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Division 1:  Parliament, $36 003 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Mr F. Riebeling, Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. 

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

Mr J. Mandy, Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr R. Bremner, Executive Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

Mr M. Crouche, Finance Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mrs D.J. Guise):  This Estimates Committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily 
proof Hansard will be published at 9.00 am tomorrow.  Members should not raise questions about matters of 
general concern that do not have an item of expenditure in the consolidated fund.  The Estimates Committee’s 
consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is 
proposed.  We are dealing with estimates of expenditure and that should be the prime focus of this committee.  
Although there is scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be clearly related to matters of 
expenditure.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that are included in the Budget 
Statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.  It will assist in the 
committee’s examination if questions and answers are kept brief, without unnecessarily omitting material 
information.  It is the intention of the Chairperson 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 Speaker may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than ask that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this information, I 
ask the Speaker to clearly indicate to the committee which 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 6 June 2003, so that members may read it 
before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided within that time, 
written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available. 

Details in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and, 
accordingly, I ask the Speaker to cooperate with those requirements.  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.  
Only supplementary information that the Speaker agrees to provide will be sought by 6 June 2003.  

It will also greatly assist Hansard staff if, when referring to the program statements volumes or the consolidated 
fund estimates, members give the page number, item, program, and amount in preface to their question. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to major policy decisions on page 50 and to the security upgrade of Parliament 
House, in which there is a recurrent item of $290 000 for the coming year.  Page 52 refers to a capital item of 
just $20 000.  Can the Speaker outline in some detail exactly what is proposed for the security upgrade of 
Parliament House over the coming year? 

The SPEAKER:  A total of $1.5 million has been allocated for a security upgrade over a two-year period.  It will 
involve external cameras and the removal as far as possible of vehicles from close to the external area of 
Parliament House, which will involve the removal of the circular road that runs next to the dining room, my 
office and the President’s office.  It will be altered with bollards and the like.  I guess the major objective with 
the upgrade is to remove vehicles as much as possible to enable a proper surveillance of the exterior of the 
building, so that if people damage it with graffiti or it is attacked by other means, we can see it occur, and the 
isolation of the entrance points, so that if something occurs at one of the entrances, we can isolate it as much as 
possible.  No attempt will be made to put security cameras internally in the building to keep an eye on what 
members of Parliament are doing.  It is really directed at the exterior of the building and the entrances.  Quite 
significant work is being funded that will be evident over the next eight months or so. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Is it proposed to install an improved security camera at the south entrance in particular, 
which seems to me to be a very vulnerable part of the building? 

The SPEAKER:  Yes, and the exterior of it.  We have had a chap look at the exterior and recommend where 
various cameras should go.  That is all part of the budgeted plan.  The south entrance, the main entrance and the 
northern entrance are the key focal points for surveillance.  There will also be an upgrade with two extra staff to 
monitor and maintain a higher degree of surveillance. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Will the security upgrade entail a reduction in either the number of hours or the times at 
which the entrances into Parliament House are open?  It seems to me there are probably too many points of entry 
into this building. 

The SPEAKER:  My understanding is that the new swipe-card system will allow people who have them to enter 
through all the entrances.  The difference will be that we will know who has entered the building.  The 
surveillance of the exterior will probably confirm that it was that person.  There will be a greater capacity to 
know that people who are entering the building are here for a legitimate reason after hours.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Can I first congratulate you, Mr Speaker, and the Government for the north wing 
extensions and further improvements around Parliament House, which I think are very much supported by most 
members of Parliament.  One of the rumours that is going around is that electronic keypads will be used to get 
into many different parts of the building, so people will need to remember a number and key it in.  I am 
wondering whether difficulties will be imposed on MPs who want to get around and use the building or whether 
the security upgrades will be designed to slow down and check the public rather than MPs. 

