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MEMBERS’ ETHICS AND PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE 
Report No. 90 

 
Matter of Privilege Referred by the Deputy Speaker on 28 February 2008 Relating to 

Alleged Reflections on the Speaker 
 
 

Introduction and background 

1. The Members’ Ethics and Parliamentary Privileges Committee (the MEPPC or the committee) is 
a statutory committee of the Queensland Parliament established under the Parliament of 
Queensland Act 2001 (the POQA or the Act). The current committee was appointed by resolution 
of the Legislative Assembly on 11 October 2006. 

2. Section 93 of the POQA provides that the MEPPC’s area of responsibility includes the powers, 
rights and immunities (parliamentary privilege) of the Legislative Assembly, its committees and 
members. The committee investigates and reports on matters of privilege and possible 
contempts of Parliament referred to it by the Speaker or the House, and inquires into and 
reviews other significant issues regarding parliamentary privilege. 

3. On 28 February 2008, the Deputy Speaker, Mr John English MP referred to the committee a 
matter of privilege raised by the Speaker, the Hon Mike Reynolds AM MP.  Mr Speaker had 
delegated consideration of this matter to the Deputy Speaker. 

4. The matter concerned numerous statements made by the Member for Nicklin, both in the media 
and in the House, about the Speaker. 

 
The reference 

5. On 28 February 2008 the Deputy Speaker made the following statement to the House: 

 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: On Friday, 22 February 2008 I received correspondence from Mr Speaker delegating 
to me consideration of possible matters of privilege. It is a well-recognised principle of parliamentary privilege 
that the character or actions of the Speaker may not be criticised except on a substantive motion. There are 
numerous precedents for reflections on the Speaker having been treated as a serious contempt and breach of 
privilege in Westminster style parliaments throughout the world. In relatively recent times there have been four 
investigations and reports relating to alleged reflections on the character of the Speaker of the Legislative 
Assembly of Queensland by relevant committees. 

 
The Members’ Ethics and Parliamentary Privileges Committee, in its report No. 54 relating to improper 
reflections by a member about the impartiality of the Speaker, drew attention to the seriousness of improper 
reflections on the Speaker, emphasising— 
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That improper reflections on the Speaker inside or outside the House may be treated by the House as a serious contempt 
and a breach of the parliament’s privileges. 
 
The former Select Committee of Privileges in a June 1990 report found a member to have committed a 
contempt in reflecting on the impartiality of the Speaker in a prepared media release, finding that the media 
release— 
Directly attacks the impartiality of the Speaker. Such comments in the form of a media release are highly injurious to the 
standing and authority of the Speaker and in direct contravention of the rule forbidding reflections on the impartiality of the 
Speaker. 
 
The Members’ Ethics and Parliamentary Privileges Committee in its report No. 71 in November 2005 went so 
far as to produce a circular for the information of all members explaining the rule about reflections on the chair, 
its importance and consequences. I believe that in an open, democratic society the rule about reflections on the 
chair has to be balanced against freedom of speech in and out of the House. Those of us who sit in this chair 
should not be overly precious. However, the rule is important and based on sound principle. Intemperate, 
unmeasured and gratuitous attacks on the chair and the impartiality of the chair should not be tolerated. 

 
The first matter relates to recent statements made by the member for Nicklin, both in the media and in this 
House, about the Speaker. I have viewed all the material before me and consider that the member’s statements 
contain prima facie reflections that should be referred to the Members’ Ethics and Parliamentary Privileges 
Committee for its consideration. In doing so, I am conscious of the comments I made earlier about balancing 
freedom of speech with the nature of the statements. On the material available to me, the statements appear to 
be neither temperate nor a measured response. However, I also stress that because of the rules of procedure I 
do not have all possible information before me and I am relying, in some instances, on secondary reporting. 
 
The second matter refers to allegedly deliberately misleading statements by the member in the House which I 
am not intending to refer as there is insufficient independent evidence before me on this matter. Before 
concluding, there are a few ancillary matters I believe it is incumbent on me to take this opportunity to stress. 
 
