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ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE 
 

NOTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY 4 FEBRUARY 2013 
AT 4.30 PM IN COMMITTEE ROOM 16, PALACE OF WESTMINSTER 

 
Members present: 

 
Sir Alan Haselhurst (in the Chair) 

 
Karen Bradley 
Graham Evans 

Mr Kevan Jones 
Mr Marcus Jones 

Tessa Munt 
   John Penrose 

Mr John Spellar 
Mr Desmond Swayne 

Mark Tami 
 

Apologies: David Morris 
 

1. NOTES OF DISCUSSION 
 

The Committee agreed the informal note of the meeting held on 28 January.  
 
Matters arising: The Committee noted an update on opening hours of the Vote 
Office. A Member asked if the Vote Office in Portcullis House could be better 
stocked. Another Member asked if there was a need for the Vote Office in No. 1 
Parliament Street to be retained.  

The Committee noted that in place of a formal Committee meeting next week, 11 
February, a back-stage and basement tour of the Palace would be conducted to 
enable a briefing on the restoration and renewal project.     

2. SIGNAGE 
 

The Committee noted a paper that had been circulated. The Committee agreed that 
Graham Evans should hold a meeting with Jon Prew, Chair of the Estate Signage 
Group, and update the Committee on progress. 
 

3. HOUSE OF COMMON NURSERY 
 

Andrew Walker, Director of Human Resources and Change, and Anne Foster, Head of 
Diversity, briefed the Committee. 
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Mr Walker informed the Committee that Nursery usage was below target. The usage 
recorded before Christmas was 32%, but there had been some new starters in January 
and more starters were forecast during the year ahead. Marketing had been 
conducted within Government Departments in Whitehall. Standards within the Nursery 
were being maintained. Mr Walker said that usage predicted at the time of opening 
had been optimistic and that there had been a smaller take-up than anticipated.  
 
A Member inquired what childcare facilities were operated by Government 
departments and if they were run by the same organisation as the House nursery. 
Anne Foster replied that discussions took place with other facilities in the FCO and 
MoD, The FCO nursery was operated by Bright Horizons and had been running for 11 
years. It had reached full capacity after six years and now had a waiting list. These 
facilities were less flexible than the House nursery. A Member asked how, if non-House 
staff were to be permitted to use the nursery, non-passholders could be 
accommodated while security was maintained. Discussions had taken place with the 
Serjeant at Arms and there was confidence that Whitehall passholders did not pose a 
security risk. Mr Walker stated that if the take-up by Whitehall passholders was not as 
great as hoped then it may not be possible to breakeven. 
 
A Member asked if a SWOT analysis had been undertaken on the nursery. That was 
not so, but a business case had been undertaken that had examined the case for the 
nursery and alternatives. The Member asked what facilities were provided for staff of 
other Government departments and was informed that they used private child-care 
facilities. Another Member asked whether the recent change in sitting hours of the 
House had affected the nursery and whether this change would produce any savings. 
He was informed that usage was being monitored. One-to-one discussions had been 
held with parents regarding the length of time children attended the nursery. 
 
A Member commented that the nursery provided facilities only for Members in the 
south-east. Anne Foster said that the facility provided an option for Members to have 
their families in London during the week. A Member asked if charges for the House 
nursery were comparable to other local nurseries. Charges were at the upper-end of 
the scale when the nursery opened, but no charges were made during recesses and 
the overall charges were therefore mid-range. The House nursery provided more than 
usual flexibility in its charging for attendance during the week and during recesses. 
 
Another Member asked if the recent Government announcement on nursery staff 
ratios would have an impact. This was being examined. The number of Members using 
the nursery had increased, but the downside was that their children did not attend 
during recesses. It was noted that Members’ children were unlikely ever to form the 
majority of users. It was suggested by a Member that, as in other nurseries, a retainer 
should be paid when children did not attend—for example, during recess periods. 
 
The Committee noted the update.   Mr Walker agreed to report back to the 
Committee before the 2013 Summer Recess. 
 

4. BROADCASTING 
 

John Angeli, Director of Parliamentary Broadcasting briefed the Committee. 
 
Mr Angeli informed the Committee that parliamentary broadcasting would have been 
undertaken for 25 years in 2014 and that during that time the infrastructure had not 
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changed. While the current infrastructure was suitable for the main UK broadcasters it 
did not meet the needs of the wider public and organisations nearby. With the 
introduction of new local TV companies, their video needs required a lower cost base. 
Websites were also interested in accessing parliamentary video, which was currently 
problematic. He stated that now was an opportunity to examine the access methods 
and to provide wider access to parliamentary broadcasts.  
 
A Member asked what the implications were for income from parliamentary 
broadcasting. There was a need to invest in new technologies and a review of the 
pricing structure for committee access could then be undertaken. Currently the charge 
was £450 per committee, with broadcasters also paying transmission costs, making a 
total of about £1,000. A business case was being produced which would suggest a 
price of £300. Income from select committee coverage was currently going to the 
contractors. 
 
Mr Angeli informed the Committee that there had been a review of footage obtained 
by new camera positions in the Chamber, filmed at the Youth Parliament. Shots from 
the new camera angles had been generally well received, but there had been some 
comment that cameras placed on the Table blocked the view of the Speaker from 
some positions. A trial of the camera positions located on the Officials’ Box would be 
undertaken after the February recess; the cost of the trial would be borne by the 
broadcasters. 
 
The Committee noted the update. 
 
 

5. DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING 
 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS WILL MEET INFORMALLY FOR A TOUR OF THE PALACE  ON 
MONDAY 11 FEBRUARY AND NEXT MEET FORMALLY ON MONDAY 25 FEBRUARY 
2013 AT 4.30 PM IN COMMITTEE ROOM 16. 


