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SAFE SCHOOLS PROGRAM 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [5.20 pm]: I wish to make a brief statement this evening 
following on from my remarks earlier today. I left off when I was bringing to the attention of the house the 
motion brought forward by Hon Sue Ellery, which reads as follows — 

That the house recognises that the report commissioned by the federal government into the Safe Schools 
resources, conducted by eminent Professor Bill Louden, found that the material provided encourages 
schools to develop their own plan for choosing among and implementing the resources in accordance 
with normal teacher professional judgement. 

Since this morning I have had the opportunity to be provided with the uncorrected Hansard of my remarks and 
I quote from them now. I can confirm that this is correct and I have not asked for it to be changed. I quote from 
the uncorrected Hansard — 

In fact, all that Hon Sue Ellery has done today is attempt to trick those of us who have not been reading 
the documentation and tell us that the findings of the review included that the material provided 
encourages schools to develop their own plan for choosing among and implementing the resources in 
accordance with normal teacher professional judgement. 

At that point the uncorrected Hansard indicates that Hon Sue Ellery said — 

That’s exactly what it does. It’s straight out of the review. 

To the best of my recollection, Hansard has correctly recorded the interjection of Hon Sue Ellery, but if she 
disagrees, no doubt she will inform all of us in due course. Why do any of us need to be concerned about that? 
Unfortunately, due to time having expired, I did not have an opportunity to explain my concern on which I am 
hoping between now and next sitting week Hon Sue Ellery may have an opportunity to reflect. If I am mistaken, 
I am sure that she will rise and correct the record; and, if otherwise, we will explore those measures at the 
appropriate time. 

The problem is that the motion moved by Hon Sue Ellery indicates that, in effect, a finding made in this review 
by eminent professor Bill Louden was—again, I repeat precisely the words in the motion — 

… that the material provided encourages schools to develop their own plan for choosing among and 
implementing the resources in accordance with normal teacher professional judgement. 

It is the final seven words in that motion on which I am seeking clarification from Hon Sue Ellery, because 
despite my efforts to read, re-read and search the review by Bill Louden dated 11 March 2015, no such finding 
exists. What exists is in the executive summary. I do not know whether the honourable member went past the 
executive summary but, be that as it may. In the first point, so it does not take too long to get to that point, the 
following comment is made — 

The material provided encourages schools to develop their own plan for choosing among and 
implementing the resources. 

It does not go on to state “in accordance with normal teacher professional judgement”; nor can that entire phrase 
or finding be found anywhere in the review. It is not for me to explain why Hon Sue Ellery chose to indicate to 
the house that that is what the finding states; that is her responsibility. I am concerned that at this stage we have 
been unintentionally misled by the honourable member. Had I had more time this morning, I would have 
expanded on that but I did not, so I am bringing that to the attention of the house now and, more importantly, to 
the attention of Hon Sue Ellery. 

It is particularly important because it is as plain as day that the finding by Bill Louden from 11 March 2015 
indicates what I said earlier about the executive summary; there is no question about that. However, I am unable 
to find where it was found in that review that that particular aspect of it is in accordance with normal teacher 
professional judgement. It is an incredibly important element to the whole debate. Throughout the report there is 
mention from time to time of certain resources that might require the need for teacher professional judgement. 
The report even highlights, as I recall, certain instances when some of the material might not be appropriate and 
therefore those things might be a matter for teacher professional judgement. But in no instance can I find any 
finding in the review that states that “the material provided encourages schools to develop their own plan for 
choosing among and implementing the resources in accordance with normal teacher professional judgement”. It 
does not exist. It has been made up. It is an invention by the Leader of the Opposition. 
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If I am wrong on that, the honourable member will draw to our attention precisely where it is in the review and, 
at some time when she does that, I undertake to apologise to the honourable member. If not, it is a matter for the 
member what she wants to do to correct the record and I would invite her to consider that over the coming days. 

Statement 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [5.27 pm]: It has been a long week, 
Mr President, and I am sorry to drag this out, but I need to put on the record a response to that statement. I have 
had a good day today. I know that people on the other side have not had a good day today, because there has 
been a Newspoll, there is a very sad Premier walking around the place, and there are at least four, if not five, 
people thinking, “Have I got the numbers? Have I not got the numbers? Has X got the numbers? Has Y got the 
numbers?” I know that members opposite are not happy, but I genuinely expected better from Hon Nick Goiran. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! I can hardly hear the Leader of the Opposition for other chatter around the 
chamber. I want to hear the one member on her feet at this time. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I genuinely expected better from Hon Nick Goiran and I had anticipated that he might 
make a contribution to the motion this morning, but I had anticipated—now clearly wrongly—that it would be 
about the substantial reasons that he might feel differently from me about the subject matter. I did not anticipate 
that we would get into a conversation about me allegedly doing a very serious thing, which is misleading the 
house, because he has chosen to read the words that I used in the motion as meaning one particular thing. I will 
table the executive summary of the report so that anyone who wants to draw their own conclusion can do so. 
Paragraph 1 of the executive summary of the report states — 

Five hundred and fifteen schools have become members of the Safe Schools Coalition Australia … 
Membership does not imply an obligation to use SSCA resources. The material provided encourages 
schools to develop their own plan for choosing among and implementing the resources. 

Those are the bits of the words that I used in the first part of my motion. Throughout the document there is also 
reference to teachers using—I think the report uses the word “usual”, but I used the word “normal”—teacher’s 
professional judgement. I just had a quick look through the report. It is at least on pages 11 and 15 and I know it 
is spread elsewhere throughout the document. Although Hon Nick Goiran does not have to agree with my 
motion that the house recognises X, if he thinks that that is not what the report says, he should stand and speak 
and that should be the essence of his argument. But it is drawing a very long bow to say that Bill Louden’s 
report, what I have said, and the words of my motion, are misleading Parliament. I did not mislead Parliament, 
I have not misled Parliament and I hope that the member’s time over the next couple of weeks gets a bit better 
than it was today, as does his effort at refuting the things that were really the substance of what my motion was 
about, which was whether or not Safe Schools is the right sort of program for us to enable schools to choose 
from. I hope the member’s days get better and we can have a real argument about those things and not this silly 
little effort that we just had today. I seek leave to table the document. 

Leave granted. [See paper 4094.]  

House adjourned at 5.31 pm 

__________ 
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