[9.10 am] 

The SPEAKER:  There will be a slight change to how members will get around.  To get from the second floor 
into this Chamber, members will go through locked doors that will require a security card.  It will not be a pin 
system; it will require a swipe card.  Members will have no problem getting into the Chamber, but if they do not 
bring their swipe card with them, they will not be able to get back to their offices.  The system has been designed 
so that if a division is called, members can get to the Chamber.  However, they will need to remember their 
cards.  The card is currently being designed and will be like a credit card with an identification potential.  The 
greatest change to members will be that they will have to remember to take the card with them.  It will be a 
swipe system, not a key pad system.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  So that card will not just be used to get into the building, but also will affect how people 
move around within the building? 

The SPEAKER:  Yes.  It is designed to secure the entrance points to the Parliament and make it a bit more 
difficult for someone to get into the general area of the Parliament.  Once a visitor legitimately gets past the 
checkpoints, I suppose responsibility for that visitor will rest in the hands of the individual member, as it always 
has.  The car park swipe will work the doors as well.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Will any plan of the proposal be given to members of Parliament before it is implemented, 
or will we have to take it on the chin?   

The SPEAKER:  The plan will be with every member in the next three or four weeks.  It is designed not to make 
life harder, but to give us some sort of security.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Thank you.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Within the context of security issues, has any thought been given to providing bathroom 
facilities for members and bathroom facilities for the public to provide a differential and to enhance security?   

The SPEAKER:  Special members-only toilets have not been considered, mainly because the general rule is that 
if a person has gone through the security system, he is legitimately in the building; the checks needed to screen 
that person would have occurred.  If a member brings a person into Parliament who is likely to be considered 
undesirable, it is up to the member to make sure that that person does not go into the toilets.  There is no vetting 
of visitors other than at the entrance points.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  Further to the point raised by the member for Swan Hills, what about facilities for the 
Leader of the Opposition and the Premier?  Has any consideration been given to providing them with their own 
bathrooms?  They often have media appointments, functions or whatever at the end of a long parliamentary 
sitting day - 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Are you suggesting I have a personal freshness problem?   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I am not discriminating, Leader of the Opposition.  They might have been in this building 
for 12 hours and then may have to go to a dinner in town or some other function.  They do not have their own 
facilities.  I have been to the federal Parliament.  This would be unheard of probably in any other Parliament in 
Australia.   

The SPEAKER:  It is a good point.  The cost of providing those facilities has not been factored into this budget.  
It has not been considered.  We would like to install more facilities, but we have inherited a restriction in the area 
of this building.  The Premier’s office is quite small, the Leader of the Opposition’s office is even smaller, and 
the Leader of the National Party occupies my dining room; we would not want to put a bathroom there.  There is 
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a restriction on the size of this building, which limits what we can and cannot do.  There are showers in the 
building.  There is no plan to put those facilities on this level at this stage.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  With the swipe-card system, what is proposed for former members of Parliament?  I am 
conscious of the fact that quite a few former members of Parliament use this building.  Quite a few come in at 
the weekend and use the gym or whatever.    

The SPEAKER:  I understand that they will be given a swipe card by security when they come into the building.  
They will not take one home.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  What will happen on weekends?   

The SPEAKER:  There is always a security person in the building. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am not being critical, but when I come in at the weekend it is not always easy to find the 
security person.  I have to go wandering around the corridors because I invariably forget the key to my office.   

The SPEAKER:  That makes me feel a lot better, because I do the same.  Following the security upgrade, there 
will be a greater prospect of finding the security person with the camera monitors, which will be located in the 
main foyer.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We all agree about the need to be far more stringent with security.  I have a general 
concern, not necessarily just about former members.  When the building is open during normal working or sitting 
hours attendants are at the doors and the like and one has a sense of security.  My concern is after hours and on 
weekends when there is a fair procession of people in and out of this building.  That is a weakness in the system.  
I do not necessarily want to deny access to the building to people, but there may be a case for a stricter approach 
to access out of hours and on weekends.   

