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Division 1: Parliament, $57 446 000 — 
Ms W.M. Duncan, Chairman. 

Mr M.W. Sutherland, Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr P.J. McHugh, Clerk of the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr R. Bremner, Executive Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

Mr R. Hunter, Deputy Executive Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

Ms E.L. Ozich, Chief Finance Officer, Parliamentary Services and Legislative Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN: Good morning and welcome to the 2014 estimates. I now ask the Speaker to introduce his 
advisers to the committee. 

[Witnesses introduced.] 

The CHAIRMAN: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard staff. The daily proof Hansard will be 
published at 9.00 am tomorrow. 

It is the intention of the Chair to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered and that both 
questions and answers are short and to the point. The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will 
be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated account. 
Questions must be clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount in the current division. It will 
greatly assist Hansard if members can give these details in preface to their question. 

The Speaker may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the 
question be put on notice for the next sitting week. I ask the Speaker to clearly indicate what supplementary 
information he agrees to provide and I will then allocate a reference number. If supplementary information is to 
be provided, I seek the Speaker’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by Friday, 
30 May 2014. I caution members that if the Speaker asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to 
lodge the question on notice with the Clerk’s office. 
We will commence proceedings with a question from the member for Victoria Park. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I refer to “Service Summary” on page 54 of the Budget Statements, under which three 
services are listed: “Support the Operations of the Legislative Assembly”, “Other Services” and “Salaries and 
Allowances Act 1975”. I assume that the item on the Salaries and Allowances Act concerns payments to 
members of Parliament for salaries and various entitlements. Can the Speaker give a breakdown of the payments 
that fall under the item “Support the Operations of the Legislative Assembly”, which has a budget estimate of 
$5.449 million, and what “Other Services” and its budgeted amount of $890 000 covers? 
The SPEAKER: “Other Services” includes LA-related projects, with a total of $618 000. That amount is made 
up of refurbishment costs of $385 000 and air conditioning costs of $233 000. There is then a further amount for 
administration, with a transfer to the Legislative Council of $80 000, which is the Commonwealth Parliamentary 
Association amount. The CPA is administered alternately by the Legislative Council and the Legislative 
Assembly; it changes over every four years. That was a transfer out of our budget of $80 000. What was the 
other part of the question? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The Speaker has dealt with “Other Services”. I asked the same question with respect to 
service summary 1, “Support the Operations of the Legislative Assembly”, and the amount of $5.5 million. Can 
the Speaker provide a breakdown of that amount? 
The SPEAKER: That is the salaries of the staff and all the operating expenses that go with that. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Further to that, what is the Speaker’s discretionary budget and under which line item is that 
detailed? Does that come out of “Other Services” or “Support the Operations of the Legislative Assembly”? 

The SPEAKER: All the expenses come under that. There are a number of one-off payments to the 
Parliamentary Services Department for work that is done on behalf of the Assembly. All the operating expenses 
come out of that line item of $5.449 million. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: What is the Speaker’s discretionary budget for entertainment, food and whatever each year, 
and how is that worked out each year? 

The SPEAKER: I will hand over to the Clerk. 

Mr P.J. McHugh: The items shown under item 1, “Support the Operations of the Legislative Assembly”, cover 
all the ordinary operating expenses of the Legislative Assembly. It is a global amount. The amount expended 
varies from year to year. We do a budget at the beginning of the year and allocate nominal amounts to those, but 
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they vary considerably depending upon the demands of parliamentary committees, for example, the need for 
them to travel or to perhaps get an additional adviser on board or something like that. While notional amounts 
are distributed under that and it is updated on a quarterly basis, it is a global amount. In a sense, the whole of the 
budget is discretionary, but, really, once the staff salaries are taken out, not that much is left to allocate on an as-
needs basis. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: What is the nominal amount allocated each quarter for 2014–15 for the Speaker’s 
discretionary budget, and what is the likely total spend for the current financial year for that budget? 

The SPEAKER: What do you mean by “the Speaker’s discretionary budget”? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Speaker’s budget for entertainment; for hosting lunches, dinners and things. 

