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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [9.59 pm]: I rise this evening to grumble. Specifically, I want to 
grumble about the process at the moment for answers to questions on notice. I am not here to ask questions for 
the fun of it. If I ask a question of my colleagues, it is because I am seriously trying to get to the bottom of a 
matter. I asked a question as far back as Tuesday, 26 November. I am trying to get to the bottom of a serious 
matter about the Insurance Commission of WA. When I read standing order 108(2), it interests me no end to see 
that it states — 

When a question on notice remains unanswered after 9 sitting days, the Member to whom the question 
is directed shall advise the Council, at the conclusion of the period for questions without notice on the 
next sitting day, the date when an answer is expected to be provided. 

There are a few things I want to say about that. First of all, members will probably tell me that I am going to 
have to be a bit more patient because the part that states “after 9 sitting days” means that it does not kick into 
effect until tomorrow. I asked the question on Tuesday, 26 November. I have not gone back to check whether we 
had, in those final three weeks, any days that were normally scheduled to be sitting days but in the end were not. 
I know a few odd things happened at the end of last year, but I cannot recall whether we had what some people 
might refer to as a day off, which we all know does not exist. Let us imagine for a moment, without checking the 
record, that that did not happen. That means that I asked the question on Tuesday, 26 November and we had 
three sitting weeks. By anyone’s calculation, that is nine sitting days. I am sure that people will say that the day I 
asked the question does not count so there have been only eight sitting days; and today is the first day back, so 
that is nine sitting days. This kicks into action only after nine sitting days. The member to whom the question 
was directed at the conclusion of the period for questions without notice on the next sitting, which will be 
tomorrow at around five o’clock, needs to advise me when I am to expect an answer. This assumes, of course, 
that I do not get an answer tomorrow. 

Apart from the fact that that is a rather convoluted process, I might just say in passing—no doubt members 
opposite will agree—that it is a fairly unsatisfactory situation when the response potentially tomorrow could be 
that the member will tell me a date when the answer is expected to be provided, which might be in the never–
never. I think there was once a discussion in this place about someone providing an answer stating that it would 
be in the fullness of time or something absurd. That is not my point. My point is that surely there has to be some 
adherence to the spirit of the standing order. We have just had a massive recess period over summer. There was 
no Parliament during the whole month of January. Presumably people in the various government departments are 
still working. Not everyone has taken leave for eight, nine, 10 or however many weeks it has been. I presume 
someone must be doing something. How it is possible that potentially tomorrow I am looking at getting a 
response saying, “I am going to provide you with an answer in the fullness of time” is beyond belief. 

Let us imagine for a moment that we had had four consecutive sitting weeks. In fact, that did happen at the end 
of the schedule last year; there were four consecutive sitting weeks for the Legislative Council. If I had asked my 
question only a couple of days earlier, there would have been an obligation under this standing order for the 
response to be provided. As it so happened, I got around to doing it only on Tuesday, 26 November. The relevant 
department then had all of the month of December, all of the month of January and the best part of February, yet 
I still do not have an answer. 

Hon Ken Travers: I suspect that when you get the answer, it won’t answer your question anyway! 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Possibly, although the last time the department was helpful. I am hopeful that that will 
continue this time. It did not give me the answer to the first part, so we will see. 

It seems to me that there might be a case for the Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges, which has 
responsibility to look at the general running of the standing orders from time to time, to consider this particular 
standing order and whether it is achieving what members really want it to achieve. As I say, it seems a bit odd to 
me that I can ask a question on 26 November, yet here I stand on 18 February with no answer to an important 
issue that I am trying to get to the bottom of. Maybe with some clever drafting and some collaboration between 
the various parties in the chamber we could formulate a better set of words that might ensure that this is done. It 
seems to me that if the Legislative Council is in recess for two months, it is not that unreasonable to expect that 
the department might provide a response on the very next sitting day when we return. It is not as though it has 
been put under a lot of pressure; in fact, it has been under a lot less pressure, because if the sitting schedule had 
been any different there would have been an expectation to provide a response at an earlier time. 

As I said at the start of my comments, I felt the need this evening to grumble a little during my member’s 
statement. We will see whether there is a response tomorrow. Even if that is the case, I still think there is a point 
to be made. I note that on the list of questions yet to be answered there are questions that were asked after the 
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date that I asked my question—26 November. The point for those members is that the various departments have 
had more than two months in which to get to the bottom of the matter. 

Hon Ken Travers: I think one of the problems now is that some—not all—ministers’ officers don’t provide the 
answer until the ninth day. They will have it sitting there on their desk and they sit on it and wait until the ninth 
day. Some ministers don’t do that. I think that is something that needs to be looked at. 

Hon NICK GOIRAN: Hon Ken Travers, that is what I am saying about people not complying with the spirit of 
what is intended. I would have thought that the idea of saying that an answer should be provided essentially 
within nine sitting days is to give them a maximum period to try to get to the bottom of things. If they really 
cannot get to the bottom of it at that stage, they should say when they intend they will do it. It does not mean that 
they will provide answers only after nine days. If they can answer the question within two or three days, they 
should do that. I think that having had two months over the summer recess is more than adequate time in which 
to answer the question. In particular in this case, it is not as though it is a new topic. I had asked a question about 
the Insurance Commission of WA. A very useful answer was provided. Then I asked for a set of data about 
preceding years. It should not be that difficult. As I say, we will see what happens tomorrow and, hopefully, 
there will not be a need for me to make a further contribution tomorrow evening. 
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