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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE — ANSWERS PROVIDED 

Statement 
HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [9.55 pm]: I want to make a couple of comments about answers 
I received during question time today from the Minister for Finance on a couple of issues. Before I do that, I 
want to make a few brief comments about the way in which answers are provided to this house.  

We have a standing order that says that, after nine days, ministers are required to advise the house when a 
question will be answered. I accept that in the past I once used the words “as soon as possible” in an answer. In 
fact, Hon Peter Foss, if I remember correctly, took a point of order on that. I also did not find that satisfactory. I 
always endeavoured to provide the house with an exact date on which an answer would be provided. What I 
found even more extraordinary today was that ministers, or representative ministers, came into this place and 
advised the house that answers to questions that were asked in November last year would be given “in due 
course”. The “Answer Advice” that we received today was for questions that were asked on 10 November—over 
three months ago! Obviously the nine sitting days as specified in the standing order is an indication that this 
house expected and thought that nine sitting days would be a reasonable time. Nine sitting days probably means 
that members can expect an answer to a question asked today in about a month or two. Sometimes, if there is a 
three-week sitting period, it can be answered in the next sitting week after that three-week sitting. The house has 
been adjourned for three months and we have not got answers.  

Let us look at some of the questions I asked that the minister was not able to provide an answer to. We got the 
answer that we will get the answer in due course! One of the questions I asked on 10 November was to the then 
Minister for Transport—the now Minister for Finance—before he got sacked by the Premier from that portfolio. 
I asked — 

(1) Where is the new taxi rank in Milligan Street up to in its development?  

(2) What is the estimated cost of the redevelopment? 

(3) What is the source of funds for this project?  

That should have been pretty easy to answer. In fact, I suspect as a result of me asking that question the minister 
went away and suddenly realised, “Oh my God; I put out a press release in October 2009 saying we were going 
to build the Milligan Street rank.” I waited a year and a bit, and finally gave up waiting. No-one around Perth 
knew what was happening. I thought it was about time I asked a few questions because there were rumours that 
it would not get underway until September this year, which would have been two years since the minister 
announced it would happen. On the failed former Minister for Transport’s track record, it was not an 
unreasonable time frame. I put the question on notice to find out where the project was up to. The government 
finally got on with it in January this year. The Minister for Transport has even crowed about this development 
since I put the bloody question on notice. Now we sit here today and get told, “We don’t have an answer; it will 
be given in due course.” It is a disgrace. This government is arrogant and contemptuous of this house and its 
processes—not of the opposition and the Labor Party but of the processes of this house.  

Hon Jon Ford: Imagine if you had asked about the foreshore development!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Who is responsible for the internal fit-out of the new Perth Arena? The government 
cannot tell me! How hard is it to come up with an answer to a question like that?  

Hon Sally Talbot: It was a trick question. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Maybe—yes. I particularly love one response. I asked some questions of a whole range 
of ministers about the number of vehicles and cost to the government car fleet. I asked what they had spent in 
past years and what they were budgeting to spend in future years—information that I would have thought easily 
available in every government department. I have now received, from a whole range of ministers, answers telling 
me to see the answer to question 3705 or 3122, depending on whether it is an answer to the question I asked 
about previous years or the one I asked about future years. I have had a lot of questions answered. But guess 
what happened today! I was told that in due course I would get the answer to question 3705 or 3122. I bet 
members that when I get the final answer, it will be something nonsensical about not putting in the time or the 
money. That will be disrespectful. What a joke! Even the Leader of the House is having a smile at this. He is 
absolutely right; it is almost farcical the way in which ministers in the other place work. I understand the 
problem. I was always lucky when I worked as parliamentary secretary to Clive Brown, because Clive always 
said to me, “You understand the upper house; you tell me what I need to do and what I need to get done in the 
upper house, and we will do it.” He understood that this place is different—as it should be—from the other place 
and that there was a need to make sure that things operated. He did not always understand, but he accepted that I 
knew how this place operated. I always said to him that this place requires cooperation; that if we want things to 
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get done we need to develop a system of cooperation. Interestingly, that was something that I learnt from Hon 
Max Evans and the way in which he used to operate in this place. However, when members are treated with such 
contempt, it does not encourage that level of cooperation or support for the way in which things are managed. I 
have no doubt I will get some ridiculously stupid answer to question 3705. In fact, it could almost be a case of 
misleading the house to give the answer “see 3705” when there is no answer to 3705 at the time that that answer 
is given. There are a couple of other unanswered questions, and I cannot understand why it is taking this 
government so long to get answers for them. It is completely incompetent. I hope that members opposite will 
reflect on that and go back to talk to their ministers. I know that there will be those ministers in the other place 
who, because they operate in a different culture, will be recalcitrant on these matters and refuse to give an 
answer. 

