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Division 1:  Parliament, $35 247 000 - 
Ms Guise, Chairman. 

Mr F. Riebeling, Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. 

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

Mr D.K. Carpenter, Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr R.M. Bremner, Executive Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

Mr M. Crouche, Finance Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The question is that division 1 stand as printed.  Before we start, I point out that I will allow 
further questions, within reason, so that members can develop a theme.   

Mr BARNETT:  I refer to page 56.  Under new works is an allocation of $1.86 million for what is described as 
“Additions to North Elevation of Parliament House”.  I seek some explanation of exactly what is proposed. 

The SPEAKER:  I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question.  It is envisaged that the building will be 
balanced with a similar extension to that which appears on the southern part of the building; that is, the northern 
extension will mirror the southern extension.  The purpose is to generate sufficient space to allow members of 
Parliament to share an office with one other member of Parliament, instead of having three members in some 
offices, and to provide extra meeting rooms to better accommodate the future needs of Parliament.  I think it has 
been a very successful bid. 

Mr BARNETT:  Will that mean that the upper House will lose its “high tea” verandah?  

The SPEAKER:  Yes.  With the inclusion of the development of the Library in the extension, it will provide 
approximately 18 new rooms for members.  Those members who have been in this place as long as the Leader of 
the Opposition and I would know the need for that extension. 

Mr BARNETT:  Will they be single-person offices? 

The SPEAKER:  No, each member will be treated equally.  I do not believe there will be any more single-
member rooms than there is now.  There may be, but the actual mix of rooms will be determined when the 
accommodation is in place.  The parliamentary party secretaries will determine the allocation. 

Mr BARNETT:  I and anyone who works in this building know of its constraints.  However, while these 
progressive changes are being made - I commend the good work that has been done in Parliament in recent years 
- will they fit within a longer-term plan that will ultimately deliver single-person offices, which I believe are 
required?  In other words, is this plan consistent with ultimately achieving that goal? 

The SPEAKER:  It is hard to foresee that being achieved.  There is potential for development of the building’s 
precinct in later years, which may add to the capacity to do that.  However, the additions in the budget are 
probably as good as we will get for some time.  It is recognised that in doing these additions some surplus assets 
will no doubt be used to fund the actual construction. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  On page 56 under new works is an allocation of $60 000 for television captioning.  What is 
sought to be achieved with that allocation? 

The SPEAKER:  My understanding is that captioning will appear on the television screen to identify a member 
who is speaking.  Perhaps the technical people can answer what is involved.   

Mr BREMNER:  We are considering captioning both the internal closed-circuit TV broadcast and the Internet 
broadcast to provide the names of speakers right through to the debate and the stage of the debate. 

Mr QUIGLEY:  Will this captioning be available on the Internet reasonably soon for people with hearing 
disabilities? 

Mr BREMNER:  We are hoping to do it in the next three to six months. 

Mr McGOWAN:  That is not captioning of what members say; it is captioning that identifies them and the 
debate. 

Mr BREMNER:  It is not full-text captioning; it is titling.  

[9.10 am] 

Mr DAY:  What do you mean by “titling”?   
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Mr BREMNER:  The titling of the debate, the stage of debate, the name of the member, the electorate the 
member represents, etc.  

Mr DAY:  I refer to the capital works program and the completion of the relocation of the Parliamentary Library.  
When is that expected to occur, how will it occur and what will be the benefit to the library services?  

The SPEAKER:  The redevelopment of the new library involving airconditioning and non-interference with the 
current floor plan has virtually been completed.  

Mr DAY:  What do you mean by “non-interference with the current floor plan”? 

The SPEAKER:  People did not have to be relocated.  Work was done on the ceiling and other work was 
undertaken to prepare the new library, other than pulling down the partitions that are currently there.  Eighteen 
new rooms will be created, plus a meeting room that will be located in the current library space.  I expect that 
work will be done during the long break this year. 

Mr DAY:  One of my concerns during this discussion last year was that the original plan was that the existing 
library would be occupied by new offices for ministers.  I do not have a problem with ministers having offices.  
However, given that the front of the building overlooks the river and the city, it would be a great pity if that area 
were locked away for individual office use.  It would be far better if it were more publicly available for meeting 
rooms or for members of the public who visit Parliament.  Will that occur? 

The SPEAKER:  One of the great constraints of this place is service facilities for members.  My primary aim is 
to expand the number of offices available to members.  The rooms will not be allocated to ministers; they will be 
allocated to members, and it will be up to each party to decide who will be allocated to those rooms.  One of the 
rooms will be a meeting room that will be utilised by whoever books it and so forth.  Last year there was some 
concern that somehow the library was being downgraded.  That fear, especially on the part of the librarians, has 
now passed.  The new library will be a far better facility than the existing library, although the view will not be 
as good.  I am sure the members who are allocated those rooms will appreciate them.  However, it was not done 
with an eye to the view; it was done for the better utilisation of the limited space within the existing building. 

