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Division 1: Parliament, $41 110 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Mr F. Riebeling, Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. 

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

Mr R. Bremner, Executive Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

Mr M.D. Crouche, Finance Manager, Parliamentary Services. 

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

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.  This is the prime focus of the committee.  While there 
is scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be clearly related to a page number, item, 
program, or amount within the volumes.  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 
is the intention of the Chairman 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 asking 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 8 June 2007, 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 8 June 2007. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I have an easy question to start.  I refer to page 52.  The first dot point under “Significant 
Issues and Trends” refers to increased activity of parliamentary committees, which includes the current inquiry 
into the activities of the member for Murchison-Eyre, an inquiry that has come about as a result of investigations 
undertaken by the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Has the Speaker been made aware by the Corruption and 
Crime Commission, Western Australia Police, Australian Federal Police or any other law enforcement agency 
that an investigation or investigations are currently being undertaken into members of Parliament or 
parliamentary staff regarding possible criminal or corrupt activity?  If so, how many investigations is the Speaker 
aware of? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  By way of a point of order, I ask: how could this be relevant to the estimates process for 
handling the budget assigned to Parliament? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The point of order does make a relevant point.  Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition might 
like to rephrase that question in terms of the allocation of funding.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I did refer to the increase in the number of suggested inquiries.  I daresay that would 
require increased funds.   

The SPEAKER:  I am happy to answer.  The Procedure and Privileges Committee is carrying out an inquiry, as 
directed by the house.  Some information has been received from the CCC, which is assisting that particular 
inquiry.  We have not sought any advice as to what other inquiries the CCC is or is not undertaking as a result of 
our investigation, but it has given us some information to assist us in our inquiry.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is the Speaker not aware of any inquiries other than the one relating to Mr Bowler? 

The SPEAKER:  That is true.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  What action has the Speaker taken on the matter that was referred to him by the Corruption 
and Crime Commission on the concerns raised by the Public Sector Standards Commissioner that ministers had 
sought to influence CEOs about their second tier employment decisions, in contravention of the Public Sector 
Management Act?  I am referring to Maxine Murray’s reference.   
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The SPEAKER:  An inquiry came to me.  I directed it to my committee.  We interviewed the Public Sector 
Standards Commissioner and then directed a reply back to the CCC about that inquiry.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  So there has been a response to the CCC?  

The SPEAKER:  Yes.   

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  My question is an easy one too.  I refer to page 58 of the budget papers and “Outcomes, 
Services and Performance Information”.  Under the heading “Goal” it states - 

Developing and maintaining a skilled, diverse and ethical Department serving the Parliament . . .  

Does the department make an effort to ensure that the workforce in the Parliament is diverse and provides 
employment pathways for people with needs within the community, such as the disabled or other people who 
have stumbling blocks in the pathway towards employment?  Does the Parliamentary Services Department make 
an effort in that regard and, if so, in what way? 

The SPEAKER:  I understand that both departments over which I have some influence are equal opportunity 
employers.  When positions become vacant, people with disabilities or ethnic disadvantages are catered for in 
that process.  There is no actual program of seeking out people of those persuasions or disabilities.  However, I 
understand that allowances are made for them as applicants. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I ask a supplementary question.  Does the Speaker or his departmental heads have target 
goals or percentages that they try to reach such as those that apply in the public sector whereby there are target 
goals against which it can be gauged whether the goal that is referred to on page 58 is being advanced in any 
way or is simply woolly words that are not reflected in any substantial improvement in the employment of 
people with disabilities or of a diverse nature within the workforce?   

[9.10 am] 

The SPEAKER:  My understanding is that there are no targets. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I refer to Parliament House security under “Completed Works” on page 61.  My question is 
in four parts. 

The CHAIRMAN:  It will be in one part. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  It will be one question with four components.  Have there been any requests for listening 
devices and bugs to be planted in Parliament House?  If yes, how many; from whom; and was permission 
granted? 

The SPEAKER:  As far as I am aware no listening devices have been planted at Parliament House.  I have not 
been requested to plant such a device. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Has the Speaker or anyone else arranged to have Parliament House swept for bugs? 

The SPEAKER:  About three years ago it was swept, but I cannot remember why.  I think it was as a result of a 
security review.  I cannot recall the reason, but it was done about three years ago.  A check was done for 
explosives and other things.  It was a complete security sweep, as I understand it.  On two occasions I gave 
approval for cameras to be installed in Parliament House.  The first occasion was about five years ago and the 
second was about two years ago when some items had been stolen from two locations.  A camera was installed 
in the committee office and another in my office. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  When Parliament House was swept for bugs three years ago, was that the last time 
Parliament House was swept? 

The SPEAKER:  Yes. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Were any bugs located? 

The SPEAKER:  I cannot recall whether I was advised of any being found, but I think I would have been 
advised if any were located.  My understanding is that none was located. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Given the Premier’s ban on Mr Burke and Mr Grill from the lobbyists register, will the 
Speaker be taking any action to revoke their visitation rights to Parliament as former members of Parliament, or 
to ban their access to the house? 
The SPEAKER:  No. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Obviously, bugs were placed in Parliament House at the time the Corruption and Crime 
Commission was investigating the Legislative Council.  I presume that they were removed.  Was another sweep 
for bugs made of Parliament House after the obvious planting of bugs in the house? 
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The SPEAKER:  Not that I am aware of.  I do not know whether it was obvious that Parliament House was 
bugged.  I do not know why the Leader of the Opposition has said that. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I understood that the Legislative Council was bugged by the CCC.  Is that right? 
The SPEAKER:  I have not heard that.  It might be a rumour.  I do not know whether bugs were planted and I 
do not know whether a sweep was made as a result of any rumours.  I was not asked for permission for that to 
occur.  Definitely no sweep was conducted as a result in the Legislative Assembly. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is there any intention to conduct a sweep for bugs at Parliament House in the near future? 
The SPEAKER:  I have no intention of doing that. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Why not?   
The SPEAKER:  I can see no reason why I should. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  From the point of view of security, surely.  There is a huge budget for security at 
Parliament House.  I would have thought that it would be sensible to conduct a random sweep of Parliament 
House. 
The SPEAKER:  I do not. 
Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  The Leader of the Opposition has a huge budget.  Has he swept his office? 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I was hoping that the Speaker would do it for me - not that I have anything to worry about! 
The SPEAKER:  If the Leader of the Opposition has specific concerns, I will address those concerns. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  I refer to the second dot point on page 52 under “Significant Issues and Trends”, which 
states - 

