
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 22 June 2016] 

 p3831b-3833a 
Hon Ken Travers; Hon Peter Collier 

Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Sixty-third Report — 
“Budget Estimates Hearings 2015–16” 

Resumed from 19 May 2016. 
Motion 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I move — 
That the report be noted. 

The report deals with the schedule of the hearings. I said it at our very last hearing on the Friday of the estimates 
hearings, but I would like to formally put on the record of the house—I think I do it on behalf of all the 
committee members—my thanks to all the committee staff for the work they have done. A lot of work goes into 
those hearings. The staff are in here earlier than we are as members and they go home well after the time we are 
here. It is not only the normal committee staff who did a fantastic job, but also the other staff in the committee 
office. I thank the staff of the Parliament, both in this chamber and Hansard in particular, for the work that they 
did, and the audiovisual team that has to move cameras fairly quickly with members sitting in places they do not 
normally sit and different people coming in for each session. It is amazing how quickly they respond to that. 
I also thank the catering staff and all the other staff who made a fantastic contribution to making the event run so 
smoothly. I certainly want to thank my other committee members. It is often a thankless task. They have to sit in 
here and make up the quorum. I have done that on both sides; I have been a government member sitting there to 
make up the quorum to allow opposition members to ask questions. In fact, on one celebrated occasion, a couple 
of opposition members chose to go and sit in the bar rather than come in to help make up a quorum. This goes 
back to when I was a government member. The leadership of the opposition were very quick to get those 
members out of the bar and point out that they needed to come in on occasion so that some of us could duck out 
to the toilet and things. It is often a thankless task, but I appreciate the spirit of my fellow committee members. 
I think I have remembered to thank everybody. 
As a Chair, there will always be arguments about whether people get the right amount of time. I got complaints 
from both sides of the house, so I suggest that I was getting it pretty close to right. I have always accepted that 
there will be questions from government members but I will make one comment though. I will use 
Hon Nick Goiran as an example; clearly, he asked questions that were appropriate for an estimates hearing and 
they were questions that he wanted to put to the executive. They were not necessarily questions that I particularly 
liked nor did I particularly like where he wanted to go with those questions, but I recognise that he had a right to 
ask those questions. Other members also asked questions. I think that if we are to be serious about this process, 
from some members of the government side—when we go back into government, we will need to make sure that 
we take this advice ourselves—there is a creeping tendency to ask just general questions to allow ministers to 
give rambling answers that are not really in the spirit of estimates. It is not at a point that we need to do anything 
particularly; I just ask members to think about some of the questions that were asked and whether, particularly 
for government members, that information could be achieved by a phone call, letter or email to the minister’s 
office. 
The other thing we will need to look at as a committee is whether we will allow rambling answers that simply 
reiterate what is already contained within the budget papers because, again, that diminishes the time available for 
questions. We have tried to shorten the time available to make sure there is time for the legitimate purposes of 
members of this Parliament holding the executive to account, not to have a general discussion. However, it was 
interesting that some of the questions from government members led to the exposure of the outrageous and 
bizarre situation of having a trial of point-to-point cameras in which people would not actually be fined. So 
sometimes questions from government members can backfire! That is another good reason members might want 
to think about some of the questions that they ask from time to time. I say that in the spirit of trying to provide 
some feedback. As I said, I do not think it is outrageous at this point, but I ask members to think about that issue. 
However, I think the estimates hearings were generally held in a very good spirit. Again, I formally place on the 
record my thanks to all the staff in the chamber, the committee office, Hansard, the audiovisual people and the 
rest of the staff at Parliament House for the fantastic work they did to make sure that the estimates hearings ran 
smoothly. I should also thank the ministers and their ministerial staff who attended as well because I know it is 
often gruelling and a lot of preparation is required. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I would like to endorse Hon Ken Travers’ comments about the role of estimates 
hearings. They play a vital role in the scrutiny of government and the executive to ensure as much transparency 
as possible. I am mindful of the very long hours that committee members spent in this chamber over the last 
week. I thank Hon Ken Travers very much as the chairman and all members of the estimates committee. In 
addition, with that comes the significantly long hours that parliamentary and committee staff worked. I thank 
them for the work they did. Also, I thank all members of this chamber, whether ministers who were under 
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scrutiny in some instances for up to six hours in a day, parliamentary secretaries and all members who 
contributed through their questions. 
Hon Ken Travers: I think Hon Donna Faragher wins the award for the minister who was in here the longest. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I am aware of that. That is probably why she is away today. 
Hon Ken Travers: You got it easy this year. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I did get off easy this year; I do not know why. 
I find the estimates hearings very fruitful; I certainly did in opposition and I do as minister. I do not feel remotely 
threatened by it. I think it is a good opportunity to get on the record issues that may exist. I take on board 
Hon Ken Travers’ comments about the so-called dorothy dixers. That tends to be more the order of the day in the 
other place where the standards are a little lower. Here in the Legislative Council, I like to think that we do not 
have any formal process for dorothy dixers. 
Hon Ken Travers: I do not think we do anymore. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: We certainly do not. I have just spoken to the Attorney General and he does not. 
I know Hon Donna Faragher does not, and none of our parliamentary secretaries do either. 

Hon Ken Travers: I was careful how I chose my words. I don’t think there are any dorothy dixers. I might say 
that Hon Kim Chance used to say that he loved estimates because he often learned things about his department 
that he did not know. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: That is right. With that in mind, I would like to thank the departments. The estimates 
hearings give them the opportunity to provide information which in some instances would not be available. 
I think the week-long estimates hearing was carried out in good faith. It was very successful, productive and 
provided the degree of transparency that is essential in our democratic system of government and our 
parliamentary system of government. I thank very much everyone involved. I particularly thank the committee 
that provided the opportunity for all members last week. 
Question put and passed. 
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