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Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Seventy-third Report — 
“2017–18 Budget Cycle — Part 1: Estimates hearings and related matters” — Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Just before I was interrupted by the standing orders, I was reflecting on perhaps the 
need to revisit the way in which we have long conducted our estimates hearings in this chamber. I was making 
some very loose references to the process in the other place, which I am not holding up as an ideal model but was 
drawing some comparisons between the two processes. One of those was the way in which the estimates hearings 
in the other place are recorded within Hansard and the internet search of Parliament. When I raised this with 
a member of the committee staff, they pointed out to me that the committee’s page now has a search function 
within each of its inquiries, which I did not know about. Apparently, it is a fairly recent feature of the estimates 
committee, which I have now used on several occasions. My point still is that a person would need to know that 
the committee is in receipt of the information they are seeking in order to use that search function. When a member 
may be searching Hansard on a particular issue, the search would not be looking at what the committee holds 
within its records, which is quite significant and detailed information in many respects, much more significant and 
detailed than we often solicit in this chamber during the Committee of the Whole House stage of a bill or even 
questions without notice. There could be an opportunity to look at the way in which that information could be 
more accessible from a Hansard search. Some work is being done by the Parliament in overhauling its public 
website as well as intranet pages, and that may well consider those issues. 

I want to talk about the pre-imposed questions. Every time we have estimates there is some unreasonable 
expectations of members who turn up and ask the most detailed questions that they could possibly think of and 
expect the public servants on the other side to have a trolley of information ready to hand over. Some really obscure 
and detailed questions are being asked from the floor of the estimates hearings. They are not being asked prior to 
hearings, but they are being asked or put on the record during the hearing. Members will even say, “I am running 
out of time so can you just put all these on notice?” and they will rattle off all these questions during the hearing, 
which consumes time during the estimates process that could be used in asking questions that may well be able to 
be answered by the witnesses. 

I did jump the gun prior to the winter recess in raising a matter during members’ statements. If I am not mistaken, 
it was the last sitting day prior to the winter recess, Thursday, 28 June. I made a member’s statement on the 
seventy-third report of the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. Members have previously 
canvassed section 3 of the report, “Provision of Information to the Committee”, which is valuable information that 
the committee now monitors and reports on when an agency, minister or parliamentary secretary refuses to provide 
information. That is provided in table 2 on page 7 of the report. I note in the report that three occasions when 
information was refused have been identified. It went on to state that the Minister for Emergency Services and the 
Minister for Tourism had lodged a section 82 notice for each chamber of Parliament, but the Minister for Regional 
Development had not. Paragraph 3.5 of the report states — 

The Committee will contact the Minister for Regional Development on that matter. 

When I made inquiries with the committee, I understand there may have been some administrative oversight in 
contacting the Minister for Regional Development, reminding her of her obligations under section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. I am not sure whether that has changed since making those inquiries in June, but 
I raised this in a member’s statement on 28 June because of the noncompliance of the minister that was pointed 
out in the seventy-third report. I would have thought that would have spurred the Minister for Regional 
Development and her office into some action in making sure that she complies with section 82 of the 
Financial Management Act. I note that during the break the minister gave notice under the Financial Management 
Act of a refusal to provide an answer to two estimates questions, one asked by myself and one asked by 
Hon Colin de Grussa, but they relate to the 2018–19 budget estimates hearings, not the 2017–18 budget estimates 
hearings that are the matter before us in the seventy-third report. That obviously continues to concern me, given 
that the committee has raised it, I have raised it in a member’s statement on 28 June and I am raising it again today 
on 15 August. I am not too sure on how many more occasions I am able to continue raising the same point. The 
minister sits right next to the chair of the estimates committee who tabled the seventy-third report in this chamber 
in May this year. I am not sure what the challenge is and I think the only option I have left is to write to the 
Auditor General myself and inform her of the noncompliance with section 82 of the Financial Management Act. 

The CHAIR: Hon Martin Aldridge has the attention of the chamber. We have over seven minutes available to us 
today. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thanks, Mr Chair. 
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The other point that I want to raise will concur with the observations that some members made that the 2018–19 
budget estimates hearings were an improvement on the 2017–18 budget estimates hearings. I agree with those 
remarks. I also recognise the chair of that committee, Hon Alanna Clohesy, was the only ongoing member of the 
committee after the election and, indeed, four of the other five committee members were new and there was 
a significant number of new members in this chamber. The committee in that first year was going to encounter 
some challenges, not the least, as I said, relating to the machinery-of-government reforms. One comment I want 
to make, which I found was the case with the 2017–18 budget estimates hearings as it was this year, was the 
relatively short time between the estimates hearings concluding and the window in which to provide questions 
post hearing.  

