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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS 

Statement 

HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [6.21 pm]: I rise tonight to make a few comments following 
a member’s statement I made on 28 June, on our last sitting day prior to the commencement of the winter recess, 
in which I canvassed two issues. One was the matter of question on notice 1120, which was a matter that I raised 
in relation to whether the question and answer provided by the Minister for Education and Training was correct. 
On 28 June I articulated the detail of my concern. I do not want to go over that in its entirety, but I point out that 
I received from the minister an answer to question on notice 1120 that I do not believe was correct. In fact, on 
14 June, I asked question on notice 1416, seeking the minister’s advice on whether the answer was correct before 
making the member’s statement on 28 June, two weeks to the day after submitting that question on notice, raising 
the issue further. I would have thought that lodging a question on 14 June, two weeks prior to my making 
a member’s statement in this place on 28 June, would have rung some alarm bells in the minister’s office that there 
may be an issue with the answer she provided to the house. If the question on notice that I lodged had not rung 
some alarm bells, then certainly the member’s statement should have done, which the minister did indeed sit 
through and was in the house for and responded to. In that response the minister acknowledged my ability to use 
parliamentary processes to extract the answers I sought, but she also invited me to get a quicker response by 
contacting her or her office directly. That was on 28 June. 

We are now a fair way down the track, almost two months on, and I am still no clearer about whether the answer 
I was provided is indeed correct or is incorrect, as I suspect it is. I think that this situation is completely 
unacceptable, given that this is now the third occasion on which I have raised this matter—twice in members’ 
statements and once through a question on notice following the answer to my first question. I am still none the 
wiser about whether this answer is indeed correct. I would have thought that the minister has had sufficient time 
over the winter recess for her office to consider the accuracy of that answer. As far as I can tell from reviewing the 
Hansard yesterday and observing the operations of the house today, no such explanation has been made. Maybe 
the explanation is that the answer was correct. Given that in my original question I asked about education cuts and 
I got directed to an answer about psychiatric services at Joondalup Health Campus, I am pretty sure the answer 
was incorrect. 

I am not sure what more I can do to have the minister provide a correct answer to the house. All I can conclude is 
that there continues to be a potential oversight by this minister or her office in providing a correction to the house 
on this matter. I hope that, third time lucky, we may actually get either a response from the minister that confirms 
the accuracy of her answer or, indeed, a correction and apology to this house in providing the correct answer. 
I now move on to the other issue I raised on 28 June, which was the noncompliance of the Minister for 
Regional Development with section 82 of the Financial Management Act. On 28 June, I noted that it had been well 
over a year since the government had been sworn in and the minister had been sworn in as a minister, and that 
within that time she had not given a section 82 notice to the Auditor General. Interestingly, since that member 
statement on 28 June, the minister has tabled two section 82 notices: one with respect to her refusal to provide 
answers to me and the other with respect to my colleague Hon Colin de Grussa. 

The continuing problem is that a section 82 notice has not been lodged for a question that I sought the answer to 
in the 2017–18 Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations budget hearings. It was interesting to 
note the minister’s explanation today when she delivered a personal explanation following question time. I have 
reviewed the uncorrected Hansard, which says — 

As I have explained to the member on several occasions … 

The first thing I would like to point out is that I am a little concerned about that statement. Perhaps I have missed 
the “several occasions”. I apologise if I have missed those several occasions on which she has informed me, but 
as far as I am aware I have not been informed on any occasion. She then went on to say — 

and have explained to the parliamentary committee, we acted on the advice of the Deputy Clerk of the 
Legislative Council that as no document actually existed, it was not appropriate to seek a section 82 
exemption not to obtain such a document. 

That is the first time I have heard of that response. Indeed, the question to which I sought an answer was about 
a once-off grant of some $3.3 million to Surf Life Saving Western Australia. I asked in the 2017–18 budget 
estimates hearings and in questions prior to hearings for some information. One thing I sought states — 

(d) Will you provide the business case for the expenditure of funds? 

Answer: No. 

(e) If no to (d), why not? 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 15 August 2018] 

 p4580b-4581a 
Hon Martin Aldridge; Hon Stephen Dawson 

 [2] 

Answer: The considerations with respect to the provision of the grant were subject to 
Cabinet deliberations. In any event the funding is continuing a suite of services many of which 
have been operating for a number of years and were supported by the previous Government. 

That is most interesting because my question was seeking the business case for the expenditure of funds. Her 
personal explanation today following question time was that no such document exists; therefore, she cannot 
provide it and therefore she has not refused it. That is my interpretation of the uncorrected Hansard. Indeed, the 
answer she provided to the committee was not that. She said no, she will not provide it, and she would not provide 
it because it was subject to cabinet deliberations. Again, I am concerned about whether the answer she provided 
the estimates committee is accurate, because I am working on the basis that, given the so-called good financial 
management of this government, there would be a business case for the expenditure of $3.3 million. But the 
statement she made to the house is that no such document exists today. 

I have reached the point at which I can no longer pursue this matter. It is my intention to refer this matter to the 
Auditor General tomorrow for her consideration of these matters. 

Statement 
HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Environment) [6.29 pm]: In relation to the 
first issue that Hon Martin Aldridge raised this evening about questions on the education and training portfolio, 
the Leader of the House is away from the chamber on urgent parliamentary business. However, her office has 
indicated that it will follow that matter up tomorrow. Hopefully, we will be in a position to provide a further 
response to the honourable member after that. 
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