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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [5.37 pm]:  I have expressed my frustration on numerous 
occasions about the lack of accountability by this Government, and today is no exception.  It seems to me that 
the ministers hold the view that they are a law unto themselves and  are not accountable and  do not  need to be 
accountable.  The actions of this Government and its ministers cause me to be even more frustrated than I 
normally would be.   

At last count I had 193 questions outstanding on the Notice Paper.  I received 15 answers today, but over the 
course of the past couple of weeks I have added another 30 or 40, which brings it to about 220 questions that are 
outstanding.  Members opposite may laugh.  If they think it is funny that one member of this House has put 
questions on notice going as far back as July, August or even 24 May 2000 and is still waiting for answers to 
200-plus questions, and if they reckon that is an accountable government, I ask them to think seriously  about 
their actions and, more importantly, about their lack of action and how they define accountable government.  

I have not asked particularly technical questions.  I have not asked for answers to questions that are 
unreasonable.  I have asked run-of-the-mill questions that would enable me, as a member of the Opposition, to  
do my job.  The worst offender in terms of not responding or providing answers to my questions is none other 
than the Premier himself.  I will cite some examples.  On 24 May 2000 I submitted questions to all ministers, in 
respect of all portfolios under their control in relation to ex gratia, one-off payments that had been approved by 
ministers during 1998-99 and 1999-2000.  I also asked what the payments were for and how much they were.  
As of yesterday I had received only two answers, both from the Minister for Water Resources and Housing, Hon 
Kim Hames.  No other minister has provided me with an answer to a question that I asked on 24 May 2000. 

Hon Greg Smith:  “No-one takes me seriously.” 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Dead right!  I have a funny feeling that I will end up having the last laugh 
because I am dealing with clowns. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order members!  Let Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich have her say. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  They all want a slice of my action! 

Only one minister has bothered to answer my questions.  The first question   that springs to my mind is:  What is 
going on here?  Of what are the ministers fearful?  I have done some background research on act-of-grace 
payments.  It will keep for now and I will put it to one side. 

The Premier has not responded to my questions in relation to the portfolios under his control. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  When was it asked? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  It was asked on 24 May 2000.  I did not receive any answers before Parliament 
was prorogued.  

Hon N.F. Moore:  Have the questions been asked again? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  They have since been asked again and I have, as yet, received no answers.  On 20 
June 2000 I asked all ministers about enterprises under their portfolios that had been either privatised or closed.  
Once again, I am waiting for responses.  The situation is a little better, with the exception of Hon Norman 
Moore, Hon Murray Criddle, Hon Doug Shave, Hon Kevin Prince, Hon Peter Foss and Hon June van de 
Klashorst, who have not given any answers to the question.  Having said that, I received a few responses today, 
but I do not know who they are from.  Once again, the Premier, who listens to people and who wants open and 
accountable government, must have been too busy to answer my simple question in relation to privatisations and 
government closures.  May must have been a busy month, because on 24 May 2000 I put a six-part question to 
all ministers with regard to photocopiers and facsimile machines and volume-based agreements.  Once again, 
accountable ministers, Hon Norman Moore and Hon Murray Criddle, have not replied.  It has been several 
months.  The Premier also has not bothered to answer.  He must have been too busy, yet again.  This is the 
Premier who espouses open and accountable government.  If there is one thing that is not true about this 
Government, it is the fact that it is open and accountable. 

I have a stockpile of other examples which I could go through.  I think that the ministers would agree that it is an 
absolute disgrace that a member of Parliament has over 200 questions outstanding from government ministers 
and yet is expected to do his or her job.  Quite frankly, this situation is interfering with my ability to do my work 
properly.   
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I  take this opportunity to express my frustration.  The Government does not respond to questions asked of it.  As 
a member of the Opposition, when I am told by a minister to put a question on notice, I think that I may as well 
screw up the question and put it in a bin.  Chances are that will be the last I will ever see of it.  That is the 
amount of faith that I have that ministers will take   some of the questions on notice seriously.  I have other 
frustrations. 

Hon N.F. Moore:  Do not tell us about them! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I heard that!  Government ministers have refused to give answers to questions.  I 
have asked some fairly straightforward questions in this House in respect of the Matrix leasing arrangements.  At 
every turn the Government has aimed to stop the flow of information to me.  On Thursday, 17 August 2000 I 
asked a straightforward question - 

 (1) Has the State Government requested Matrix to determine the marginal cost of the transaction? 

It is a simple question.  Apparently the Government can only get out of the agreement without incurring a cost if 
the marginal cost has increased by more than 60 per cent.  We need to know if the marginal cost of the 
transaction has increased by more than  60 per cent, at which point it will provide the Government with an option 
to get out at minimal or no cost.  Anything less than 60 per cent marginal cost means that hefty fines will   be 
incurred.  I also asked - 

 (2) If yes, on how many occasions has this been sought in the past two years and what has been 
the response at each request? 

 (3) For a marginal cost rate of 60%, what is the dollar value per vehicle of this increase in cost? 

It is disappointing that the best this Government can do is thank me for the question and ask me to place it on 
notice.  I know very well that this Government is scheming somewhere on St Georges Terrace and trying to 
cover up this massive waste of taxpayers’ money.  From now on the Government will make it more difficult to 
access any information.  My source advises me - I assume it is accurate - that from now on information cannot 
be accessed through the freedom of information process or any other process on account of the fact that the 
Government will define anything to do with the Matrix contract as being either a cabinet minute or material 
supporting a cabinet minute.  It will make it a no-go zone for any member of the Opposition or anybody else.  
This is what this Government calls open and accountable government.  One would have to say, at very best, it is 
an absolute joke.  For the life of me I cannot understand why this Government has got away with so much 
secrecy.  In relation to any project, the minister always wants to table either the tender documents or the request 
for tender proposal.  He is more than happy to give that away.  

However, if he is asked for the contract or the financial information - because the financial implications cannot 
be understood without access to that information - it is an absolute no-go zone.  This Government knows that.  I 
cannot believe that we, as members of this place, must deal with this level of secrecy and lack of commitment 
and professionalism.  Over 200 questions have not been answered, which reflects on the ministers concerned and 
makes a joke of their stance as members of an open and accountable government. 

I have some concerns about the claim in the Administrator’s speech that the Government has been listening to 
the community for the past seven and a half years.  The Government has not been listening.  It realises that it is 
at a certain point in the electoral cycle and is putting on a people-friendly guise.  I assure Western Australians 
that it will not last very long.  The Government claims to be interested in job security, yet everything points to 
the fact that that is the least of its concerns.  The Government is suddenly jumping up and down about safer 
neighbourhoods, but it is too little, too late.  The Government would also have Western Australians believe it is 
taking action in the area of health care.  I have grave concerns about the quality of health care in this State and 
will now move a further amendment to the Address-in-Reply. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The House has not yet voted on the original amendment, which refers to the 
provision of power to the west Kimberley region. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Thank you.  I would have liked to  be able to move an amendment; however, I 
am sure the Opposition will have another opportunity to speak on the issue.  I have put on the record my 
disappointment; nevertheless, I will support the Address-in-Reply motion. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Muriel Patterson. 
 