The SPEAKER: There is not really a budget for entertainment expenses because it fluctuates. For instance, the 
cost for the party that was held for the one hundredth anniversary of the Australian Red Cross was divided 
between the President and me—between the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly. Ambassadors 
come to the Parliament at various times, for instance. We do not really know exactly when these functions are 
going to come up and we do not know whether we will agree to host a function. We can give the member a 
breakdown of what I have expended in the last half year or so if he wants. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: For the 2013–14 financial year? 

The SPEAKER: Yes, we can give the member that information for the 2013–14 financial year. 

The CHAIRMAN: Before we continue, I will clarify that the Speaker is offering to provide supplementary 
information on the breakdown of that expenditure for the 2013–14 financial year. 

The SPEAKER: In relation to entertainment and the reception of official visitors. 

[Supplementary Information No A1.]  

[9.10 am] 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Clerk referred to the nominal amounts allocated each year. What is the nominal amount 
allocated in the 2014–15 budget? 

The SPEAKER: We can give the member what the allocation has been for the last period as supplementary 
information. As I said to the member, it changes. We have not been through this financial year of 2014–15 
because it changes according to whether there is training courses or various odds and sods. It is very flexible. 
The member will notice, for instance, that committee travel in 2012 prior to the election was considerably down 
because of the election. Some years there will be fluctuations in these figures. We can give a figure for 2013–14, 
if the member wants that. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I appreciate that, because, as the Speaker said, he does not know when an ambassador is 
coming until the ambassador comes and he hosts an event. But, as the Clerk said, there is a nominal amount is 
updated quarterly as events occur. To get to the figure of $5.449 million for 2014–15, there must be a nominal 
allocation for these entertainment and official function expenses. What is that nominal budget? 

The SPEAKER: We will take that as a supplementary question, member for Victoria Park, and we will provide 
the information. 

The CHAIRMAN: Can the Speaker define what he is going to provide? 

The SPEAKER: We are going to provide the discretionary allocation of funds for the 2014–15 financial year. 

[Supplementary Information No A2.] 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have a follow-up question on this matter. Are those functions broken down between official 
functions such as hosting an ambassador and functions initiated by the Speaker himself? 

The SPEAKER: For most of the functions, I have an account and the only things that are charged to the account 
would be entertainment for ambassadors and people who are prominent in the community—that type of thing. 
Otherwise, it goes onto my personal account. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: To clarify, sometimes we see a lot of these functions that the Speaker is hosting. The 
Speaker is saying that sometimes they are funded through the parliamentary budget and sometimes they are 
funded through his own — 

The SPEAKER: Yes, that is right; personal — 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Personal budget—similar to ours. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The electoral allowance. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The electoral allowance. 

The SPEAKER: Yes. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: How does the Speaker differentiate between prominent members of the community? 

The SPEAKER: We have had certain community leaders from various committees from ethnic groups. We 
have had ambassadors, consuls and major sporting groups. As I said, it is official and there is delineation 
between what goes on the Speaker’s account and what goes on my personal account. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Are we able to receive a list of the functions that have been held since March 2013, 
including those funded from the Speaker’s budget? 

The SPEAKER: We will have to go through the diary but we can tell the member who we have entertained. For 
instance, I do not invite the invitees for the lunches that are held for ambassadors and whatnot—that is done by 
the Department of Commerce and Trade. 

The CHAIRMAN: Is this further supplementary information? Can the Speaker define what he is going to 
provide. 

The SPEAKER: I am going to provide a list of the official functions that I have held in my capacity as Speaker. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is the functions that are funded by the Speaker’s budget. 

[Supplementary Information No A3.] 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I refer to the list under “Income Statement (Controlled)” on page 55. Two-thirds of the 
way down is a list—(a), (b) and (c) that details the full-time equivalents for 2014–15. It states — 

Estimates are 32, 28 and 28 respectively. In some cases the figures … may differ from previously 
published figures due to changes in calculation methodology. 

