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Standing Committee on Public Administration — Twenty-sixth Report — 
“Transport of Persons in Custody” — Motion 

Resumed from 21 September on the following motion moved by Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson — 

That the report be noted. 

Question put and passed. 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations — Sixty-seventh Report —  

“Budget Estimates Hearings 2016–17” 
Resumed from 21 September. 

Motion 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I move — 

That the report be noted. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: This is the report of the 2015–16 budget estimates hearings that were held in June 
this year. The budget estimates hearings are held every year as part of the Standing Committee on Estimates and 
Financial Operations. It is our role to examine the estimates and expenditure of the government each year. We do 
that by examining departmental officers during the hearings. We take that role very seriously. That role was also 
taken very seriously by the former chair of this committee, Hon Ken Travers. He retired from Parliament 
recently, as members know. This was the last set of hearings that Hon Ken Travers participated in, both on the 
committee and as the chair. I think it is worth noting—at the time I do not think he tabled this report; he had 
retired by this time—that this was the last lot of hearings that he participated in, and it was his last budget, as 
a member of Parliament for over 20 years. I think Hon Ken Travers was involved in this committee in one way 
or another since the commencement of his parliamentary career back in 1993. When the committees of the 
Legislative Council were restructured in 2005, he was definitely involved as a member of that committee. He 
was deputy chair from 2005 through to 2013. In 2013, he became the Chair of the Legislative Council’s 
Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. 
I may as well take this opportunity, when talking about the most recent set of budget hearings, to also talk about 
the depth of knowledge that Hon Ken Travers brought to these hearings and all hearings conducted by the 
committee during his membership. His depth of knowledge about the state’s financial operations and 
management had not been seen before in this place and the likes of which will probably not be seen again for 
a very long time. He had a detailed knowledge that many of us would envy and that certainly made the odd 
public sector agency senior executive and certainly a number of government ministers quake at. His forensic 
scrutiny of government accounts, not only during his time as chair but throughout his time on that committee, 
was always driven by his principles that, firstly, the role of government should always be to do best by its 
citizens—that is definitely what drove his depth of inquiry—and, secondly, all governments should practice 
good governance. He was absolutely driven by those ideas, and that certainly gave him the impetus to go into the 
great amount of detail that he really went into with every inquiry. In his role as chair, he worked towards the 
tenets of the foundations of good governance—accountability and transparency. There were many occasions in 
these hearings, and previous hearings, when his quest for transparency from this government was thwarted. 
I sincerely thank Hon Ken Travers for his work on this committee. He always had a full workload as the chair 
and when he held shadow ministerial portfolios, but his attention to detail on this committee and in these 
hearings was formidable. He always had time for committee members and staff and particularly for new 
committee members, as I was in 2013, and it was an honour to work with him on this committee and learn the 
details from him. I am quite sure that I still have not processed a lot of the information that he was able to pass 
on to me, but I know I will use that information throughout my parliamentary career. 
As I mentioned, Hon Ken Travers always endeavoured in his role as chair of this committee and this inquiry, in 
particular, to drive for transparency in government. His attempts to seek transparency and accountability, as 
I mentioned, were thwarted time and again and particularly in these hearings, which were, unfortunately, his last set 
of hearings in his parliamentary career, but certainly not mine. The committee, as this report points out, again in 
these hearings experienced a number of refusals from agencies and ministers to provide information to Parliament. 
It seems as though, particularly today, there is a theme running through all these reports to Parliament from 
committees that, basically, the government is refusing to provide information, refusing to be accountable and 
refusing to be transparent. That was certainly the case with the budget estimates hearings in June. 
As most members know, when ministers refuse to provide information to Parliament, they are required to submit 
a section 82 notice under the Financial Management Act. They are required to provide a notice to Parliament of 
the refusal to provide information to Parliament and the reason why that information was not provided in the 
hearings. Members can find the detail of this at table 4 in the report. In the budget hearings, the committee was 
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refused information at least six times by agency heads or by the minister. At the time of publishing this report, 
a number of those section 82 notices that ministers are required to provide had not been provided to Parliament. 
As the report finds, a significant number remain outstanding. 
In addition, each section 82 notice that was provided was tabled outside the 14-day period in which it was 
required. If a minister refuses to provide information to Parliament under the Financial Management Act, they 
are required to submit a section 82 notice to Parliament within 14 days of the refusal. Each notice tabled as the 
result of a refusal to provide information—all of them, every single one of them—was tabled in Parliament 
outside the 14-day period required under the act. We have two examples of this government refusing to provide 
information, refusing to be transparent and refusing to be accountable to Parliament, as it is required to be under 
the Financial Management Act. They are two really clear examples of that. One, a group of ministers did not 
even submit section 82 notices — 
[Member’s time expired.] 
The CHAIR: The question is that the report be noted. I give the call to Hon Alanna Clohesy, but, noting the 
time, I need to report progress to the house. 
Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders.  
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