Mr DAY:  Will the meeting room have access to the view?   

The SPEAKER:  Yes.  It will be a replacement for the existing committee room that is situated between the 
billiard room and the ministers’ room.  It will face the front of the building, so it will have that view.  

Dr CONSTABLE:  I return to the issue of the northern elevation.  Can you give us some idea of the timing of 
that work and the disruption it will cause to members and staff?  

The SPEAKER:  My understanding is that work on the northern elevation will commence just before Christmas 
this year and will take approximately a year to complete.  Members can rest assured that the upper House will 
insist upon minimal impact, so most of the heavy work will be done during the break.  At each break in major 
construction work, the building will be sealed so that the upper House is not exposed to the elements and the 
like.  I am not in a position to say how that will be done technically, but that is my understanding of it.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  I refer to the funding of capital works.  Page 57 refers to the internal funds and balances and 
the holding account.  It looks like there is quite a lot of money in the holding account for the forward estimates.  
The holding account had no expenditure in the past two financial years.  What is the holding account, where does 
the money come from and why is it now being accessed? 

Mr CROUCHE:  The holding account, as explained by Treasury on page 5 of the reader’s guide, was introduced 
last year.  An amount of depreciation is put away for assets that may be replaced at some future point.  For the 
first time this financial year, the funding for capital works will primarily come out of the holding account.  If 
those funds are available and if a capital works program is approved for Parliament, it will include $700 000, 
which is depreciation that was put away last financial year and is now being released by Treasury.  The member 
also referred to the amount of internal funds and balances of $665 000.  That relates to funds that had been 
committed in prior years and are now being used to fund capital works during 2002-03.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  Funds allocated in previous years can be held over.   

Mr CROUCHE:  That is correct.  They are funds committed from prior years, but they are being used when the 
expenses are incurred. 

The SPEAKER:  My understanding is that we do not automatically get that money.  However, when we are 
about to spend it, we apply for it and it is released from Treasury.   

Mr CROUCHE:  That is for the holding account. 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Has Treasury agreed to release it already?   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 28 May 2002] 

 p1c-6a 
Chairman; Mr Colin Barnett; Speaker; Mr John Quigley; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr John Day; Dr Elizabeth 

Constable; Ms Margaret Quirk 

 [3] 

Mr CROUCHE:  Yes.  It is not automatic funding.  We still need to go through the budget process to seek 
approval for the capital works program.  Once it is approved, it is allocated.  It will come out of new funds or the 
depreciation that is held at Treasury.  

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to superannuation on page 50.  Has there been a significant decrease due to the introduction 
of the new scheme?   

The SPEAKER:  That is correct.  Last year there was an increase because of the new scheme, and the reduced 
figure is a reflection of the continuation of the new system.  

Mr DAY:  Is that superannuation for staff? 

The SPEAKER:  No; it is for members.  

Mr McGOWAN:  I refer to capital works on page 56.  An idea was floated by the previous member for 
Cockburn, Mr Bill Thomas, which was to put in Parliament an honour board for members of Parliament who 
served and died in wartime.  I understand that you have been examining that proposal.  Where is that proposal 
at?  When might we expect to see such an honour board and where might such an honour board be situated in the 
building? 

The SPEAKER:  I have progressed that suggestion some considerable distance.  Only four members of this 
House had leave of the House to go to war.  That has never been recognised in any manner.  

Mr McGOWAN:  Are you saying that four left and four died or that more left and only four died? 

The SPEAKER:  A lot of members of Parliament have served in wars, but only four were sitting as members and 
had leave of the House to go to war.  They are the four whom the board will recognise.  A supplementary board 
will recognise all members of Parliament who have served in war zones.  That will be a much bigger board and 
will cover a large number of members who served in war zones, especially World War I and World War II 
veterans.  To a lesser extent, it will also cover veterans of Vietnam and Malaysia and so forth.  It is hoped that it 
will fit between the doors to the Chamber, so that people who come into the Chamber can see it as a significant 
recognition of those four members.  I hope that happens some time in the next six months.   

[9.20 am] 

Dr CONSTABLE:  Like other members, I am pleased that the building will at last be completed, and in time for 
celebrations of the centenary of the original part of the building.  One hundred years is a fair amount of time in 
which to complete a building.  A number of members have said for some years at the estimates committees that 
there is a need for major works to provide proper facilities for staff and members at Parliament House.  We need 
new kitchens, offices and so on for staff.  What planning is in place for major development at Parliament House?  
For instance, the Leader of the Opposition’s staff still work in what is euphemistically called the “summer 
palace”, which has appalling conditions.  At what stage are any plans for major works?  When will major works 
occur?  Will new buildings be completed as part of this precinct? 

