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FOSTER CARE — ABUSE ALLEGATIONS 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [9.51 pm]: I rise briefly to ask what on earth is going on in question 
time. Earlier today, in question time, which should be a serious process of the house, and one of the most important 
times for the opposition and members in general to keep the government accountable, I followed up on the high 
farce that took place last Thursday. Members may recall that on Thursday last week, 13 September, I asked about 
a review by the Department of Communities into a male foster carer in Newman who has been the subject of 
a restraining order. Very briefly, the circumstances are very simple. There is a male foster carer in Newman who 
is subject to a restraining order. A 13-year-old girl has made allegations against this foster carer in the national 
newspaper The Australian. The department was sufficiently concerned to move this 13-year-old girl to another 
foster care location and commence a review. The review commenced on 13 June 2018, and last week, when I asked 
some questions, the government indicated that an extension had been granted. Normally, these reviews are 
supposed to be done within 30 days, but the department said it would provide an extension in this case, until 
30 September—three and a half months. It was to take 30 days, but now it will take three and a half months. 

On Thursday last week I asked a question on this matter. In fact, I gave some notice of the question on Wednesday, 
but actually asked it verbally on Thursday. The answer came back that it was not possible to provide the requested 
information in the time allotted. What information was I asking for? I was asking how many extensions had been 
agreed to in this case. Remember, it is one case. I am not asking for a multitude of cases. It is one high-profile 
case, featured on the front page of The Australian, and subject to constant questions by the shadow Minister for 
Child Protection. It is only reasonable to assume that somebody in the government knows something about this 
matter and most probably has a hard-copy file labelled, “Red alert—you’ll be asked constant questions about this 
particular case”. I asked one simple question about how many extensions had been granted in this case. All that 
was required was for someone from the minister’s office to ring the district director, who is the only person who 
can grant these extensions, and my question could have been answered. But no, the government says it is not 
possible to provide the information requested. 

Today, I followed up and asked if this district director was on leave last week. Maybe that was the explanation of 
why it was not possible to provide the information. The answer came back today. No, the district director was 
around—very interesting. One of my other questions today was whether anyone in the minister’s office attempted 
to call the district director on those days to get an answer to the question. Guess what the answer is—no. I blame 
myself for forgetting to ask today whether all the phones were working in the minister’s office last Thursday. 
I forgot to ask that, and I blame myself entirely. I cannot hold the government to account for not providing an 
answer to a question that I did not ask. Perhaps I will ask that tomorrow. 

This farcical situation is made worse by the fact that the elaborate explanation provided by the government in 
question time today did not stop at no. Remember my question is: did anyone in the minister’s office attempt to 
call the district director on those days to get an answer to the question? The answer was no, but there is a little bit 
of elaboration, which is very unlike this government. The answer I was handed read — 

No. The Department of Communities was in contact with the district director to answer question without 
notice 826, — 

Bear in mind that we are not even up to question without notice 826 yet, in the sequence, but nevertheless—why 
would we worry about accuracy when responding to the Parliament of Western Australia — 

provided today, as per the communications agreement between the Department of Communities and the 
ministerial office. 

Who cares about all of that? I then asked — 

Will the minister undertake to provide this information to the Legislative Council forthwith without any 
further delay? 

Answer—not applicable. What did she mean, not applicable? Will the minister provide an answer or not? That is why 
I was not able to contain myself earlier during question time, Madam President, and sometimes you might get a little 
frustrated with me when you are trying to move to Hon Jacqui Boydell, because I get this farcical answer—not 
applicable—when I ask whether the minister will undertake to provide this information—yes or no? Not applicable.  

To make matters worse, at the end of question time the Leader of the House jumps up, and in some kind of special 
process of hocus-pocus that happens at the end of question time, says that she has some extra information to 
provide to the honourable member. Lo and behold, what did she table and have incorporated into Hansard but an 
answer from last week. It is completely different. Remember, last week we were told it is not possible to provide 
the information in the time allocated. Now, suddenly, there is an answer. It is curious that this was not able to be 
provided on Thursday of last week, but let us just dismiss that. Let us not worry about that; that is ancient history; 
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that was last week. How can there be any semblance of professionalism in this place when I ask a question of 
which some notice is given, and I get this rubbish about, sorry, not applicable, we get the wrong information, and 
so on and so forth, and then, within half an hour, suddenly a proper answer is provided? Who is running the show 
when it comes to these answers to questions without notice? 

Now we know the important thing, not the sideshow that this government creates. One extension was granted. 
When I last asked last week how many extensions had been agreed to in this case since the carer review 
commenced on 13 June 2018, the answer was one. I said last week that it had to be at least one; we knew that, but 
we did not know how many. There has been one, and it was provided on 11 July. Remember, this started on 
13 June, and was supposed to have been done within 30 days. This is an urgent case. A 13-year-old girl has to go 
to The Australian to disclose allegations about the foster carer. Then the government decides that it is going to do 
an inquiry into this foster carer. Its own policies and procedures that were tabled in the house last week stated that 
this was supposed to be done within 30 days, but an extension was granted. I do not know how much more of an 
emergency a situation there could be than that, but apparently it is okay to give an extension.  
Let us give the government the benefit of the doubt about that. The opposition asked some questions—sorry, not 
applicable; impossible to provide an answer within the time because, who knows, maybe the phones are not 
working? Then we find out today that, on 11 July 2018, when the initial 30-day period was due to expire, the 
district director approved the suspension of the carer’s standard of care assessment to prioritise an investigation 
responding to new allegations received. The 13-year-old girl has had to go to the national newspaper to allege 
certain conduct against a person who now has a restraining order, but the department says that it has to put this 
whole thing on hold because there are new allegations in this matter. At which point in all of that should there 
possibly be someone in government who says that maybe it is not a good idea for this person to continue to have 
children in their care—children in the care of the state who have been given to this person? 
The inquiry was reactivated on 30 August. I will have to go back and check when I started asking more of these 
questions. It was probably about 30 August and someone probably said, “Holy cow, I better do something about 
this and start moving along.” An extension has been granted by the district director until 30 September, so we will 
have a disgusting situation in which this review, which was supposed to have been done within 30 days, will now 
take three and a half months. Meanwhile—there could well be a reasonable explanation for why this is 
happening—we have this obstruction that goes on all the time in this house in question time, that it is not possible 
to provide answers. Now these things are not applicable. “Will you undertake to provide this information to the 
Legislative Council forthwith without any further delay?” The answer should have been, “Yes, I will provide it in 
five minutes”, and that has not actually occurred. 
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