The SPEAKER:  At this time there is no intention to restrict members from accessing this building.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I would exempt members from that, and perhaps designated staff, but a fair collection of 
people can get access to this building at any time of the day or night.   
The SPEAKER:  I guess that emphasises the need for members to lock their doors when they leave.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  We cannot all lock our doors.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The real danger is if someone wanted to leave a device or something.  When the attendants 
and officers are around Parliament, security, such as it is, is provided, but on weekends there is usually only one 
security person wandering around.  I am not critical of that role.  It would be interesting to know how many 
people potentially have access to this building.   
The SPEAKER:  We can find out exactly how many people come in on weekends if the member wishes.  That 
information can be provided.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Perhaps, if it is not too much trouble, it could be provided by way of supplementary 
information.  I am interested to know how many people have access rights to this building and what categories 
they fit into in terms of current MPs, former MPs, staff or whatever. 

The SPEAKER:  We can provide that as supplementary information.   
[Supplementary Information No A1.] 
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I refer to the capital works program on page 52 of the Budget Statements.  Eight or 12 
months ago the Minister for Energy announced that all government agencies would be asked to reduce their 
energy consumption by 15 per cent as a way of reducing the State’s greenhouse gas contributions.  Are you 
aware of whether his edict, for want of a better word, applies to Parliament House; and, if so, what initiatives 
will be taken?  If not, could serious consideration be given to that initiative?   

The SPEAKER:  I am not aware whether the Parliament is subject to any edicts from government.  However, we 
are always mindful of the need to reduce costs.  I will pass this question to Russell.  I understand that we have 
been able to reduce our power costs over the past year or so.   
[9.20 am] 
Mr BREMNER:  We have been conscious of the need to reduce the levels of energy usage within the Parliament, 
and of the associated cost savings.  With the northern extension, we have gone to the extent of insisting that the 
architects and the engineers provide us with a detailed analysis of the building to ensure that it is energy 
efficient.  They have now provided that to us, and we anticipate that we will have additional energy savings from 
the northern extension due to the appliances and lights in the extension being energy efficient.  
The SPEAKER:  There are of course some restrictions in what can be done in a building of this age.  It will 
probably never be as efficient as a new building.  
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Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Can anything be done to retrofit the old part of the building?  For example, it is technically 
feasible to install movement sensitive lights in the toilets.  Assuming members do not fall asleep in the toilets, 
any movement will keep the lights on for five minutes, and then they switch off automatically.  I do not want to 
pick on the library staff, but at night after they have all gone home all their computers are still running.  I wonder 
whether some efficiency savings can be made there.   
The SPEAKER:  Movement sensors in toilets that get as much use as those in Parliament House during normal 
hours are probably not as effective as in toilets that are not used very often. 

Mr BREMNER:  We have looked at retrofitting automatic switching and sensors to turn lights off.  However, the 
advice we had from our consultants - we looked at it over 12 months so I cannot recall the exact figures - was 
that it was prohibitively expensive.  
Mr B.K. MASTERS:  What sort of effort is put into recycling paper, glass and aluminium cans - all obviously 
recyclable materials?   
Mr BREMNER:  We recycle paper.  The blue bins located in every corridor and some offices in the building are 
all for recycled paper.  We recycle all glass, bottles and cans from the bar and restaurant areas.  We also recycle 
the oil used in the kitchens, and from the grease trap.  We are very conscious of recycling, and we are constantly 
looking at improvements in the recycling capacity within the Parliament.  
The SPEAKER:  That is something I did not know.  
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer to page 52, under the dot point referring to security.  Earlier, the Speaker mentioned 
that members could lock their office doors.  Many of us have doors that do not lock, and to which we have never 
been provided with a key.  Will this be reviewed in the context of the security upgrade?   

The SPEAKER:  Each door has a lock on it, and if the member wants a key, it can be supplied.  I thought all 
members had keys to their doors.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I would love one.  