The SPEAKER:  Negotiations are continuing to try to remedy the summer palace situation.  Those talks are at a 
stage at which I cannot say what the result will be.  It is hoped that if they are positive, the summer palace may 
be removed and a better building utilised for opposition functions.  The negotiations are at a stage at which 
another department is required to make announcements.  I do not want to pre-empt what it might determine.  The 
member can rest assured about the plight of the Leader of the Opposition’s office.  Having been in opposition for 
eight years, I know how awful those buildings are, and it is in the long-term interest of Parliament to rectify that.  
There are moves afoot, but another department will make that decision.  It is in relation to Hale House.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  I understand that.  Mr Speaker, you have answered part of my question, because I used the 
summer palace as an example of poor conditions.  Discussion has occurred on and off, and perhaps there has 
been some wishful thinking, about the need for major development as well.  Is that on the drawing board or is it 
at the pre-drawing board stage? 

The SPEAKER:  It is something that we all hope for, but in the current economic climate, and probably in the 
future as well, it is hard to see that we will be able to convince Treasury to allow us to spend $30 million or 
$40 million on a development to benefit members of Parliament because of the political consequences of doing 
so.   

Dr CONSTABLE:  It is a pity that it would take such a narrow view - that it would benefit only members of 
Parliament.   

The SPEAKER:  That view is probably taken from people who are external to this place.  At the moment, I 
cannot see a $40 million building being built.  That is reality.   
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Dr CONSTABLE:  It should be noted that other jurisdictions have dealt with this problem of how to adequately 
accommodate staff and members of Parliament.  This State still has not done that.   

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to page 50 of the Budget Statements.  The new requirements for travel have been well 
publicised.  Mr Speaker, can you tell us how successful or otherwise they have been? 

The SPEAKER:  Since the introduction of the new rules on the approval of travel in the past financial year, the 
principal research officer of the Joint Standing Committee on the Anti-Corruption Commission has travelled to 
Brisbane.  That cost $2 000.  Three members of that committee travelled to Prague in October 2001 to attend the 
International Anti-Corruption Conference, and used imprest accounts.  The research officer also attended.  The 
conference fees, including all other costs, were $8 700.  The Public Accounts Committee travelled to regional 
Western Australia at a cost of $28 600.  The chairman and principal research officer of that committee travelled 
to the Australasian Council of Public Accounts Committees midterm meeting in Melbourne in February at a cost 
of $4 700.  Travel to Victoria and New South Wales in March 2002 cost some $35 300.  The Education and 
Health Standing Committee travelled to Kalgoorlie at a cost of $8 000 and to Melbourne and Alice Springs at a 
cost of $21 000.  The Economics and Industry Standing Committee travelled to the Sustaining Our Community 
conference in Adelaide at a cost of $11 600 and to Brisbane, Sydney and Melbourne at a cost of $13 500.  The 
Community Development and Justice Standing Committee did not travel at all that year.  These savings were 
made as a result of the rules, and it has allowed us to pay for stained glass windows and the like and has assisted 
in the funding of some of the infrastructure put into our committee rooms.  The money has been well spent and 
the committees have shown restraint, which benefits us all.  

Mr BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, you mentioned the stained glass windows.  What was the final cost of that work? 
The SPEAKER:  That work included the arch behind the Speaker’s chair.   
Mr McHUGH:  It was about $12 400.   
The SPEAKER:  That surprised me.  I expected it to cost a lot more.  We were pleasantly surprised with the 
work and its cost.  
Mr BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, you referred earlier to the Leader of the Opposition’s office, which is of some 
interest to me at least for the next two and a half years.  Are there any proposals to make any further alterations 
or to change the existing office in this building?   
The SPEAKER:  Not at this stage.  However, if the Leader of the Opposition wishes to raise that matter with me, 
I am happy to look at what changes are needed to make his office as efficient as he requires.  

Mr BARNETT:  Size is obviously a problem.  It was news to me today about the summer palace.  That is, by its 
nature, a temporary building.  I want to be reassured that there is no proposal to try to shift the Leader of the 
Opposition out of Parliament House.   

The SPEAKER:  No.  The Leader of the Opposition can rest assured that we are talking only about the people he 
wishes to house in whatever new accommodation might be available.  His allocation at Parliament House will 
not be reduced in any way.  In fact, the whole purpose of the northern extension and the relocation of the library 
is to expand capacity rather than reduce it.   

Mr McGOWAN:  Do you want to move out? 

