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PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS 

Statement 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [5.37 pm]: I rise to raise continuing concerns about some 
answers provided to me by the Minister for Education. Madam President, you will recall that on the Thursday 
before we rose a couple of weeks ago I raised some concerns about the continued non-answers by the Minister for 
Education on the remaining budget cuts estimated to cost around $41 million. For two weeks I had been asking 
the minister very straightforward questions about the cuts that form part of the $41 million that remained and that 
were and continue to include Moora Residential College, the camp schools and others. It was clear, though, that 
other cuts had not been announced as part of any press statements the minister released either on 13 December or 
11 January. For two weeks I was given a variety of non-answers. I remind the house of a couple of them. An 
answer provided on 20 March states — 

The figure of $41 million is an estimate that is subject to the budget process undertaken ahead of the 
publication of the 2018–19 state budget. The Department of Education continues to review its internal 
operations as part of the 2018–19 budget process to identify further internal savings. 

Another answer, earlier on 15 March, states — 

As stated in the media statement of 13 December 2017, the Department of Education will continue to 
review programs. Decisions relating to the department’s budget are occurring as part of the 2018–19 
budget process and remain confidential until the release of the state budget on 10 May 2018. 

Madam President, you will remember that on the last sitting Thursday I raised some significant concerns about the 
minister’s non-answers. The simple fact is I was not asking about further cuts, as I said at the time, as outrageous 
as they may be—further cuts that the minister is obviously intending to announce as part of the state budget. I was 
asking about all the cuts that had been part of the original cuts of 13 December. Finally, on Tuesday this week, 
I got a list. I will say though, I found the preamble kind of interesting. According to the uncorrected Hansard, the 
preamble was — 

All the savings measures totalling an estimated $41million have been made public through a variety of 
avenues. 

Really? It took two weeks of asking questions. I could not get an answer, but apparently they were all public. This 
is how they were public—“through a variety of avenues”. The incorporated answer continued, according to the 
uncorrected Hansard — 

The communication has encompassed the following: 

(1) Media statement dated 13 September 2017 and later updated on 11 January 2018 listing changes 
impacting multiple stakeholders; 

Fair enough; that is public. I accept that. It continued — 

(2) Departmental correspondence relating to changes to existing programs and services; and 

Interesting. I am not sure whether that is necessarily public in the way that we would think it to be public, but we 
will take that. The answer continued — 

(3) Advice to internal Department staff relating to adjustments to the Departments budget 
allocations. 

The last time I checked, having a chat to the department does not account for full and public disclosure. To suggest 
that, to write that, to even say that that is the case, is ridiculous. The answer continued — 

There has also been much media commentary about the budget repair measures which were not 
individually listed in the media statement but nonetheless is on the public record including in this place 
since the 13 December 2017. 

According to the minister, departmental correspondence and having a chat to one’s department accounts for full 
and open public disclosure of the remaining cuts. I have to say, if they were all public, as has been suggested in 
this response, why did we have to wait more than two weeks to get the list that was then provided to me? Why did 
I get answers to questions referring to the 2018–19 budget process that everything was confidential if they were 
already public? It is just ridiculous. 

Today the farce continued. The minister, to her credit, finally provided a list. It did not provide a lot of detail in 
respect of some of the cuts, so today I asked for some more information regarding a few of them. One of them was 
pretty clear, and I accept that Hon Samantha Rowe later corrected one of the numbers attributed to the questions 
because that caused some confusion. I asked a particular question, according to the uncorrected Hansard — 
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Will the minister provide more detail on each of the internal department budget savings identified in table 
(3); and, if not, why not? 

I want to refer to that table. In the information that was provided to me on Tuesday afternoon, table (3) was headed 
“Internal Department budget savings cease or reduction”. According to the table, for the SWITCH program, 
a three-year program replaced by LEAP, there was $3.75 million. For professional learning support, there was 
$4.549 million. For specialist learning program areas, there was $5.325 million. We are not talking about small 
amounts of money here. For the establishment grant, there was $1.65 million. For student support services, there 
was $1.2 million. Further along, for the dividend from the agricultural trust, there was $550 000. We all know 
about that, but it was not in the press statement; we found out about it later on. The last item in the table was 
one-off savings, which the minister outlined in part of the answer given today. But I want to refer to professional 
learning support, the specialist learning program, the establishment grant and student support services. That was 
the only information that was provided in that table, with the figures. I asked, “Will the minister provide more 
detail on each of the internal department budget savings identified in table (3); and, if not, why not?” The answer 
provided to me was that savings had been outlined by category in the answer provided to question without notice 
198, which I take to be the one that I am actually asking about. The minister has provided me with absolutely 
nothing. There are programs within the department that have been either ceased or reduced, according to this table, 
some by as much as $5.3 million. There is no detail in relation to it. I have asked quite a sensible question, I would 
have thought—just give me some more detail on what these cuts entail—and I was told that they have been 
outlined. There is no detail in this. We find ourselves in a farcical situation. I feel as though I am going around in 
circles here, on one big merry-go-round. At some point in time, someone has got to get off, and the minister 
continues to provide an answer here, an answer there, talks about a budget, says something is public, which 
apparently is talking to the department, and just thinks that I am going to stop asking these questions. I am going 
to continue asking questions of the minister about this matter. It is simply not good enough that she can provide 
answers to me that contain absolutely no information. How can she refer me back to an answer that is the question 
that I am asking about and wanting more detail on? 
I am going to keep on doing it. I say to the deputy leader that I appreciate that the Leader of the House is out of 
the chamber on urgent parliamentary business, but I would appreciate him letting her know that I am not happy 
with these answers. We cannot go through a situation of not being able to even talk about it because it is 
confidential, in the 2018–19 budget, and then finally providing me with a list, saying that it is public, and then, 
when I ask for more detail, referring me back to the table about which I am asking for more information. This is 
just not good enough. The minister has to be far more transparent on this issue. She cannot say that something is 
public when it refers to departmental correspondence and talking to the department. That is just not full public 
disclosure of these cuts. People need to know what these cuts actually mean. Unfortunately, it means that when 
we come back, we will be heading into the budget, so not only will people have to get over these cuts, when we 
finally find out exactly what they mean, they will get more come 10 May. 
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