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STANDING COMMITTEE ON PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES - ARCHBISHOP HICKEY 
Comments related to Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2007 - Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  I need to break into the debate on this report for a short time, because I 
had given advice to the Archbishop that at 11.00 am or thereabouts I would make a statement about a letter.  
Therefore, I will break into the debate on the committee report for a short time.   
This statement is in relation to the Procedure and Privileges Committee’s letter to Archbishop Hickey.  At a 
meeting on Tuesday, 12 June 2007, the Procedure and Privileges Committee agreed to write to Archbishop 
Hickey to raise a concern about comments attributed to him in recent media reports.  His reported comments 
indicated that he would wait for the result of the expected conscious vote on the Human Reproductive 
Technology Amendment Bill 2007, currently before this Parliament, prior to considering whether Catholic 
members would face excommunication or be excluded from taking holy communion.   
In subsequent comments, Archbishop Hickey said that it was not his intention to threaten members of 
Parliament, which the committee accepted.  The letter, which was delivered yesterday, contains a 
recommendation that in any further statements the Archbishop wishes to make about matters before this 
Parliament, there should be no suggestion that personal consequences will be visited upon any members who do 
not act in accordance with his views.   
The committee decided that no further report to the house, except for the tabling of this letter, is necessary.  I 
table the letter.   
[See paper 2972.] 

Point of Order 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I raise a point of clarification in relation to that letter and, Mr Speaker, I will take your 
guidance most earnestly on this.  As part of that process, did the Procedure and Privileges Committee look at 
other instances in which it perceived that threats may have been made to members of Parliament by 
organisations or people representing organisations in a similar way?  Was the committee’s investigation purely 
in relation to the comments of the Archbishop?  I am aware of instances previously whereby people appear to 
have been threatened by organisations -  
The SPEAKER:  Is this a point of order or is the member making a speech?  This is a reaction to comments 
made by a particular person and no other investigation was made.   
 