Mr BARNETT:  Yes; in two and a half years time.   

Ms QUIRK:  I refer to page 54 of the Budget Statements and the provision for members’ laptops.  From that I 
conclude that we will shortly be equipped with laptops from this century.   

[9.30 am] 

The SPEAKER:  We have been fortunate to get an allocation to replace the aging laptops.  We are proceeding 
with finalising the necessary specifications for members’ laptops to ensure full security.  We hope that the roll 
out of those new generation laptops will start in August.  Being computer illiterate, it does not affect me greatly, 
but I understand the new computers will be substantially better than the old ones.  Disposal of the existing 
laptops is still being considered.  At this stage, I am of the view that, if it offers a resource to members, they will 
be given the opportunity to purchase their old laptops at a price to be determined by an independent person.  That 
is my view, but the decision on it has not yet been made.  

Ms QUIRK:  You have said that the roll out should commence in about August.  When should it be completed?  

Mr BREMNER:  A request for quotations on this project was made two days ago.  The delay to August results 
from the dual control between Parliament and the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  It is necessary for 
Parliament to purchase the computers, then pass them on to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, which 
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loads the software to make them compatible with the members’ offices.  Because of the current roll out of new 
electorate office equipment, the Department of the Premier and Cabinet has indicated that July would be the 
earliest it could do that.  Given that I envisage that the computers would simply be swapped over, we would look 
at doing it as soon as members return after the winter recess.  

Ms QUIRK:  Is it anticipated that the roll out will not commence until the new electorate office computer fit-out 
is completed?  

Mr BREMNER:  I would like the roll out to commence as soon as possible.  However, the information I have 
from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet is that it will not have the resources to do anything until July.  
Realistically, with the request for quotation having been made only recently, by the time a selection is made, and 
given the number of laptops required and the fact that they will probably need to be imported, they will probably 
not be available much before the end of July.  

Mr BARNETT:  I refer to page 56, under the heading “New Capital Works”.  An allocation is listed of $289 000 
for computer hardware and software.  Can the Speaker please explain what this is for?  Is it for the use of 
members of Parliament or parliamentary staff?  

Mr CROUCHE:  This figure refers primarily to hardware and software for staff use.  It relates to asset 
replacement, primarily the replacement of the closed circuit television equipment, and any non-leased office 
equipment, such as printers, facsimile machines and photocopiers.  

Mr QUIGLEY:  On page 56, under the heading “Completed Works”, there is an item of $21 000 for CD-ROM 
network upgrade.  I am not sure what that involves.  

Mr BREMNER:  That was a library project.  A number of database CD products are now available over 
POWAnet.  This item is for the infrastructure involved in making those databases available both through 
POWAnet and in members’ electorate offices.  

Mr QUIGLEY:  So is there now no ongoing CD project?  Now that all the information is available on POWAnet, 
is the CD project defunct?  

Mr BREMNER:  Some software is available only on CD, and some is available interactively through the 
Internet.  There is still a need to keep a limited CD resource. 

Mr BARNETT:  My question relates to the several properties that make up the Parliament.  I would like the 
Speaker to list, perhaps by way of supplementary information, the properties, apart from Parliament House, that 
form part of the operation of Parliament, and say whether they are owned or leased, and how the administrative 
staff are divided.  In other words, how many staff are employed in the various buildings?  

The SPEAKER:  Apart from Parliament House, the buildings are owned or leased by the State, not by 
Parliament.  At the moment, there are two leased properties.  One houses the Legislative Assembly committees 
and the other houses the Legislative Council committees.  I cannot speak for the Legislative Council, but I 
believe the lease on the upper House committee premises at 1110 Hay Street expires within the next 12 months.  
The other buildings allocated to Parliament are the Legislative Assembly annexe, and the building at 1 Harvest 
Terrace, which houses the library annexe at the moment.    

Staff numbers are 98 full-time equivalents in the Parliamentary Services Department and 30 in the Legislative 
Assembly.  I do not know how many are in the Legislative Council, but the numbers just given total 128 FTEs in 
all the buildings.  The Legislative Assembly annexe is empty at the moment, and has been for some time, since 
the committee office relocated.  

Mr BARNETT:  Will you provide information in due course on the addresses of those properties and how staff 
are distributed between Parliament House and the other properties, for both Houses?  Also, is any payment made 
out of the parliamentary budget towards leases, and if so, what is the cost for each building?  I want to get a feel 
for the cost of premises outside Parliament House.  

The SPEAKER:  I agree to provide supplementary information about the buildings controlled by Parliament, 
how many staff work in each of those locations and the leasing costs for buildings external to Parliament House.  
[Supplementary Information No A1]  
The appropriation was recommended. 
 