In the time available I want also to say that I understood the Premier wanted to completely get rid of the former 
Minister for Transport from his cabinet because he had realised how incompetent he was in that role. But the 
leader in this place, amongst others, prevailed upon him to keep him in cabinet. When we asked questions of the 
new minister yesterday, we could have thought that the failed former Minister for Transport who failed to 
implement his transport portfolio election commitments—commitments that he wrote himself—might have got 
across the financial election commitments of the Liberal Party at the last election. It was amazing to watch him 
yesterday when I asked him if he could tell me what those election commitments were. It was almost a dorothy 
dixer. He should have been able to jump up and proudly tell us what they were and when they would be 
implemented. He could not tell us. He only told us that he was proud of what the government had achieved and 
is still to achieve. Today, I asked him if he could tell me about those achievements that he is so proud of and to 
give me three things that this government has done in tax reform. Let us remember, the Liberal Party set out a 
very strong agenda about revolutionising the tax system in this state. It never mentioned that it was going to 
revolutionise the tax system by setting the highest fees and charges increases of any government ever in Western 
Australia. No government before has ever raided the pocket of the ordinary working Western Australians for fees 
and charges like this government has, Mr Moore. 

Hon Norman Moore: Remember Jack the Ripper in 2001? 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: He always kept fees and charges below the rate of inflation, across the board.  

Hon Norman Moore: Obviously you cannot. The biggest growth in history ever. Way out in front! 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: Fees, charges and fines; that is your way of raising revenue! 

Hon Norman Moore: You’re the reason for the electricity charges going up. You messed it up. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us have just one member speaking at a time, please.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: It is not just about electricity, gas and water, but the Leader of the House is right: the 
government has increased those at outrageously record amounts. 

Hon Norman Moore interjected. 

Point of Order 
Hon ED DERMER: I would like to hear Hon Ken Travers speak. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Yes, we all would. 

Hon ED DERMER: Hon Norman Moore should know by now that he will have the opportunity to speak, if he 
wishes to. 

Hon Norman Moore: Come off the grass! 

Hon ED DERMER: It is disorderly to project into a full-length speech — 

Hon Norman Moore: You’ve never interjected? 

Hon Ken Travers: Never on myself. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon ED DERMER: It is disorderly to project into a full-length speech while sitting in one’s chair. 

Hon Norman Moore: How pathetic! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Norman Moore: This is indicative — 
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The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no point of order but I did ask for cooperation from members so that we 
could hear one member at a time, and that is what I want to hear for the remaining 46 seconds of this member’s 
time. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I can assure Hon Norman Moore that I have never interjected on Hon Ken Travers in 
this house in my life! 

What we see are record increases right across the board, not just in electricity charges. Right across the board, 
the government has been increasing fees and charges way above the inflation rate in direct contrast to what the 
government promised, which is that it would lower taxes. The government was to give $250 million as a starting 
point in tax cuts and it would go on from there; and that was over and above the forward estimates. What has the 
government done? It has deferred a range of tax cuts that were already written into the forward estimates of the 
previous government. One of those areas that the minister talked about today was payroll tax. He talked about 
the rebate, which actually occurred last year, and he forgot to mention that at the same time the government took 
$156 million off by deferring payroll tax harmonisation payments. 
 