I am aware of many statements made by members, the media and others that have questioned the actions and 
motives of the Speaker. As I have alluded to earlier, not every criticism will amount to a reflection. Not every 
reflection will warrant action. At the end of the day, it is a matter of balancing freedom of speech with the nature 
of the statements. 

 
I also note that there are now two committees with important inquiries before them. The Broadcast of 
Parliament Select Committee is inquiring into the subject matter of the statements that have led to the reference 
to the Members’ Ethics and Parliamentary Privileges Committee. The Members’ Ethics and Parliamentary 
Privileges Committee is considering the possible reflections themselves. 

 
Standing order 271 restricts any debate in the House on the matters before the Members’ Ethics and 
Parliamentary Privileges Committee. I would also request all members to respect the inquiry process and desist 
from debating the matter outside of the committee’s inquiry process. 
 

6. Specifically, the matter referred to the committee concerns an allegation that the Member for 
Nicklin has adversely reflected upon the Chair on numerous occasions both inside and outside 
the House. 

 
Chronology of significant events 

7. The allegations against the Member for Nicklin relate to several statements that he made over a 
number of days. These statements are presented here chronologically.  

Sunshine Coast Daily - 7 February 2008  

Statement #1: ‘I may get into trouble for saying this, but it is the height of arrogance for Mr Reynolds to do 
this and I ask that he rethinks it’. 
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Channel Ten – 8 February 2008 

Statement #2: ‘That’s a disgrace I believe it is an abuse of his position’. 

Statement #3: ‘People have been saying to me it appears the Speaker has just been swept up with his power 
and his position and he needs to take a cold shower.’ 

Statement #4: ‘Well many people have told me they think that the Speaker needs to go back to where he was 
a backbencher or Minister of Government and have a reality check.’ 

Channel Two – 8 February 2008 

Statement #5: ‘Well it certainly seems to me that the Speaker is endeavouring to monitor, to filter what the 
television cameras send out on their news bulletins’. 

Statement #6: Matt Wordsworth (Channel Two Journalist) – ‘Criticising the Speaker is an offence for a 
politician but Mr Wellington says he doesn’t care’.  

Statement #7: ‘I feel very strongly about this. Everyone I have spoken to in my community are ropable, 
they’re outraged’. 

 Hansard -14 February 2008 10:28am 

Statement #8: ‘I see this motion as a simple ploy by you, Mr Speaker, and the government to find another 
way––’ 

Statement #9: ‘I reflect on a conversation that you and I had last week, Mr Speaker, and I will share that 
with members. That conversation was in relation to the cameras and the monitoring of this chamber and 
what happens in our people’s House in Queensland. During that conversation I asked you why it was your 
view that you did not want the two camera operators to continue under your new proposal, and you said, 
‘That is my decision. It is not a matter for the parliament and I will simply postpone the day that they will 
terminate their existence.’  

 

Definition of contempt 

8. Section 37 of the POQA provides that a contempt of the Assembly means ‘a breach or 
disobedience of the powers, rights or immunities, or a contempt, of the Assembly or its members 
or committees’.  Conduct, including words, is not contempt of the Assembly unless it amounts, or 
is intended or likely to amount, to an improper interference with— 

 
(a) the free exercise by the Assembly or a committee of its authority or functions; or 
 
(b) the free performance by a member of the member’s duties as a member. 
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Nature of the contempt of reflecting on the Chair 

9. The Standing Rules and Orders of the Legislative Assembly: Effective from 31 August 2004 (the 
Standing Orders) further clarify contempt and specifically include commenting or reflecting on the 
actions of the Chair as part of a list of actions that constitute contempt: 

except by a substantive motion of censure, commenting or reflecting on the decisions or actions of 
the Chair, whether relating to actions inside the House or the character of the Chair in general (SO 
266(23). 
 

