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Ellenbrook Rail Project — Public Transport Authority — Minister for Transport’s Comments —  
Adjournment Debate 

HON ED DERMER (North Metropolitan) [10.45 pm]: Before the house adjourns I rise to share a serious 
concern that I have developed after listening to comments made by the Minister for Transport today and 
yesterday. In so doing, Mr Deputy President, I will be referring to the uncorrected Hansard proof. I am sure that 
the house understands that the uncorrected Hansard proof has no more status than my recollection of what was 
said, because, of course, it is not the official record. The minister’s comments are of grave concern and should be 
considered with a degree of urgency. That is the reason I am addressing them now.  

Earlier today the Minister for Transport said — 

Hon Ken Travers is sticking to his line that Public Transport Authority experts and the independent 
consultants are wrong and are feeding me a pack of lies when, in fact, this railway line is affordable 
because he has had it costed …  

It is a very serious allegation for any member to make. It is evident that in no way did the minister listen to the 
very clear explanation offered by Hon Ken Travers last night.  

I will refer now to the uncorrected Hansard proof for Tuesday, 20 October. Hon Ken Travers’s comments are 
very clear. He said — 

… I have the highest regard for the professionalism and integrity of the staff of the PTA. I have worked 
in various capacities with the two officers the minister spoke about over numerous years, —  

He was referring to the minister’s reference to two officers earlier in yesterday’s proceedings. To continue — 

and I have the highest regard for them. My comments were not intended in any way to seek to 
undermine their professional standing.  

It is very clear that Hon Ken Travers explicitly spelt out his regard for the officers to whom the minister had 
referred. From his comments today, quite clearly the minister has either deliberately or mistakenly not listened to 
what Hon Ken Travers said. His assertion today was that — 

Hon Ken Travers is sticking to his line that Public Transport Authority experts and the independent 
consultants are wrong and are feeding me a pack of lies … 

The minister’s comment makes it very clear that although he may repeatedly ask for an apology or an 
explanation from Hon Ken Travers, when he receives it he ignores it and continues persistently to make 
misleading statements in the house—that is, statements that I think are misleading. Perhaps I will be charitable 
and say that they are statements that are inconsistent with those of a person who listened to what was said by 
Hon Ken Travers.  

Of most concern was a comment by the minister at an earlier stage in yesterday’s deliberations. Again, I am 
referring to the uncorrected Hansard proof of Tuesday 20 October. The Minister for Transport said — 

I certainly have faith in the advice that is provided in good faith by these officers. Perhaps we will find 
out in due course what Hon Ken Travers’ position is on these same matters, but if he is aspiring to be a 
minister, I hope he is not expecting to work cooperatively with some of the officers who he is tending to 
publicly seek to embarrass.  

I am trying to find a charitable way to interpret the minister’s words. I repeat — 

Perhaps we will find out in due course what Hon Ken Travers’ position is on these same matters, but if 
he is aspiring to be a minister, I hope he is not expecting to work cooperatively with some of the 
officers who he is tending to publicly seek to embarrass. 

I am looking for a charitable interpretation, but I cannot find one. To me, that is clearly implying that a minister 
of the Crown, the Minister for Transport, believes that these officers, who are his advisers, would in some way 
not be prepared to work professionally with Hon Ken Travers were he to become the Minister for Transport. 

Hon Michael Mischin: It is the other way around. 

Hon ED DERMER: I do not think there is any other way to interpret it. He is suggesting in those comments that 
those officers would not work appropriately with Hon Ken Travers should he become a minister in due course. I 
think that that is the most extraordinary and totally unwarranted negative reflection for a minister of the Crown 
to make on his advisers. 

I would like the minister to offer a clarification of his position—hopefully to make it very clear that he was not 
meaning to suggest that his advisers would not work professionally with a new minister, having received a 
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commission. I hope that the Minister for Transport will make it very clear that that was not the meaning of his 
comment. I hope he will follow the lead given by Hon Ken Travers, who made his position very clear last night. 
I believe that the Minister for Transport certainly needs to clarify his position to make it very clear that, contrary 
to the way in which those words read, he was not intending to suggest that his advisers would not work with a 
new minister. 

House adjourned at 10.51 pm__________ 

 
 
 
 
 


