
Question on notice no. 10

Portfolio question number: SBE24-231

2024-25 Supplementary budget estimates

Legal and Constitutional Affairs Committee, Attorney-General's Portfolio

Senator Paul Scarr: asked the Administrative Review Tribunal on 28 November
2024—

Senator SCARR: What are you reading from there, Registrar?
Mr Hawkins: From my notes-an email the president sent to me.
Senator SCARR: Can you table that, please?
Mr Hawkins: Sure.
Senator SCARR: Can you also provide, on notice, a copy of all correspondence which
transpired between the president and the deputy president in relation to that matter?
Mr Hawkins: I'll take on notice whether it's appropriate to disclose correspondence
between the president and a member, and, if it is, I will certainly do that.
Senator SCARR: It's a question of whether or not the minister or the government
elects to take a public interest immunity claim.
Mr Hawkins: Correct.
Senator SCARR: I'll leave that to the minister. I'm quite happy for you to take it on
notice. Can you take on notice to provide any other documents or records you might
have in relation to that interaction between the president and the deputy president
about her use of social media.
Mr Hawkins: I will.
Answer —
Please see the attached answer.





    

               
                 

  

             

           

              

          

                  

                 

                 
         

                    
                   

              

                
                  

                
                    
                    

    

                 

                 

       

      

                 

    

               

                 

           

              

     

  

     

      















From: Justice Kyrou
To: Michael Hawkins AM
Subject: Tweets by DP Clare Thompson
Date: Thursday, 7 November 2024 5:12:45 PM
Attachments: Outlook-v2pjueml.png

Set out below is a summary of my dealings with DP Clare Thompson in relation to the
tweets that were tabled in Parliament on Tuesday 5 November 2024. 

On Wednesday 6 November 2024, I wrote to DP Thompson and asked her to confirm
whether she was the author of the tweets, whether the account from which the tweets
were made was closed and, if so when, and the nature of her present social media
presence.

DP Thompson wrote to me on the same day confirming that:
 

1. She did not check all of the tweets, but the two she checked were sent by her
from the Twitter account 'claret_perth' and it was very likely that all the others
were also sent from her account. 

2. She closed the Twitter account prior to November 2023. 
3. Her current publicly available social media activity is limited, and she only posts

innocuous material.
4. Since her appointment to the AAT in July 2024 and the ART on 14 October 2024,

she has taken steps to ensure that she does not say anything that may be
regarded as controversial or damaging to the reputation of the AAT or ART, and
will continue to be extremely careful about what she says and how she uses
social media.
 

She has given me an assurance that she will not use the sort of language that she used
in the tweets that were tabled in Parliament, in any public or work setting, and that she
will do her absolute best to not breach the social media policy, which she has read and
understands.
 
Based on the information DP Thompson has provided, I formed the opinion that the
tweets that were tabled in Parliament were posted prior to the establishment of the ART
on 14 October 2024 and the commencement of the Code of Conduct for Non-Judicial
Members on that day. As the Code does not have retrospective effect in respect of
conduct by a person prior to becoming a member of the ART, it does not apply to those
tweets. Accordingly, no action could be taken by me under the Code or the ART Act.

I informed DP Thompson of the above opinion. 
 
I strongly advised DP Thompson to consider not having any publicly accessible social
media presence and, if she decides to have such a social media presence, she should
exercise a high degree of care and restraint in what she posts. In particular, she should
not post anything which includes offensive language, makes partisan political comments
or is otherwise inappropriate and, obviously, she should not post anything that breaches
the Code.
 

The Hon Justice Kyrou AO
President of the Administrative Review Tribunal
Judge of the Federal Court of Australia
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 SBE24-231 - Providing documents on notice regarding social media account 

 

Senator Paul Scarr asked the following question on 28 November 2024: 

Senator SCARR:  What are you reading from there, Registrar?  

Mr Hawkins:  From my notes—an email the president sent to me.  

Senator SCARR:  Can you table that, please?  

Mr Hawkins:  Sure.  

Senator SCARR: Can you also provide, on notice, a copy of all correspondence which transpired 

between the president and the deputy president in relation to that matter?  

Mr Hawkins: I'll take on notice whether it's appropriate to disclose correspondence between the 

president and a member, and, if it is, I will certainly do that. 

Senator SCARR: It's a question of whether or not the minister or the government elects to take a 

public interest immunity claim. 

Mr Hawkins: Correct. 

Senator SCARR: I'll leave that to the minister. I'm quite happy for you to take it on notice. Can 

you take on notice to provide any other documents or records you might have in relation to that 

interaction between the president and the deputy president about her use of social media. 

Mr Hawkins: I will. 

 

The response to the senator’s question is as follows: 

 

A copy of the email the President, the Hon Justice Emilios Kyrou AO, sent to the 

Chief Executive Officer and Principal Registrar, Mr Michael Hawkins AM, is attached.  

 

Also attached are copies of emails between the President and Deputy President Thompson, with 

redactions to information included in those emails that is not relevant to the question. This 

represents all the correspondence and all the records of interactions that occurred between the 

President and the Deputy President about this matter.  

 

Generally, we consider correspondence between the President and other statutory office holders 

as held in confidence. The President and the Deputy President have no issue in releasing this 

correspondence and I consider it in the public interest to do so.   

 