10. Erskine May provides advice regarding reflections on the character of the Speaker and states 
that ‘reflections on the character of the Speaker may be punished as breaches of privilege. His 
action cannot be criticised incidentally in debate or upon any proceeding except a substantive 
motion’. This principle is reflected in Standing Orders 115 and 250. 

115. Rules for questions 

 …  

 (d) Questions shall not be asked which reflect on or are critical of the character or conduct of those persons 
whose conduct may only be challenged on a substantive motion. 

 … 

 
250. Dissent from rulings of Speaker 

(1) A member may dissent from a ruling of the Speaker only by motion on notice.   

(2) Notice of motion in (1) must be given within one sitting day from the day on which the ruling 
was given. 

(3) The motion in (1) shall be considered within three sitting days of that on which the notice of 
motion was given. 

11. In Queensland, and in many other jurisdictions based on the Westminster system, it is a 
recognised principle of parliamentary privilege that the character or actions of the Chair (the 
Speaker, Deputy Speaker and Acting Speakers) may not be criticised by any member except on 
a substantive motion. There are numerous authorities that support this principle.1 The principle is 
based on respect for the institution of Parliament––the Chair being the embodiment of the power, 
authority and integrity of the Parliament.  

12. Reflections on the Chair may undermine the authority of Parliament by diminishing the respect 
due to the institution of Parliament. The United Kingdom House of Commons has traditionally 
regarded any reflections on the Speaker as a breach of privilege and contempt of Parliament. 
Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practice, states––  

… reflections on the character of the Speaker or accusations of partiality in the discharge of his 
duties and similar charges against the Chairman of Ways and Means or Chairman of a standing 
committee or a select committee have attracted the penal powers of the Commons.2 

 
 
 

                                                 
1 See Marleau R  and Montpetit C, House of Commons Procedure and Practice, McGraw-Hill, Montreal, 2000, at 266. 
2  Limon, Sir Donald and McKay W R (eds), Erskine May’s Treatise on The Law, Privileges, Proceedings and Usage of 

Parliament, 22nd edn., Butterworths, London, 1997, at 123. 
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13. The second edition of Parliamentary Practice in New Zealand states––  

Speeches and writings reflecting upon the character or conduct of individual members in their 
parliamentary roles have been punished as contempts. … Some of the most serious reflections on 
members that can be made concern those against the character of the Speaker or any other 
presiding officer and accusations that presiding officers have shown partiality in discharging 
their duties. Reporting on a question of privilege concerning a reflection on the Speaker, the 
privileges committee has said, ‘[The] Speaker is in a special position. Being the embodiment of 
Parliament, reflections upon [the Speaker’s] character or conduct directly attack the very 
institution of Parliament itself, and have been dealt with accordingly here and in England.’3 

14. The Queensland Legislative Assembly has also treated reflections on the Speaker as a breach of 
privilege. The former Select Committee of Privileges found a member to have committed a 
contempt in reflecting on the impartiality of the Speaker in a media release, finding that the media 
release––  

… directly attacks the impartiality of the Speaker. … Such comments in the form of a media 
release are highly injurious to the standing and authority of the Speaker and in direct 
contravention of the rule forbidding reflections on the impartiality of the Speaker.4 

15. MEPPC Report No. 54 related to improper reflections by a member about the impartiality of the 
Speaker. This report drew attention to the seriousness of improper reflections on the Speaker, 
emphasising––  

… that improper reflections on the Speaker inside or outside the House may be treated by the 
House as a serious contempt and a breach of the parliament’s privileges.5  

16. MEPPC Report No. 71 discussed improper reflections on the Chair and went so far as to 
produce a circular containing the information above in an effort to remind all Members of the 
significance of this issue and the Office of the Speaker.6 

 
Establishing a prima facie case of possible contempt 
17. The committee has established procedures for dealing with privileges references, which ensure 

procedural fairness and natural justice is afforded to all parties.  These procedures are set out in 
Chapter 40 of the Standing Orders.  The committee is also bound by the Instructions to 
committees regarding witnesses contained in Schedule 3 to the Standing Orders. 

