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Hon. JA STUCKEY (Currumbin—LNP) (Minister for Tourism, Major Events, Small Business and the
Commonwealth Games) (5.35 pm): I rise today to join the debate on the Criminal Law (False Evidence
Before Parliament) Amendment Bill 2012, introduced by the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice, the
honourable member for Kawana, on 19 June 2012 and referred to the Legal Affairs and Community Safety
Committee to report to the parliament by 2 July.

The objective of this bill of the Newman government is to amend the Criminal Code to reintroduce
the repealed section 57 ‘False evidence before parliament’, with amendment, to make it an offence to
knowingly give false evidence to parliament or its committees. I note that the Attorney has
mooted amendments to include sections 56 and 58 in line with recommendation No. 4 of the Legal Affairs
and Community Safety Committee’s report. Section 56 contains the offence of disturbing the legislature
and section 58 applies to witnesses refusing to attend or give evidence before parliament or a
parliamentary committee. More comment will appropriately be made during consideration in detail as to
why it is so important to reinstate these sections. 

I have waited a long time for this moment—the opportunity to repeal this vile legislation—as the
honourable member for Condamine and other long-serving members of this House have indicated and will
continue to do so. Almost seven long years has passed since parliament was recalled that fateful and
shameful day on Friday, 9 December 2005 to debate a motion from then Premier Peter Beattie that would
cast a dark shadow over our time-honoured Westminster system when the very principle of the separation
of powers of the parliament and the judiciary was abolished. It also cast a stain on the ALP and all of its 60
or so members in the parliament at that time. The motion in relation to the actions in the parliament of the
former member for Sandgate stated—
... that the member’s conduct be now dealt with by this parliament as a contempt; and 
... the House accepts the member’s resignation as a minister and a member of the Executive Council and the apology made today to
the parliament as the appropriate penalty in accordance with section 39—Assembly’s power to deal with contempt—of the Parliament
of Queensland Act 2001. 

As a relatively new member of the parliament at the time, I was appalled to be drawn into this
scandalous act of disregard for a system that has served us well and a blatant disrespect for the good
people of Queensland, who were forced to witness a display of arrogance that would become the hallmark
of the Labor government. Labor then went on to debate the Criminal Code Amendment Bill 2006 that
removed section 57 of the act to protect their mate Gordon Nuttall. 

I vividly remember speaking firstly against the motion in December 2005 and then again on the
Criminal Code Amendment Bill in May 2006. It angers me to this day when I remember those moments.
The Labor government repealed section 57 of the Criminal Code to protect one of its mates—to protect the
criminal behaviour of the former member for Sandgate, Gordon Nuttall, who was found to have lied to an
estimates committee. 
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One after the other, Labor member after Labor member espoused the good character and virtue of
their mate, Gordon Nuttall. In December 2005, 17 of them got on their feet and waxed lyrical about the
good character of their colleague. Eleven members of the coalition—including myself, Jeff Seeney,
Lawrence Springborg, Bruce Flegg and Mark McArdle—voiced their staunch opposition to the motion but
were of course defeated, 52-22. Then in May 2006, when the bill came before the House, only five Labor
members had the intestinal fortitude to speak to it compared to 17 coalition members, who once again
expressed their utter disdain for provisions within the bill. Not one of the Labor members who spoke on
either the motion or the bill is a member of the parliament today, so it will be very telling to see if the current
Labor members, some of whom voted on these abhorrent measures, will vote with the government today.
However, we have heard that the opposition will reservedly be supporting the bill. 

Let me share with honourable members a couple of comments made by contributors to the debate
of the motion in December 2005. I quote Warren Pitt, the then honourable member for Mulgrave and a
minister at the time. I apologise to honourable members for having to say this, but they are the words of
Warren Pitt. He said—
I stand here today and attest to the good character of the member for Sandgate, a character which those opposite have sought to
tarnish for their own crude political ends over a period of months in this chamber.
I have always respected the integrity of the member for Sandgate, Gordon Nuttall. I hold that view now, and I will continue to hold that
view into the future. 

The then Deputy Premier said—
For those of us who are colleagues of the member for Sandgate, for those of us who have worked with him, for those of us who have
sat with him around a cabinet table and know him to be a decent man—a man of integrity—this will not be easy. 

The former member for Rockhampton added his glowing character reference for Gordon Nuttall, too.
As someone who was forced to witness the shameful antics of the likes of Nuttall and his Labor
colleagues, who so avidly supported him, I am truly proud to be standing here today wearing the LNP
badge in support of this bill, which is about the restoration of integrity in this parliament. In a speech to the
parliament in May 2006 I said—
To treat members of this parliament, as this bill does, in such a protected manner—one that is not afforded to the greater population—
is further proof that this government is self-serving and cannot get its priorities right. 

Double standards were the order of the day under the arrogant Beattie-Bligh Labor rule. If
honourable members read Hansard they will see that the Labor members objected to me actually trying to
mention their names as supporters of this ghastly legislation and the motion that preceded it, so cowardly
were they about even owning up to supporting it. I refer again to comments I made in 2006. I said—
The excuse that this bill—

the Criminal Code Amendment Bill 2006—
is necessary to preserve the right of free speech is nonsense. 

It was nothing more than Labor trying to protect one of its mates, regardless of the claims against
him. Amendments before us today, however, reflect the intention that the parliamentary privilege of
freedom of speech is abrogated to the extent required by the offence. The Legislative Assembly will retain
the right to decide whether particular conduct should be dealt with as a contempt of parliament or should
be prosecuted under the new offence. 

I congratulate the Attorney-General for introducing this bill to parliament. Within 30 days of coming
to government, drafting of these amendments had commenced. This is a clear indication that we have
wasted no time in restoring accountability to government. The Newman government promised to restore
higher standards to the governance of Queensland and our parliamentary and political processes. We
promised to be open and accountable, and this bill reflects this sentiment. Quite rightly, the Queensland
community expects its parliamentarians to act responsibly, with the highest of integrity. And that is exactly
what these amendments provide for. 

In 2008 the then Leader of the Opposition, the honourable member for Southern Downs, introduced
into parliament a private member’s bill which sought to reintroduce section 57 to the Criminal Code. The
bill failed. In 2009 a further private member’s bill, the Criminal Code (Honesty and Integrity in Parliament)
Amendment Bill, was introduced by the then Leader of the Opposition, the member for Surfers Paradise.
Again the bill failed. 

I found it interesting to listen to other speakers in debate weeks ago. In debate of the two-strike child
sex offenders bill the member for Rockhampton spoke about the importance of the separation of powers,
yet his former colleagues treated it with total disrespect. Listening to the Leader of the Opposition trying to
make excuses for her party’s reserved support for this legislation and the commitment from the Newman
government made me realise that Labor has learned nothing from the recent state election, when
Queenslanders displayed their utter contempt for Anna Bligh and the Queensland Labor Party. 

This bill will improve the parliament’s integrity mechanisms without impinging on parliamentary
privilege or members’ freedom of speech. I reiterate comments I made to this House on 24 November
2009. I said—
We owe it to Queenslanders to put the real meaning back into ‘integrity’ ...
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This evening we are achieving that through the passage of this bill. 
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