I add, Mr Speaker, that the staff do a fantastic job of looking after all of us here. I am interested to know which 
calculation methodology has changed. 

The SPEAKER: I will refer to the Clerk on that one. 

Mr P.J. McHugh: The full-time equivalents have changed in a couple of respects. Firstly, at the beginning of 
the current financial year, Education Services was transferred from the Legislative Assembly to Parliamentary 
Services, and consequently the numbers have dropped from 32 to 28 because there are four FTEs in education. 
Secondly, some people who were originally on a contract basis were not included in the FTEs; they were here 
for a short period of time, so there is a bit of difference between the actual numbers of people and the full FTE. It 
is only a very small amount but I am not sure whether the chief financial officer can add anything. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: The Clerk said that the calculation has changed and staff have been moved from one 
service to another. What are the terms of employment? Are the staff run on contracts here? Are they under the 
Public Sector Management Act? 

The SPEAKER: I will hand that over to the Clerk. 

Mr P.J. McHugh: Almost all staff are here as permanent staff; it is only very temporary people who perhaps 
might be here for a couple of months or something assisting a committee who would be on a short-term 
temporary contract. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Otherwise, they would be under the Public Sector Management Act? 

The SPEAKER: I will hand over to the Clerk. 

Mr P.J. McHugh: The staff are employed under the Parliamentary and Electorate Staff (Employment) 
Act 1992, so they are not subject to the Public Sector Commission or the Public Sector Management Act. The 
Speaker, acting together with myself, is the employer of all Legislative Assembly staff in terms of that 
employment, and the situation is similar for Legislative Council staff. The Speaker and the President, acting on 
the advice of the Executive Manager of Parliamentary Services, are the employers of parliamentary services 
staff. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Further to that, how are staff wage rates calculated by comparison with public servants. 
Does it go to a separate tribunal or done in house? 

The SPEAKER: I hand to the Clerk. 

Mr P.J. McHugh: The salaries of the Deputy Clerk and me are determined by the Salaries and Allowances 
Tribunal. The rest of the staff are employed at various levels. A work assessment of each position is done when 
it comes into being. Perhaps, very occasionally, if there is a significant change afterwards, they are set at various 
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levels ranging from level 1 to level 9. Depending upon which level a person is, the same payment is made in 
relation to those positions as is made in the broader public sector. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: When the Clerk says — 

The CHAIRMAN: Last further question, member for Murray–Wellington. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: When the Clerk says level 1, is that in comparison to public sector levels? 

[9.20 am] 
Mr P.J. McHugh: Yes, it is. There was a variation some years ago between different levels in different 
departments depending upon workplace agreements and that sort of thing, but that has been regularised since 
then. The levels in a public service department are now the same in terms of wage rates, I think now entirely, as 
those in parliamentary departments. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I refer to page 54, and the line item “Salaries and Allowances Act 1975”, which is 
$18.3 million for 2014–15 and $17.8 million for 2013–14. Does that line item include, for example, 
accommodation expenses paid to regional members of Parliament? 
The SPEAKER: Yes, it does include that. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Does the Parliament go through and assess the claims made by regional members of 
Parliament and then administer the payments? 
The SPEAKER: Yes, we make the payments, but it is based on certain criteria. We do not check against the 
actual source documents and that sort of thing; we just follow certain criteria. I ask Elma Ozich to make 
comment.  

Ms E.L. Ozich: When we get a claim from a member, it is on a defined back user-specific form for whatever 
type of claim they are putting through. We check to see that the form is filled out correctly and that it is signed 
off by the member. We make sure the rates are correct and that from the information we have, all the information 
is correct. If it is a metropolitan claim, we check that the member has a residence in the regional area in the 
electorate. On the member’s claim for the number of nights, we check to make sure that the days have not been 
exceeded in what is allowed under the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. If everything is correct, then we pay 
the claim. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is the obligation of the member to actually verify that they were in that accommodation 
that night. 