18. On 12 March 2008 the Member for Nanango, Mrs Dorothy Pratt MP, advised the committee of 
her intention to stand down from the committee in accordance with Standing Order 272 for 
consideration of this matter. On 9 April 2008, in accordance with Standing Order 272(2), the 
Acting Speaker, Mr John English MP, appointed the Member for Maryborough, Mr Chris Foley 
MP, to replace the Member for Nanango on the committee for consideration of the matter. 

19. The committee was satisfied that there was sufficient evidence contained in the newspaper 
reports, television recordings, Hansard and the Deputy Speaker’s referral to enable the 
committee to determine whether or not to investigate the alleged reflections on the Speaker.   

                                                 
3  McGee D, Parliamentary Practice in New Zealand, 2nd edn., G P Publications, Wellington, 1994, at 496. 
4  Select Committee of Privileges, Matter referred by the Legislative Assembly on 7 June 1990, Queensland Legislative Assembly, 

Brisbane, 1990, at 16. 
5  Select Committee of Privileges, Matter referred by the Legislative Assembly on 7 June 1990, Queensland Legislative Assembly, 

Brisbane, 1990, at 16. 
6  MEPPC Report No. 71, Matter of Privilege Referred by the Speaker on 9 November 2005 Relating to an Alleged Threat Against 

a Member and Alleged Reflections on the Chair, Queensland Legislative Assembly, Brisbane, 2005, at 14-15. 
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20. On 12 March 2008 the committee considered the material before it and decided that there was a 
prima facie case of improper interference with the free exercise by the Assembly of its authorities 
and functions. The committee resolved to investigate this allegation. 

 
Investigation of possible contempt 

21. In order to investigate the possible contempt, the committee undertook a number of actions. 
Firstly, they invited written submissions from the Speaker and the Member for Nicklin. On 16 
April 2008 the committee assessed these written submissions.  

22. The committee resolved to conduct a private hearing in accordance with Standing Order 270(2) 
and the principles of natural justice. On 1 May 2008 the committee held a private hearing inviting 
both the Speaker and the Member for Nicklin to attend as witnesses. 

23. On 14 May 2008 the committee assessed both the written and oral submissions and considered 
whether there was sufficient evidence of a contempt. The committee’s analysis, conclusions and 
recommendations are set out below. 

 
The alleged reflections on the Chair 

24. In the reference to the committee, the Speaker provided evidence of numerous reported alleged 
reflections on the Chair and interferences with the authority of the Chair in a newspaper report, 
television recordings and Hansard.  This material suggested that the Member for Nicklin had 
commented on the character and actions of the Speaker. 

25. Given that reflections on the Speaker have previously been held to constitute a contempt, the 
committee was satisfied that there was a prima facie case of improper interference with the free 
exercise by the Assembly of its authority or functions.  The committee gave the Member for 
Nicklin opportunities to respond to the allegation that he had reflected on the character of the 
Speaker. 

26. In his written and oral submissions, the Member for Nicklin does not deny making any of the 
statements listed above. In the past, members have drawn attention to the fact that reflecting 
upon the Speaker was not listed as a contempt in the Parliament of Queensland Act or the 
Standing Orders.  Some members also indicated that they were unaware that it is inappropriate 
to reflect on the Speaker. However after MEPPC Report No. 71 was tabled, the Standing Orders 
were amended to include commenting or reflecting on the decisions or actions of the Chair, 
except by a substantive motion of censure, as an example of contempt (SO266(23)).7  

27. In the private hearing the committee questioned the Member for Nicklin to ensure that he was 
aware that his statements may amount to a reflection on the Speaker. Despite this he continued 
to make the statements. The committee is satisfied that the Member for Nicklin intended to reflect 
on the character of the Speaker.  

