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HON BARBARA SCOTT 
Personal Explanation - Overseas Travel Report 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.40 pm] - by leave:  A document containing inaccurate 
information about me was tabled in this House on 5 December 2002.  The report listed members of Parliament 
who undertook interstate and overseas travel for the three months ending 30 September 2001, which was funded 
by the imprest system.  Under the heading “Overseas Travel”, three members of Parliament were named.  On the 
bottom line of the first page of that report was my name and the date of travel - 24 September 2001 to 11 
October 2001.  The report stated that I travelled to the United Kingdom and Czech Republic to attend anti-
corruption, education and domestic violence conferences.  It was reported that I claimed $20 135.  Additionally, 
it stated that I was “accompanied by spouse”.  My husband did not travel with me and I have never drawn on my 
imprest account for him to travel with me.  It is important that any suggestion that he travelled with me at the 
taxpayers’ expense be quashed at the outset.   

The Department of the Premier and Cabinet has made an incorrect entry against my name.  The figure that I 
claimed - $10 185 - was detailed on the final page of the report.  The Premier’s department has been less than 
careful in putting incorrect data in a public document.  The figure of $20 135 is in fact the sum total of the funds 
claimed by the three members named on that page.  This lack of attention to detail by the Premier’s department 
caused information to be published in The West Australian of Saturday, 7 December 2002 under the heading, 
“Most Expensive Overseas Trips by MPs in 2001”.  This article has caused extreme embarrassment and distress 
to my husband and me.  The article has been widely read and referred to and it has reflected poorly on my 
husband, who is in no way involved in the parliamentary process other than by virtue of being my spouse.  He 
has been improperly and unfairly humiliated.  My husband is a businessman whose reputation is of the highest 
integrity.  The report has also reflected poorly on my staff and me.  I am disappointed that the Premier’s 
department has published a report containing such inaccuracies.  I call on the Premier to make a public apology 
to my husband and me, and for that apology to be given the same prominence in The West Australian as was 
given to the original article.  
 


