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DEPARTMENT FOR CHILD PROTECTION — INCIDENT INVOLVING 17-YEAR-OLD IN CARE 

Question without Notice 571 — Supplementary Information 
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West — Minister for Child Protection) [5.02 pm]: This is further to 
the question Hon Sue Ellery asked me at the start of question time. I want to say to her that I do not, and will not, 
play — 

Point of Order 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I am not sure entirely what the minister is doing. I think she is seeking to add to the 
answer she gave to a question without notice earlier. I am not sure how she is able to do that under standing 
orders.  

The PRESIDENT: I requested further answers. I take it the minister is adding to the answer she provided at the 
beginning of question time today. Leave is not required because I asked ministers and parliamentary secretaries 
if they had further answers. I take it that the minister is providing further information in relation to that first 
question.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I think this is an important point. I would like to get further clarification. Traditionally, 
the custom and practice of this house is that when the President asks that question, it is about providing either 
documents that need to be tabled or additional information relating to questions asked on previous days. In that 
case a document is tabled and leave is sought to have it incorporated into Hansard. If we are now proceeding to 
a new procedure, and a new custom and practice of the house, we should be clear about that. If ministers want to 
have a second bite at answering a question at the end of question time they should not get that opportunity now. 
The process we have followed in the past is if a minister wishes to add to an answer, he or she would seek the 
leave of the house to add to comments made earlier. What the minister seems to be doing this time is very 
different to the sorts of things we have had in response to not just the President but other presiding officers in the 
past asking whether there are any further answers to questions.  

The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order. In fact, it is not a precedent. For instance, the parliamentary 
secretary representing the Attorney General, on Tuesday this week, during this segment stood and provided 
further information relating to a question from the previous day’s sitting. This is no different. In fact the question 
was asked during this sitting, without notice. There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: I do not, and will not, play politics with this issue in this chamber—the issue of 
two profoundly disabled young people. However, when a terrible wrongdoing has been done, such as happened, 
I write to the people concerned. In this case it will be to the family of that 20-year-old girl. I will write to them to 
express my feelings.  

The PRESIDENT: Further to that, there is a clear difference between providing further answers and a personal 
explanation. I am sure ministers and parliamentary secretaries are aware of those clear differences.  
 


