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Questions without Notice � Ministers� Answers � Adjournment Debate 
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West � Minister for Child Protection) [10.08 pm]: Last Thursday 
Hon Ken Travers made an adjournment speech full of his usual spin. In my seven years as an opposition 
member, I extended to ministers in this house the courtesy of asking questions with some notice. I want to take 
up the issue of questions without notice and questions without notice of which some notice has been given. I 
went back over Hansard over the weekend to see how many times during my time in this place a member of the 
former Liberal opposition asked questions of ministers without giving notice. I found that during those years, in 
the main, Labor government ministers were given questions without notice very infrequently. Certainly, if an 
issue was running and a minister was under scrutiny, questions would be asked without notice. I found that some 
were asked of Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich when she was Minister for Education and Training. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I got a lot. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: No, there were not many; there were some. Hon Jon Ford was also asked a 
question without notice in one of his former portfolios. In the main, however, the former opposition gave 
ministers the courtesy of some notice. This seemed to be the convention in the house, even though I am very 
aware that standing orders allow questions without notice. I do not have a problem with that if questions do not 
require four pages for one answer. Convention is something that the Labor Party does not understand very well 
now that it is in opposition. 

I believe that many Labor members in this chamber have their questions written for them by someone sitting in 
the Leader of the Opposition�s office. I always took pride in the fact that I wrote my own questions. Last week 
Hon Ken Travers asked me a question without notice on the review of the Carers Recognition Act 2004. For 
some years I have not heard Hon Ken Travers be concerned about carers. To be fair, I understand that he was on 
a committee that helped draft the policy for this act some years ago. However, the closest I could come to any 
concern shown by him in Parliament in recent times was on 19 September 2007 when he presented for people 
with disabilities a petition on multipurpose taxis. The point I make is that I never knew Hon Ken Travers had any 
great passion about carers in this state. However, I am very pleased that he has now suddenly found an interest. 
Everyone should be interested in carers. They do a wonderful job in our society, which is often unrecognised, 
and no-one thanks them when what they do is unrelenting.  

I therefore chose to ask Hon Ken Travers to put the question on notice, not because I had something to hide but 
because I am concerned about the breaking down of convention in this house where questions used to be given 
with some notice, especially questions that needed a detailed response. To really put the question he asked me 
into perspective, I will repeat part of the question, which was � 

What action has the minister taken for each of the 16 recommendations? 
Hon Ken Travers expected me, without notice, to go through 16 recommendations off the top of my head and tell 
him what I was doing about each one of them. What a ridiculous assumption by him that I would have a 
photographic memory to enable me to go through each of those 16 recommendations and then tell him what I 
was going to do about each of them. My memory is very good, but to show members how ridiculous the question 
is, I now have in front of me the 16 recommendations, which come to four pages. It was my way of saying that if 
he wanted an answer to such an important question, he should put it on notice so that I could give him a 
comprehensive answer to his four-part question in which he mentioned the 16 recommendations in the review. 
He could then go to the woman in the Leader of the Opposition�s office who wrote the question for him and give 
her a very comprehensive answer. If by any chance it was a member of the public who wanted the question 
asked, he could have given that person a comprehensive answer. 

I have a very good relationship with Carers WA and the Carers Advisory Council. If they were concerned about 
where the review was at, they would have asked me. I have an open dialogue with anyone who wants to know 
about the review. The Department for Communities has been working on a strategy, which I will release when 
all stakeholders have been notified and consulted. I will not stand in this place and answer questions that I 
believe should have been given with notice because of the amount of detail required. I will place on record that 
when the Liberal Party was in government during my time here, Liberal Party members afforded ministers the 
courtesy of following the convention of giving some notice when asking questions without notice unless an 
urgent matter needed to be brought to the public�s attention. The review of the Carers Recognition Act is in 
hand, and there was nothing in the question that could not have waited for an answer. Yes, I take the point of 
Hon Ken Travers that I could have said that he should ask it again the next day, but I chose to make my point. 
Hon Ken Travers should stop grandstanding in this house. 
 