I refer to paragraph 2.8 on page 3 of the report. If I recall correctly, the hearings occurred between 16 and 
20 October 2017. Paragraph 2.8 states — 

Members of the Legislative Council could submit additional questions to any agency by 12:00pm, 
Monday 23 October 2017. 

That is the Monday after the last hearing on the Friday. I think the hearings are from Monday to Friday. I do not 
know how other members deal with questions post-hearing, but I often wait for the hearing transcript to come back 
and I review that transcript not only for the questions or lines of questions that I have pursued but also questions 
from others because sometimes there are similarities and that information allows me to present questions 
post-hearing. That time is obviously very tight. If a hearing occurs on a Friday and I am waiting for a transcript to 
come back—I am not quite sure how quick that process is—I doubt that I would get a transcript from Friday 
afternoon before the weekend and I have until Monday to submit questions post-hearing. I know this certainly was 
an issue again this year. I am not quite sure why that time frame needs to be so rigid, but, certainly, we could have 
some more time to consider the transcripts post-hearing. Often, if we are going straight back into another sitting 
week, as I think we did this year, that also presents challenges. If we have sitting weeks before and after hearings, 
there are obviously time pressures on members to fully review the estimates hearings transcripts and questions 
prior to hearings for preparing questions post-hearings. 

With those remarks, I just want to reiterate my introductory comments and thank the committee and the witnesses 
before the committee in the 2017–18 budget estimates hearings. 

Hon PETER COLLIER: I had not intended to contribute to the debate until Hon Alanna Clohesy made some 
comments. I would like to respond to those comments. I was trying to be as charming as I possibly could be with 
regard to my comments. My issue with the previous estimates hearings remains; that is, we most definitely had 
less opportunity to scrutinise the budget papers than last year—most definitely! I have to be honest, I did not like 
the process, and the Liberal Party concurred with my views in that area. We felt that we did not get sufficient time 
to scrutinise the budget papers. The point was made in the report that four out of the five members of the 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations were new members and they were not attuned to what 
has occurred in the past. No disrespect to those members at all, but it was different. I want to make that point. 
I have been here for many years and I feel that we did not have the opportunity either as opposition members—
I have been in opposition previously—or as ministers to flesh out issues. That was my point there, and that is 
reflected in the views of the Liberal Party. 
With regard to there being more political parties, as the honourable member pointed out, yes, there were more 
parties, but I would like to point something else out: the estimates committee is made up of five parties and they 
had their representation on that committee. In addition, the Liberal Party, mindful of that, sent two members to 
each hearing. Previously, we would have had up to half a dozen members at each hearing, which we did not have 
this year. To ensure that we did not monopolise hearings we only sent two members. In effect, there was the same 
number of members, if not fewer members, to scrutinise the budget papers, outside of the committee. 
Hon Nick Goiran brought up the valid point of the proportion of members from each party. I mentioned that point 
in my first contribution, and it is the point I would like to reinforce. The fact that we have the five members of the 
committee who also have other opportunities to scrutinise the budget papers through individual hearings taking up 
what was effectively about 40 per cent of the hearing’s time in some instances is fine, but it has to be acknowledged 
that the estimates hearings are for the entire house. Are they not for the entire house? If I am wrong in that—the 
honourable member is shaking her head—that is something that we need to debate in the future. I do not mind the 
interjection. Is that the member’s understanding of it? That it is an opportunity for the house to scrutinise the 
budget papers. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: Are you talking to me? 

Hon PETER COLLIER: Yes, I am. The member was shaking her head when I made those comments. I am not 
being objectionable here, but we need to clarify this. 

Hon Alanna Clohesy: I wasn’t shaking my head at you, member. 
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Hon PETER COLLIER: Okay, that is fine. As I was talking, the member was shaking her head, so I assumed 
that she disagreed with what I had to say. 

I am not being difficult here; I am actually just saying something that my party has said. Normally, we deal with 
these things behind the Chair and work them out in a very amicable fashion. I would like to think that we can do 
that again now; that is why we are having a debate over these reports. 

Previously, the Liberal Party would always send half a dozen members to hearings, but we did not; we only sent 
two members. That confines the number of members here to scrutinise the budget papers. 

The CHAIR: Our time for consideration of committee reports has now concluded for this sitting week. 

Consideration of report adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 
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