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I preface my question by congratulating the Speaker on the establishment of the honour 
boards in the entry point to this Chamber. They are an excellent addition and will be of great interest to people 
visiting this House.  My question is twofold, and relates to the history of the building.  The building is 100 years 
old next year.  It has been remarkable for a lack of kitsch signage around the corridors referring to events such as 
the Premier putting up something in 1934, or the Premier doing something in 1965.  In a building of this age, and 
with the number of members who go through, a proliferation of such signage would be expected.  I have noticed, 
however, that one or two signs have appeared in recent times, from certain members who have had signs put up 
in relation to art displays, which seem to be permanent.  This is an unwelcome development in this House, 
because it sets a precedent, and if any change is made a minister or member may get a plaque on the wall with 
his or her name on it.  There should be a policy or procedure that guards against that proliferation of signage.  I 
ask the Speaker to comment on whether those signs will be removed in the future.  
My second point is about the photographs of Premiers that, 10 years ago, were alongside the staircase entering 
the building.  That is obviously not possible any more, because there are chandeliers on that wall.  Those 
enormous portraits of the Premiers, going back 100 years, now hang in an obscure meeting room on the 
eighteenth floor of the Governor Stirling Tower at 197 St Georges Terrace.  Photographs of the Speakers and of 
the Presidents of the Legislative Council hang in the relevant corridors, which is quite appropriate.  The office of 
Premier is the highest in the State; there are not that many Premiers and their portraits should be somewhere 
around this building for the public to see.  It is an interesting part of our history.  I do not know why the portraits 
were removed, but I would like to see them returned to a corridor around this building, rather than hanging in 
some obscure building in St Georges Terrace.  
The CHAIRMAN:  I assume the member is relating his question to page 52 of the Budget Statements.  
Mr M. McGOWAN:  You took the words out of my mouth, Madam Chair! 

The SPEAKER:  The honour board referred to by the member, commemorating members who served in various 
conflicts, is only half the project.  Another board is being prepared for those who were members when they went 
off to war, and sought leave of the House to do so.  We are hoping that that aspect of the recognition will occur 
in the next month or so.  I agree that people should not have their names stuck up on walls in this place.  I do not 
know why people would do that.  There is a place in the Parliament for the portraits of Premiers.  I do not know 
whether the size of those photographs means that they would dominate an entire area, but I am happy to look at 
what we can do for the Premiers.  
Mr M. McGOWAN:  I am to conduct a group of visitors from the Rockingham TAFE through the House this 
afternoon.  When members take groups through the House, they often look for things to show them about the 
buildings.  The paintings on the walls from local councils throughout Western Australia are interesting, but the 
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only painting my group will want to see is that from Rockingham.  They are not particularly interested in 
Wyalkatchem, Cottesloe or Vasse, but the photographs of the Premiers would have a great deal of historic 
interest for visitors.  I am heartened by what the Speaker said about the signage.  Does that mean he will take 
some action on that?   
The SPEAKER:  Events celebrating the centenary of the building next year will involve the erection of some 
signs about the historic nature of various parts of the building.  We will have a look at the pictures and see what 
can be done.  I do not particularly want, and I am sure that members do not want, an area dominated by all the 
Premiers, but we will see if they can be fitted into the building in some way.  

[9.30 am] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Perhaps we could take down the photos of the Speakers! 

The SPEAKER:  That will never happen!  Perhaps we could put up a larger one of the current Speaker in the 
grand hall or something of that nature! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer again to the capital works program on page 52 of the Budget Statements and, in 
particular, the substantial extensions on the north side of the building.  As part of that work there will be a new 
party room for the Liberal Party, but I also refer to the equivalent rooms for the Labor Party and the minor 
parties.  I am sure everyone is aware that one of the great constraints of this building is the lack of meeting 
rooms - there is an attempt to have that addressed in part.  However, the Leader of the Opposition’s office has no 
meeting room so I do not have the capacity to have a meeting with more than one or two people at a time - that is 
a reality.  Therefore, access to meeting rooms is critically important.  An effective meeting room today requires 
sophisticated audiovisual equipment, such as in the committee room opposite this Chamber.  What will happen 
with regard to the provision of that equipment for the two major party rooms in this Parliament?  The rooms 
could then be used for presentations, briefings and even government briefings on legislation, which invariably 
come in audiovisual format.  On almost a daily basis we go through the farcical process of wheeling into those 
rooms screens and projectors.  The process is a shambles and unprofessional.  If we are to spend $2.5 million on 
these changes, we should at least equip the rooms professionally.   