The SPEAKER: Right. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I follow-up to an answer provided last year by the Speaker to the member for Victoria Park 
about accommodation expenses by Hon Terry Redman. The answer showed that a claim was made for 
accommodation expenses for 13 December 2011—that has now been disputed. Has the minister ever contacted 
the Parliament to say that that claim was not correct or that somehow Mr Speaker’s answer was incorrect? 
The SPEAKER: There has been contact by way of a letter on 7 May 2014. I will just hand over to the Clerk, if I 
may. 
Mr P.J. McHugh: Yes, we received a reimbursement from the minister for $240. He advised that in relation to 
his metropolitan expenses claims during February 2009, a review of the claim highlighted that 23 February 2009 
was claimed in error. “As the then Minister for Agriculture and Food”, he said, “I travelled to the Middle East on 
Friday, 13 February 2009, arriving back in Perth on Tuesday, 24 February 2009. While this claim was made 
more than five years ago, my recollection is a late change was made to my return date, which may have been the 
basis for this error. Please accept my sincere apologies for this regrettable error, and the cheque is enclosed.” The 
cheque is being passed on to finance for reimbursement. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I understand from an answer provided by the Speaker, the member for Warren–Blackwood 
claimed a travelling-within-the-electorate allowance on 13 December 2011, which I understand was paid. 
I understand that the minister is now disputing that. Has the Speaker had any confirmation or any correction to 
the record submitted in relation to the night of 13 December 2011? 
The SPEAKER: No, we do not have any. Was it 20 December? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was 13 December 2011. It is a travelling-within-the-electorate allowance. 

The SPEAKER: A travelling-within-the-electorate claim for 13 December—no, we have not received anything 
on that. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As you understand this, the answer provided by the Speaker — 

The SPEAKER: Just read out what I said there. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is quite a detailed answer, so it might take a while. It is the answer provided to a question 
from Mr Wyatt. 

The SPEAKER: Okay; it is the same one. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Just confirming, as you, Mr Speaker, understand, it is correct that on 13 December 2011, a 
claim was made for a travelling-within-the-electorate allowance, and that was paid? 

The SPEAKER: Yes, it was paid. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: Further to that point, I recall that at one stage country members were paid a flat rate, and 
then about six years ago, it changed. Why did it change? 

The SPEAKER: I refer to Elma Ozich. 

Ms E.L. Ozich: I am not aware of that specific incident, but generally changes occur when the Salaries and 
Allowances Tribunal reviews the determination each year. If there have been submissions made that an 
allowance should be changed in either the rate or methodology, they can — 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I am not talking about the rates; I am talking about the method — 

The CHAIRMAN: Order, members. Member for Murray–Wellington, let us do this in an orderly manner, 
otherwise Hansard will not be able to deal with it. Have you finished your answer, Ms Ozich? 

The SPEAKER: Direct the question to me, and then we will take it further. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: I will replay the question. About six years ago, the way in which regional members were 
paid was changed; a claim form was required to be put in, when previously it had just been a flat rate each month 
paid into the members’ wages account. There now is a fill-out-a-form job that has proven to be perilous and 
flawed. There has been discussion by the Premier’s office in and around this issue, as to going to a more 
accountable system that is not perilous and flawed. I am wondering what has been done in relation to that. 

