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PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE 
A Review of the Government’s Response to the Recommendations Contained in the Procedure and Privileges 

Committee’s Report on the Operations of the Estimates Committees 2001 and a Review of the Operations of the 
Estimates Committees in 2002 

MRS D.J. GUISE (Wanneroo - Deputy Speaker) [10.07 am]:  I move -  

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed. 

With regard to part 1 of the report, the committee conducted a review of the Government’s responses to the 
recommendations contained in the Procedure and Privileges Committee’s report on the estimates committees’ 
operations in 2001.  In a nutshell, the committee agreed with most of the Government’s responses.  Many of the 
issues contained in the recommendations and responses will be included in a comprehensive estimates 
committee chairman’s guide.   

Recommendation 1 proposes the adoption of a sessional order for the next estimates committees as a trial 
examination of off-budget authorities.  Although the committee agreed that the estimates committees should 
examine a maximum of five off-budget authorities, it regards as impractical the Government’s proposal that not 
more than 15 to 30 minutes be allocated to any portfolio.  Following the survey of members by the Leader of the 
House, it is highly likely that some portfolios may have more than one off-budget authority that requires 
examination by the committees.  The committee agreed that a minimum of 15 to 30 minutes per portfolio would 
be insufficient time.  Therefore, it recommends that a minimum of 30 minutes be allocated to each authority 
listed in the estimates program so that their budgets and operation can be seriously examined.   

The committee also further considered the use of audio and teleconferencing for ministerial regional advisers.  It 
was agreed that despite some additional costs to agencies, and personal inconvenience to regional chief 
executive officers and advisers, it is desirable to have advisers appear before the committee.  Parliament’s 
examination of the State’s budget papers is one of its most important and fundamental functions.  The committee 
believes that ministerial advisers should continue to accompany their ministers when appearing before the 
estimates committees and meet face to face with members.  Accordingly, the committee reaffirms its previous 
recommendation - recommendation No 2 - that audio and teleconferencing be used only in exceptional 
circumstances. 

Part 2 of the report addresses issues raised by members in debate when the 2002 estimates committee reports 
were adopted.  Some issues were addressed in part 1 of the report.  However, the committee agreed to the 
inclusion of several matters in a comprehensive guide for estimate committee chairmen to which I referred 
earlier.  These include comfort breaks for ministers and advisers, the allocation of questions, the length and 
relevance of a minister’s responses to questions, and the rotation of questions among committee members.  The 
guide also includes other administrative matters relating to the operation of the estimates committees.  In 
conclusion, the two major issues are the off-budget authorities and audio and teleconferencing.  The committee’s 
views are contained in the report, which I present, and commend, to the House. 

[See paper No 933.] 
 