There is a need to increase the level of understanding of the operation of the law of parliamentary 
privilege . . .  

What strategy is in place to address that identified issue?  What is the nature of the advice the Speaker has 
received in relation to privilege?  Has the Speaker received any advice on specific issues related to privilege, or 
have specific issues led to this issue and/or trend emerging?  
The SPEAKER:  There has been an emergence of a trend.  The primary reason the issue has been raised is 
people’s different understanding of privilege and how that affects the Corruption and Crime Commission’s 
operations.  All the advice that I have received is that our perception of the laws of parliamentary privilege is 
accurate and that the view of certain members of the legal fraternity that run counter to ours is incorrect.  As a 
result, we are gathering legal views from around Australia, which will be published in a book that we hope will 
be read by those members of the legal fraternity who disagree with our position.  We hope also to convince the 
education officers in the public service and elsewhere about our view of the operations of parliamentary 
privilege within government agencies.  Some extensive work has been done on the parliamentary website on that 
matter.  We are involved in a never ending educational process to protect parliamentary privilege for all 
members of Parliament. 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I refer to the major initiative to increase the procedural development for chamber 
operations on page 54.  I notice that it follows on from the major initiative for 2006-07 to increase support for 
procedural operations.  What precisely is meant by that, and who is the focus of that attention? 

The SPEAKER:  The major achievement in the past few months has been the provision of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
position, which is a new position for the Legislative Assembly.  That officer will not only change the structure to 
a more balanced one in my view, but also enhance the research capacity of the chamber itself.  Other staff 
changes that are being made presently will better facilitate the procedural database for ready reference.  We are 
involved also at the senior level in the support for and development of workshops around Australia through the 
Australia and New Zealand Association of Clerks-at-the-Table.  That association holds conferences with the 
administrators of Parliaments, such as clerks, deputy clerks and table officers.  Western Australia hosted the 
previous conference, which was very successful.  The Western Australian Parliament is a leading Parliament in 
the development of the ANZACATT concept throughout Australia.  For the information of members, Liz Kerr 
from our committee office is our new Sergeant-at-Arms; she is an outstanding officer. 

[9.20 am] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the second dot point on page 54 under “Major Initiatives For 2007-08”, which 
refers to training and development of staff.  Will this training include briefings to all members of the house and 
staff of the committees by officers of the CCC and/or officers of the Parliament in relation to misconduct? 

The SPEAKER:  That is a very good question.  It is something we hope the committee involved with the CCC 
will be able to put together for members’ advice, especially for new members, as part of the process of giving 
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information when a member first enters Parliament.  I think it is a very good suggestion that the CCC research 
officer be able to impart information in some sort of seminar format.  That has not been put in place yet 
structurally but it has been suggested.  It is something we will pursue in the next 12 months so that members 
know exactly where conflicts may arise.  I do not think there is a huge misunderstanding of conflict but it does 
not hurt to point out where it might occur.  It is a good suggestion and one that I am keen to pursue.  I have 
pursued it to a point but we have not put it in place yet. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The dot point refers only to staff of the Parliament and by extension that goes to members, 
whether by seminar or briefing note or any combination of the two.  I do not think it is ever unreasonable to 
renew some of that information, certainly in the context of the CCC and its inquiries.  Now would be an 
opportune time and I would encourage you, Mr Speaker, to proceed with that. 

The SPEAKER:  It is a good suggestion and one that will be taken up. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  On page 59 there is a reference to 20 FTEs being attached to the provision of 
infrastructure and facilities for parliamentary services, and on page 60 there is a total of 81 FTEs for the 
provision of information and services.  What is the total number of FTEs on the payroll for the parliamentary 
finance department? 

The SPEAKER:  Just the finance department? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  On the whole of the department’s payroll for the Parliament? 

The SPEAKER:  Assembly and PSD? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Yes, please.  The whole lot. 

The SPEAKER:  There are 101 FTEs for what is called PSD and 29 for the Assembly.  PSD includes Joint 
House, the library, accounts, staffing, Hansard, catering, and gardens - education comes under the Assembly.  

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I just want to congratulate the Speaker, the Clerk and staff.  I think this place has 
improved out of sight - not just this chamber, but the Parliament - in the past five years.  I would agree with other 
members that a few extra things can always be done, and my queries would be in relation to IT.  I just wanted to 
take the opportunity to recognise the fact that this place has improved significantly. 

The SPEAKER:  I would have to agree with that! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I thought you might. 

Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer to the Parliament House security upgrade on page 61.  Obviously, security is a key issue.  
I am wondering whether at some stage we will have further advances with security upgrades, such as airport 
screening for people attending the Parliament House precinct. 

The SPEAKER:  We already have those machines, of course.  Various people are screened and all mail that 
comes into the building is screened.  Everyone coming into the public gallery is also screened. 

Mr S.R. HILL:  So, they are not going through an airport-style security screening? 

The SPEAKER:  The people going into the public gallery walk through the screening. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