 

                                                 
7 MEPPC Report No. 71, Matter of Privilege Referred by the Speaker on 9 November 2005 Relating to an Alleged Threat Against 

a Member and Alleged Reflections on the Chair, Queensland Legislative Assembly, Brisbane, 2005, at 13. 
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Analysis 

28. The issues to be resolved in relation to the alleged contempt are–– 

 
• Did the Member make the comments attributed to him? 
• Do these statements amount to a reflection on the Chair? 
• Do the statements constitute an improper interference with the free exercise by the 

Assembly of its authority or functions? 
 

Did the Member make the comments attributed to him? 

29. The Member for Nicklin’s statements made inside and outside the House received wide media 
coverage. The member’s statements are captured in newspaper, media transcript, Hansard and 
in television footage.    

30. The Member for Nicklin did not deny making the statements attributed to him in the Speaker’s 
letter in his submission to the committee. 

31. In his oral submission, the Member for Nicklin admitted to deliberately making all of the 
statements attributed to him. 

 
Do these statements amount to a reflection on the Chair? 

32. The Member for Nicklin argues that he prefaces some of his comments with ‘people have been 
saying to me…’ or ‘[w]ell many people have told me..’ which changes the context of his 
statements. The committee considered that it was not appropriate for a member to reflect on the 
character of the Chair by prefacing the statement with an attribution to other people generally.  

33. Furthermore other comments made by the Member for Nicklin are not prefaced with ‘people have 
been saying to me…’ and are phrased as ‘I’ statements. For example in the Channel Ten news 
report on 8 February 2008, he said ‘[t]hat’s a disgrace. I believe it is an abuse of his position’. 

34. Standing Order 266(23) is very clear in stating that, except by a substantive motion of censure, 
commenting on the decisions or actions of the Chair is a contempt. 

 
Do the statements constitute an interference with the powers, rights and immunities of the 
House? 

35. Standing Order 266(23) states that it is a contempt to reflect on the Chair. 

36. No attempt has been made by the Member for Nicklin to censure the Speaker on a substantive 
motion in accordance with the basic principle of parliamentary privilege.  

37. The Member for Nicklin has not apologised for his comments or retracted the comments that he 
made outside the House that are the subject of this inquiry, although he has made an apology for 
his comments made inside the House. The Speaker advised at the private hearing that he 
accepted the Member for Nicklin’s apology for his statements made within the House as an 
unreserved apology. However, the committee notes that the Member for Nicklin has not made an 
unreserved apology in either his written or oral submissions. 
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Points raised by the Member for Nicklin 

38. Despite the Member for Nicklin’s own clear admissions, the member raised a number of points in 
his defence. The committee has decided to briefly address these points so that the Member for 
Nicklin and other members are aware that these factors are not a defence in relation to alleged 
reflections on the Speaker. 

• Time: The Member for Nicklin argues that the Speaker took an unreasonable amount of 
time to write to the Deputy Speaker to request a referral of the matter to the MEPPC.  

The length of time between the alleged reflection and the subsequent request for referral 
to the MEPPC is not relevant to a finding of contempt. Furthermore, two weeks is not an 
unreasonable amount of time for a person to make a complaint and there is no precedent 
to suggest otherwise. 

• Public interest and “greater good”: The member believes that his statements are in the 
public interest.  

The upholding of the dignity and respect of the House is paramount to the effective 
workings of Parliament. If the Office of the Speaker is discredited by members it may 
seriously affect the public’s perception of the work of the Parliament and its members. It is 
in the public’s interest that the character and actions of the Speaker may not be criticised 
except on a substantive motion. It would therefore not be in the public interest for a 
member to raise matters of concern by criticising the character and actions of the 
Speaker.   

• Introductory words: The Member for Nicklin argues that using introductory words provide 
context to the statements and that they are therefore not a reflection on the Speaker. 

Allowing members to criticise the Speaker by introducing their comments with “people 
have been saying to me…’ would potentially open the floodgates to any member who 
wished to adversely comment upon the character or actions of the Speaker without 
remaining accountable for their statements.  