The SPEAKER:  I thank the Leader of the Opposition for raising that matter because it gives me the opportunity 
to provide a summary of the net effect of the two major projects currently taking place; that is, the relocation of 
the library and the northern extensions.  Those projects will provide 17 new offices and three new additional 
meeting rooms.  Movable equipment will still be provided for those offices, which the Leader of the Opposition 
indicated is not always appropriate.  However, if there are suggestions for specific rooms to be upgraded, then 
that would need to be addressed in the next budget.  There is no provision for permanent screens and the like in 
those new meeting rooms at the moment. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I accept that answer but it is something that should be provided for in both of the two major 
party rooms in this Parliament.  They are used not only by the parties but also for briefings.  When conferences 
like the water summit are held, those rooms are made available and used for discussion.  They are widely used 
and I accept that.  However, it will be a pity if that equipment is not installed at this stage of the development.  
At the minimum, can we ensure that the appropriate wiring is put in place during the fit out? 

The SPEAKER:  As a matter of course, the plugs and points are put in because even with movable equipment -  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We must also plan for ceiling projection.  

The SPEAKER:  Yes.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  There has been criticism in the past about the airconditioning of offices.  What about the 
old hoary chestnut of airconditioning for the Assembly and, ultimately, the Council Chambers?  Is any progress 
being made in that regard?  

The SPEAKER:  Each year we put that up and each year it does not get up.  There may be a different focus now 
that the Legislative Council members have experienced airconditioning in their temporary accommodation - we 
may have some trouble getting them out of there.  The cost that was put up last year was $1.5 million, or 
$750 000 for each Chamber.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I assure the Speaker of bipartisan support for this matter.  People cannot accept when they 
come into this building that these Chambers are not airconditioned.  It is probably the only public venue in this 
State that is not airconditioned!  As we know, particularly late at night, it is horrific in here - 

The SPEAKER:  Plus we sat in February this year.  That matter will be put up again for consideration next year.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  On the last line of page 45 in the Budget Statements, there is an allowance in the forward 
estimate for 2004-05 of $140 000 for the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association regional conference.  Can 
we have some details about that regional conference?  
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The SPEAKER:  This conference is held on a rotating basis and approximately once every 13 years it is our turn 
to host it.  We requested that it occur next year to coincide with the centenary of this building and we were 
successful in that application.  Therefore, funding has been applied for to run that conference that will bring 
people from all around the world to this Parliament.   

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  There are - I think - 40 or 50 member countries in the CPA.  How are we lucky enough to 
get a conference once every 13 years?  Is there more than one conference a year?  

The SPEAKER:  It is an Australian and Pacific regional conference.  The countries that host it are the ones that 
can afford to.  Some of the pacific nations are not in a position to do that.  However, if they get the nod, we end 
up paying substantial amounts for the running of the conference in that country.  I was pleased that we could 
attract the conference here and members were all in support of that, which was good.  It will be a significant 
event in the celebrations of Parliament House’s one-hundredth year.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Following on from the centenary of Parliament House, I notice on page 50 of the Budget 
Statements that $50 000 is allocated to the centenary of Parliament House publications.  Can the Speaker outline 
what is specifically proposed in this provision and what celebrations or events are proposed for the centenary of 
Parliament House?  
The SPEAKER:  A number of events are proposed and a rough calendar is being produced to provide a 
guesstimate as to when the sittings might be held next year and the various events that will take place.  I am 
happy to provide the member with a rough calendar on the basis that the dates are probably somewhat rubbery.  
The 2004 parliamentary building centenary celebrations will include a building history publication, a ceremonial 
dinner, the opening of the northern extension, displays organised by parliamentary education officers, a 
Presiding Officers’ publication and a special sitting of the Parliament on 21 October to commemorate the first 
day of opening.  We are also hoping to get a first-day cover.  The national conference of the Australasian Study 
of Parliament Group will be held in a Western Australian Chamber as well as the hosting of student Parliament, 
the CPA regional conference, the opening of the centenary room of Parliament House or the renaming of the 
cabinet dining room - that is a cheap one and does not require a huge amount of money - the launch of a five-
year plan for the parliamentary building and a regional Parliament.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:   I appreciate that those dates are still being finalised.  The Premier announced that regional 
sittings of the Parliament would occur, which is fine.  I am not making a political point out of this but once the 
dates are finalised, I hope that the celebration of the centenary of this building is presided over by the Presiding 
Officers and that the Speaker and his colleague in the upper House will announce the program in due course.  I 
also hope that there will be some consultation with members of Parliament and the political parties.  I do not see 
any objections being raised, but it clearly should be handled by the Presiding Officers.  