The SPEAKER: Mr Bremner. 
Mr R. Bremner: My recollection of the situation is that about six years ago, the Salaries and Allowances 
Tribunal advised us that the manner in which we were then paying that nightly allowance, which was on an 
annualised basis, was actually not its intent, and it requested that it revert to in effect a reimbursement-type basis, 
similar to what has been introduced now. As far as any subsequent discussions or considerations that have gone 
on between the Premier’s office and members, I am not aware of that. If the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal 
change the manner in which it requests that we administer the determination, we will make that change 
accordingly—but normally we are advised of those things rather than consulted over them. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: I refer to page 54 and the “Service Summary”. I understand—I have never been advised of 
this—that parliamentary premises cannot be used for party political purposes with fundraising events or such. Is 
that indeed the case; if not, can the Speaker clarify for me the rules that apply to members of Parliament using 
parliamentary premises for party political purposes? 
The SPEAKER: I will get Mr Bremner to answer that one. 
[9.30 am] 
Mr R. Bremner: Parliamentary premises can be used only for non-political purposes. First of all, facilities at 
Parliament are controlled by the Presiding Officers jointly, and the facilities can be booked either through them 
or the Premier’s or ministers’ office or the Leader of the Opposition’s office. The use of parliamentary premises 
for fundraising purposes has never been allowed. Certainly, in my time here, on the couple of times we have 
heard that some type of charge may be levied or something similar, we have clamped down on that before it has 
actually occurred as such. In saying that parliamentary premises cannot be used for political purposes, of course, 
each of the major parties has a party room, and the use of that room is entirely at the discretion of the party. 
However, certainly the guidelines are that they are not to be used for party political purposes or fundraising 
purposes. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: As a follow-up, perhaps Mr Bremner might answer this question again. By way of example, 
is it appropriate for the 500 Club, the Labor Business Roundtable or whatever to use dinner at Parliament House 
as a method to raise funds—that is, selling dinner at Parliament House off premises, which is then, obviously, 
delivered at Parliament House? 
The SPEAKER: I will refer to Mr Bremner again. 

Mr R. Bremner: From recollection, about four years ago the then Presiding Officers introduced a policy, which 
was advised to all the parties, that once annually each party would be permitted to use Parliament House for a 
function, say, by the 500 Club, the Curtin Foundation or something similar on the basis that the tickets were not 
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sold for that function and it was not to be used as a fundraiser. However, there have been various requests from 
the fundraising arms, or whatever you want to call them, of all parties to have functions at Parliament House 
because of the venue and the facilities. So, the Presiding Officers decided that, on an equitable basis, each party 
would be allowed to have one a year. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: My question relates to the operations of the Parliament, in particular the issue of the 
relocation of the women’s parliamentary first gallery, which occurred last year, as I recall. A new location has 
been found in a less prominent position to highlight the achievements of women in the state Parliament over the 
years. Why was that decision made and would you, Mr Speaker, reconsider that decision? 

The SPEAKER: The decision was made because the position of some of those photos was in the foyer. We 
decided to group them together like exhibitions. There is the big Owen Garde painting of the first Legislative 
Council meeting. We decided to put the interpretive plaque there. The first women’s photos were not all in one 
spot. The one of Edith Cowan was around the corner. They were all in different frames and were placed very 
high. We considered that it was not the best place for them. We looked at further places where we could put 
them. We could get them reframed, put them in uniform frames, and put them all together. We looked for a place 
where the schoolchildren could gather around and sit down, and that was the position that was chosen. It remains 
a focal point of the Parliament, because every tour that comes into Parliament House is taken to those photos, 
and the importance of the photos is explained to the people who come into the building. 

The CHAIRMAN: I remind members that they need to refer to an item in the budget to preface their questions. 
Member for West Swan, that question probably was not quite kosher. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I have a follow-up question about the paintings. I go to the total assets line of the financial 
statement on page 56 of the Budget Statements. Assuming those paintings are an asset to the Parliament, I again 
ask: how many women were consulted in that decision to move those women’s photos? 

The SPEAKER: There is an art advisory committee consisting of the President, me and the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and we made that decision to move the paintings. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: The Sergeant-at-Arms is a lady. 

The SPEAKER: The Sergeant-at-Arms is sitting over there—Isla Macphail. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: She makes up one-third of the committee. 

The SPEAKER: That is right. So, that was the decision that was made. We consider it to be a good decision. As 
I said, people who come into Parliament House are all taken to see those photos. They have been grouped 
together. We do not have them very high so that people would battle to read the annotations on the photos. We 
put them together. We had them reframed and we had them uniformly done, and we believe that that was a good 
decision. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: My last question is: has the Speaker received any feedback from both male and female 
members of Parliament? 