• Speaker’s actions: The member believes that if the Speaker is acting inappropriately in 
the eyes of a member then this justifies statements such as those made by the member. 
The dignity of the Office of the Speaker cannot be upheld if a member is permitted to 
criticise the Speaker based on their subjective view of the character or actions of the 
Speaker. There is provision for a member to comment or reflect on the decisions or 
actions of the Speaker by a substantive motion of censure in the House.   

• Truth: The member believes that his statements are statements of truth. However, the 
veracity of a statement is not a defence to a contempt. Furthermore, it is not the 
committee’s role to judge the truth of the Member for Nicklin’s statements. 

• Modern times: The Member for Nicklin believes that in modern times his statements 
should be considered moderate and balanced.  
It is not up to individual members to determine whether words such as “arrogance, 
disgrace and abuse of his position…” are appropriate when commenting on the character 
and actions of the Speaker in modern times. There is no precedent for the acceptance of 
such language in the Parliament of Queensland with respect to reflections on the 
Speaker.  

• Apology: The Member for Nicklin asserts that the Speaker should have sought an apology 
from him to avoid the matter being referred to the committee. The committee believes that 
if a member criticises another member or in this case, the Speaker, the obligation is on 
the person who committed the wrong to apologise. Whilst the person wronged may 
choose to seek an apology, they are not obligated to do so. 
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Conclusion 

39. The committee unanimously finds the Member for Nicklin guilty of a contempt for reflecting on the 
actions and character of the Speaker. 

 
Penalty 

40. In considering an appropriate penalty, the committee considered the Parliament of Queensland 
Act, the Standing Orders and previous reports relating to reflections on the Chair and for 
contempt generally. 

41. The committee strongly supports the view that any attack upon the authority of the Speaker is an 
attack upon the authority of the House.  As noted above, it is a basic principle of parliamentary 
privilege that the character or actions of the Speaker may not be criticised except on a 
substantive motion.  The Standing Orders provide a “right of appeal” to the House from a 
decision of the Speaker by way of dissent to a ruling of the Chair.  On debate of a motion of 
dissent, only the ruling may be criticised, not the character of the Chair. 

42. Standing Order 250 provides–– 

 
250. Dissent from rulings of Speaker 

(1) A member may dissent from a ruling of the Speaker only by motion on notice.   

(2) Notice of motion in (1) must be given within one sitting day from the day on which the ruling 
was given. 

(3) The motion in (1) shall be considered within three sitting days of that on which the notice of 
motion was given. 

43. MEPPC Report No. 71 explains that if members believe the Speaker has done anything that 
deems the Speaker unworthy of holding the high position the Speaker holds or that the 
Speaker’s conduct deserves censure, then notice of a motion of censure (or no confidence) can 
be given.  It is only on debate of a substantive censure motion that a member can reflect on the 
character of the Chair, as opposed to a decision of the Chair.8  The motion must follow the usual 
rules set out in Chapter 15 of the Standing Orders.9 

44. The committee finds that the statements in question are at the higher end of the scale for 
reflecting on the character and actions of the Chair. The committee finds that a number of factors 
in this case support the committee’s unanimous recommendation for a more severe penalty. 

• The role of the Office of the Speaker is the cornerstone of Parliament and respect for the 
Speaker’s role is essential for the power, authority and integrity of Parliament. The Member 
for Nicklin’s written and oral submissions indicate a lack of respect for the role of the Office 
of the Speaker and has diminished the respect due to the institution of Parliament. 

• In his oral submission (and after viewing the Channel Two news footage from 8 February 
2008), the Member for Nicklin admits to making the comments attributed to him by 
journalist Matt Wordsworth. The member therefore acknowledged that ‘he is aware that it is 
an offence for a politician to criticise the Speaker but that he doesn’t care’.   

                                                 
8 MEPPC Report No. 71, Matter of Privilege Referred by the Speaker on 9 November 2005 Relating to an Alleged 

Threat Against a Member and Alleged Reflections on the Chair, Queensland Legislative Assembly, Brisbane, 2005, 
at 12-13. 