[9.40 am] 

The SPEAKER:  As the Leader of the Opposition probably knows, we have not been allocated funds to conduct 
regional parliamentary sittings.  When it happens, supplementary funds presumably will be provided on top of 
our budget allocation.  As a result of publicity concerning the Northern Territory’s regional parliamentary 
sittings in Alice Springs, I am firmly of the view that the best option is not a three-day sitting, but a one-day 
sitting.  I am also mindful of regional competition to host the regional Parliament.  The bottom line will be to 
consider the most significant place to visit historically.  That is what I am looking at.  As a result, I intend to visit 
a couple of regional centres over the forthcoming short period to make up my mind about where the regional 
Parliament should be held. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Further, what opportunity will be given for individual members of Parliament or political 
parties to have an input into what is proposed for next year? 
The SPEAKER:  Is that concerning where it will be held? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That and the nature and format of the sitting.  It is a parliamentary matter, and I suggest 
that members of Parliament should be given an opportunity, through the Presiding Officers or the Clerks, to have 
some input concerning what will take place and the way it will be conducted. 
The SPEAKER:  Members of the Parliamentary Services Committee have been asked for their views on the 
sitting.  When I say a one-day sitting would be best, that would allow events surrounding the regional visit to 
take place on the Tuesday and Thursday, and maybe the Friday, of that week.  I am sure all members and all 
parties will be involved in maximising the benefits for the region from a regional Parliament.  I will provide 
details as soon as possible regarding what I think should happen.  The upper House will make up its mind about 
when and where it will sit.  I do not think it will sit in the same town as the lower House.  Messages from one 
House to the other will be interesting, given that on occasions they drop off somewhere along the corridors in 
this place.   
Mr M. McGOWAN:  Use the Internet. 
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The SPEAKER:  Maybe a quick jet could be used!  I will keep members informed about where we are up to 
regarding the regional Parliament.  No time has been proposed.  It needs to be held in a week in which no sittings 
are currently contemplated, and it cannot be held during school holidays.  The first regional sitting will not 
necessarily be the last.  It has taken 100 years to hold the first such sitting, so chances are there will not be 100 of 
them over the next 100 years.  It is quite an expensive exercise to transplant in an effective manner to a regional 
centre what happens in this place.  That is why it would be prohibitively expensive to move Parliament to the 
north of the State - even though it is where I come from - to, say, Broome, Karratha and places of that nature. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Again, I refer to page 52 of the Budget Statements and the capital works items.  There has 
been talk of building a new services building on the car park to the west of here, and linking that new building 
with a covered elevated walkway.  Does the northern extension now put that proposition on the back-burner and 
remove the need for additional space to serve Parliament? 

The SPEAKER:  There will always be a desire to get more facilities and a greater area in this place.  I have not 
heard about the proposal to build on the car park.  If we expand over the road, the first thing we would do is 
bulldoze the magnificent “Summer Palace” and try to utilise the space in the old Hale School buildings.  The 
strip down the road to Parliament is quite a historic strip, except for the Leader of the Opposition’s current 
accommodation, which is a blight on the landscape.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  Will it be heritage listed? 

The SPEAKER:  Not if we can help it.  There is an architectural description of that type of building - box-ugly. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  It could be an example of how not to build buildings. 

The SPEAKER:  We could easily shift that building.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There is a long-term proposal for covering the dual carriageway and making that a public 
place.   

The SPEAKER:  Yes.  Some of the security measures tend towards that view.  It is hoped that Harvest Terrace 
will become a cul-de-sac. 

The appropriation was recommended.   
 