The SPEAKER: Yes. I think the President received a letter from one of the members of the Legislative Council. 
The matter was raised by another female member with the house committee. Apart from that, I have had no 
complaints at all from anybody. Now the member is the third person who has raised it. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The Speaker’s reference to the art advisory committee flows quite nicely. I refer again to the 
service summary on page 54. My understanding is that the art advisory committee has either an annual budget or 
a term budget—I cannot quite recall—for the purpose of purchasing art. Is that still the case; and, if so, what is 
the budget and what art is being purchased? 

The SPEAKER: The Legislative Assembly has been involved in acquiring art for Parliament House. As I said, 
that committee comprises the two Presiding Officers, the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Usher of the Black Rod and the 
deputy executive manager. The total LA expenditure in 2013–14 was $3 309. We bought a Violet Samson 
Ngarluma country painting. It was purchased for $2 700. The remainder of the money was spent on the framing 
and getting the didactic plaques remade. We have a very small amount that we spend. But I would like to give 
members the good news that we have met with Edith Cowan University and we are hoping to enter into a 
partnership with ECU under which it will bring a lot of its Aboriginal art to and bulk up the Aboriginal gallery 
with good-quality art, and also put some — 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Is that from the Mt Lawley campus? 
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The SPEAKER: Generally, from the Mt Lawley and Joondalup campuses. I think it is very exciting that we are 
going to get the university involved, and also have some interesting artworks in various other places in the 
building so that people are not limited to looking at windmills and dams in rural settings. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: As exciting as they are! The Speaker said it is art bought by the Assembly and the Council; is 
that right? 

The SPEAKER: There had been a very sort of loose arrangement until mid–last year. We are now meeting with 
the Council to try to get it to put some money in as well to buy some artwork. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: So the Council has not been to date. 

The SPEAKER: No, not to date. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I go to “Cost of Services” on page 55, and my question relates to either the grants and 
subsidies under the subheading “Expenses” or, probably better still, the Commonwealth Parliamentary 
Association line item under the subheading “Details of Controlled Grants and Subsidies”. An amount of $80 000 
was allocated in a previous financial year, but no amount of $80 000 is allocated this year, and there is nothing in 
the out years. I presume that we are still heavily involved in the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association. 
Obviously, the arrangements have changed. I was wondering whether we are still part of it or still in the mix. 
What are those new arrangements and how is that being funded now? 

[9.40 am] 

Mr P.J. McHugh: For each Parliament, the administration of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association 
moves from one house to the other. In the last Parliament the administration was the responsibility of the 
Legislative Assembly, and therefore the grant that is provided on an annual basis came under the Legislative 
Assembly’s funding. Members will notice that for these four years the grant for the Commonwealth 
Parliamentary Association comes under the funding for the Legislative Council. If members look at those 
statements, they will see the figures allocated in each year for the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association for 
the current Parliament. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: In 2018–19, if the grant stays the same, we should expect to see another $80 000 on the 
Legislative Assembly’s books for the next four years? 

Mr P.J. McHugh: The figures vary each year depending upon what is coming up in terms of members’ 
conferences and that sort of thing. It varies usually between about $80 000 and $100 000, and that is worked out 
depending upon whether, for example, the general conference of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association 
is being held in a distant place as opposed to some place quite close, and airfares vary and that sort of thing. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I suggest Bunbury, Mr Speaker! 

The CHAIRMAN: I remind members that we are also covering division 2 with Mr Speaker present before 
10.00 am, and we have 20 minutes to go. It is up to members how we proceed, but are there further questions 
under division 1? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I refer to a figure provided previously in respect to refurbishments; I think it came under 
“Other Services”. 

The CHAIRMAN: Do you have a page number and line item, member for West Swan? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: On page 54, under “Other Services”, there was a breakdown of refurbishments. Does that 
include any work undertaken in the Speaker’s office or any new furniture bought for the Speaker’s office? 

The SPEAKER: Yes, it does include that. Some occasional chairs and a boardroom table were bought for the 
Speaker’s office. I think there were 10 occasional chairs and a boardroom table, and that amounted to $26 821. 
There was a south entrance security desk alteration of $12 532. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: That was purchased recently, was it? 

The SPEAKER: It was done in the current financial year, yes. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In 2013-14. 
The appropriation was recommended. 
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