9  Chapter 15: Motions.  Standing Rules and Orders of the Legislative Assembly: Effective from 31 August 2004, at 15. 
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• The Member for Nicklin has been a member since June 1998 and has been present during 
several investigations and reports relating to reflections on the Chair. There have been four 
reports in relatively recent times involving reflections on the Chair and a circular was 
produced in 2005 regarding reflections on the Chair. The member’s presence during these 
reports and his direct reference to one of these reports in his oral submission, indicates that 
he is aware that it is a contempt to reflect on the Chair.10   

• By the Member for Nicklin’s own admission he deliberately made these statements with the 
knowledge that they may amount to contempt for reflecting on the Speaker. 

• The member’s statements were not spur of the moment but were repeated over a period of 
time, both inside and outside the House, receiving wide media coverage. 

• The Member for Nicklin had another option open to him, to censure the Speaker on a 
substantive motion in accordance with the basic principle of parliamentary privilege.  

• The member has used the committee’s invitation to present a written and oral submission 
as an opportunity to further reflect upon the character and actions of the Speaker. 

• The Member for Nicklin does not resile from his comments, has not shown respect for the 
role of the Office of the Speaker, has not shown remorse for his actions, has not apologised 
unreservedly to the House or the Speaker and did not move a motion of censure. 

45. The committee unanimously recommends that the House order the Member for Nicklin to: 
 

• unreservedly apologise to the House and the Speaker; and 
 

• be suspended forthwith from the services and precincts of the House for 21 days. 
 
 
 
Conclusion: The committee unanimously finds a contempt against the Member for Nicklin 
in relation to comments made by the member in the newspaper report and television 
recordings referred to the committee. 
 
Recommendation 1: The committee unanimously recommends that the House order the 
Member for Nicklin to unreservedly apologise to the House and the Speaker. 
 
Recommendation 2: The committee unanimously recommends that the House suspend the 
Member for Nicklin forthwith from the services and the precincts of the House for 21 days. 
 
 
 
 
 

Annastacia Palaszczuk MP 
Chair 
June 2008 
                                                 
10 MEPPC Report No. 71, Matter of Privilege Referred by the Speaker on 9 November 2005 Relating to an Alleged 

Threat Against a Member and Alleged Reflections on the Chair, Queensland Legislative Assembly, Brisbane, 2005. 
This report included the circular educating members about reflections on the Chair. 
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Mr Phil Gray MP 
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Mrs Linda Lavarch MP13 (from 6 February 2007) 
Member for Kurwongbah 

Mrs Dorothy Pratt MP14 
Member for Nanango 

Mr Jeff Seeney MP15 (from 12 February 2008) 
Member for Callide 
Ms Karen Struthers MP16 (from 16 April 2008) 
Member for Algester 

 
Secretariat 
Ms Lyndel Bates, Acting Research Director 
Ms Kellie Moule, Senior Research Officer 
Ms Narelle Robinson, Executive Assistant 
 
Contact 
Telephone: 07 3406 7167 
Facsimile: 07 3406 7691 
E-mail: meppc@parliament.qld.gov.au 
Internet:  www.parliament.qld.gov.au/committees 
 

 

                                                 
11  Mr Stirling Hinchliffe MP, Chair, Member for Stafford, to 1 November 2006. 
12 On 9 April 2008 the Acting Speaker, Mr John English MP appointed Mr Chris Foley MP to the committee for the consideration 

of the matter. 
13 Hon Dean Wells MP, Member for Murrumba, to 1 November 2006; Ms Rachel Nolan MP, Member for Ipswich, to 6 February 

2007. 
14  On 12 March 2008 Mrs Pratt advised the committee that, in accordance with Standing Order 272, she was withdrawing from 

consideration of this matter. 
15  Mr Lawrence Springborg MP, Member for Southern Downs, to 12 February 2008. 
16  Mrs Jo-Ann Miller MP, Member for Bundamba, to 16 April 2008. 
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