs to be dealt with then. I ask the deputy leader to speak to the 
Leader of the House and sort out this nonsense tomorrow before two o’clock—we have plenty of time. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I appreciate that. 
The PRESIDENT: There is one person on his feet and time is limited. If members want to say something else, 
they can seek the call when he finishes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: I note that the deputy leader is here, and I expect and understand that he will take this up 
with the Leader of the House as a matter of urgency. I do not want any flippant responses. There was a little jest 
between me and the Leader of the House earlier during question time when I said that there had been a bit of 
favouritism provided to Hon Colin Tincknell who was going to be provided with a response to a question in quick 
time. At the time that was in jest, but this is no longer in jest. False answers are on the parliamentary record and 
the Leader of the House knows they are false. It needs to be sorted out tomorrow well before two o’clock. 
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