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Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Twenty-eighth Report —  
“Annual Hearings in Relation to the Budget Estimates 2010–11” 

Resumed from 19 August 2010. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Just briefly, this is another exciting report from the Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations. This is a fairly routine report on our annual hearings for 2010–11. 

The CHAIRMAN: Excuse me for interrupting, but would the member like to move? 

Motion 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I would like to move, and I do move — 

That the report be noted. 

Thank you, Mr Chairman; you would think I would know by now! 

The CHAIRMAN: Five weeks is a long time! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Thank you for your indulgence, Mr Chairman. 

Our twenty-eighth report is our report on our annual hearings in relation to the budget estimates of 2010–11. It 
was kindly pointed out to me by another member of the committee that there is a slightly odd sequence in our 
reports. I am not quite sure how we got this one ahead of the one that actually deals with the previous year. I will 
not say much about this report other than that we had a successful set of hearings for the 2010–11 budget. In the 
past, the committee used the approach of inviting members to indicate which departments and agencies they 
wished to hear from in the annual budget process. We received 10 responses from members, nominating 
23 different agencies to appear. Of these, six agencies were included in our program for annual hearings, and the 
remaining 17 agencies were included in our ongoing hearings program. The committee heard from Western 
Australia Police, the Department of Corrective Services, the Department of Education, the Department of 
Environment and Conservation, the Department of Mines and Petroleum and the Swan River Trust. At the end of 
those hearings we asked members to provide feedback on whether they were satisfied with the hearings. 
Members of the committee were happy with the conduct of the hearings, the level of attendance, and particularly 
the level of member participation. A good cross-section of questions was asked by both government and non-
government members and a large number of issues were canvassed in the course of proceedings. The committee 
noted that it was committed to continually reviewing and refining its processes to provide opportunities for not 
only committee members but also other members of the Legislative Council to interrogate different departments 
and agencies about their budgets. It is worth noting that this year we undertook a slightly different process. It is 
always hard to please all members all the time, but the committee was again happy with the way this year’s 
annual budget hearings went. No doubt I might make a few more comments on that when we table our report 
from this year’s hearing.  

With those comments, I am happy to have the committee’s report noted. 

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: I rise to say a few words as a member of the Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations that was responsible for this report, and the others that will come on after it. I think the 
budget hearing process we go through is a really great process. I want to draw members’ attention to the fact that 
even though the twenty-eighth report is a small report—as the Chair of our committee pointed out—we all know 
its size does not really matter; it is quality, not quantity. Each time we run these hearings we seek feedback from 
members who attend; that is, members other than committee members. One of the criticisms raised by a member 
in the questionnaire they sent back to us was that they were disappointed at the number of dorothy dix questions 
asked by government members. I have to take exception to that, because I do not actually see anything wrong 
with government members attending those hearings to ask questions because we all represent electorates where 
money is spent by the government each year. We are very interested in the projects our government allocates 
moneys to and we want to find out more about them. It might appear that some questions are dorothy dixers, but 
I do not think they are. They really are genuine questions from government members seeking information from 
ministers.  

Hon Ken Travers: I agree with the member that the vast majority of government member questions are 
government member questions and that is quite legitimate, but there are occasions, though, where they are 
clearly dorothy dixers prepared by the government and the members are asking them; including the most recent 
hearing where one member sought to ask a question that had already been asked in identical terms!  

Hon LIZ BEHJAT: That is the member’s opinion. He will have his 10 minutes; he has just eaten up some of 
my time!  
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Government members who attend these hearings do so in good faith and ask those questions in good faith. I am 
particularly pleased at the willingness of ministers to answer questions at these hearings. Although sometimes 
the questions are not strictly within the guidelines of what is in the budget papers, ministers allow committee 
members and others attending to stray outside those boundaries from time to time. That is a great demonstration 
of this government’s willingness to be very open and accountable for all the things it engages in. This 
government lays itself open to scrutiny at all times. As we all know, in the federal arena, the estimates committee 
becomes quite vocal in its scrutiny of government departments. Quite often a number of things come out in 
estimates hearings that can embarrass governments. I am proud to say our government is very willing to come 
along to these hearings and lay everything on the table. The ministers do a fabulous job. With those few words, I 
put that on the record as well.  

Question put and passed.  
 


