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Division 3:  Premier and Cabinet - Service 1, Support for the Premier as Head of Government, 
$12 118 000; Service 2, Management of Matters of State, $66 188 000; Service 3, Management of Policy, 
$11 985 000; Service 4, Support for the Premier as Minister for Public Sector Management, $6 129 000; 
Service 5, Parliamentary, Statutory and Legislative Publishing Service, $429 000; Service 11, e-
Government Policy and Coordination, $3 918 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Dr G.I. Gallop, Premier. 

Mr M.C. Wauchope, Director General. 

Ms J.L. Sales, Acting Assistant Director General, State Administration and Corporate Support. 

Mr G.V. Klem, Director, Regional Policy. 

Mr J.J.H. Mensink, Project Director. 

Mr G.A. Hay, Assistant Director General, Public Sector Management and Security Planning. 

Mr K.A. Jones, Principal Project Officer. 

Ms V.J. Bryson, Executive Director, Office of e-Government. 

Mr R.V. Mance, Executive Director, Functional Review Implementation Team. 

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 fund.  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 Premier 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 Premier 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 
Premier’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by 17 June 2005, 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 Premier to cooperate with those requirements. 

I caution members that if the Premier 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 Premier agrees to provide 
will be sought by 17 June 2005. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I draw the Premier’s attention to page 70 and in particular to the first dot point, which states 
in part that the department is responsible for the implementation of shared corporate services.  I take it that 
“shared corporate services” means the consolidating of people involved broadly in the human resources field, the 
payroll field and those sorts of areas in various departments.  I am sure that the Premier does not have the figure, 
but can he tell me by way of supplementary information how many positions will be lost in regional Western 
Australia as a result of the shared corporate policy?  For instance, the Kalgoorlie hospital will lose about 20 
positions.  That is already on the record.  I am not sure what other positions will be lost.  Can the Premier 
provide by way of supplementary information the exact number of regional positions that will be lost to the city, 
the towns from which they will be lost and the agencies within those towns?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will take that question on notice.  However, it is important to provide the background to 
the issue raised by the Leader of the Opposition.  At page 70 of the budget papers there is reference to some 21 
different financial management systems and another 12 human resource management systems that are used in the 
largest 49 agencies of the Western Australian public sector.  When we came to government, we initiated two 
major phases of public sector reform.  The first was to amalgamate government departments.  There were far too 
many government departments in Western Australia and, as a result, the taxpayers of our state were not getting 
the value for money that was being gained in many other jurisdictions and, indeed, in other states of Australia.  
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The second phase of public sector reform dealt with the issue of corporate services and procurement.  The strong 
advice that we received from the Functional Review Committee was that Western Australian taxpayers were not 
getting value for money from their public sector and that, through a reform process, enormous savings could be 
achieved for the people of Western Australia.  That means that that money can be spent directly on service 
delivery, rather than on bureaucracy.  Indeed, ongoing annual savings of approximately $50 million in the first 
full year of 2008-09, with further annual savings of $4.4 million from non-consolidated fund funded agencies, 
are expected to be achieved.  That work will be made up of process efficiency savings of approximately 
$37 million and information and communication technology savings of approximately $13 million.  The process 
efficiency savings of $37 million will be achieved through the aggregation, simplification and standardisation of 
processes and through improved technology.  The information and communication technology savings of 
$13 million will be achieved through supporting shared service centres instead of the 130 individual agencies 
that we have in Western Australia, the reduced cost of software maintenance and support, and the rationalisation 
of existing ICT infrastructure.  Of course, when those reforms are rolled in, the agency budgets will be adjusted 
by their savings portion.  This process is now being followed through.  I will not go through the stage at which 
we now find ourselves, but I point out to the Parliament that we are making good progress.  This is about 
ensuring that we have an efficient public sector for the people of Western Australia.  As the Leader of the 
Opposition knows, my government’s policy is that if people within the public sector are affected by change, we 
institute our redeployment arrangements, and we have done that very effectively.  I am pleased to report to the 
Parliament - this was reported in the newspaper in recent days - that the number of redeployees in Western 
Australia was 410 in 1993 and 598 in 1999, and it is now down to 103 as at 23 May 2005.  As a result of these 
changes, there will be impacts in the public sector, but the important point is that we look after people who are 
subject to redeployment and, most importantly, gain savings that can then be used on direct service delivery.  We 
are a government that focuses on public sector reform, whereas the previous government baulked at 
amalgamating departments and at corporate service reforms and simply went down the contracting out and 
privatisation route, which added cost to government.  We are in the business of reducing cost by good up-to-date, 
world-class public sector management practices.  I cannot give a specific answer to how that will impact across 
the state generally.  We will work through these issues as we implement the policy.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I take it that the Premier is happy to provide by way of supplementary information the 
number of positions that will be lost from regional areas?   

[2.10 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We can look at that and try to find information that will meet the member’s purposes.  The 
member should appreciate that this process is currently going through the system.  I am not sure whether we 
have the precise details the member needs.  However, we will pursue it and try to find the information if the 
member puts the question on notice.  Despite that, we have to pursue the reform processes.  If the Leader of the 
Opposition is going to be like his predecessor and resist all public sector change, he will be held to account by 
those who want an efficient public sector in Western Australia. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the Premier prepared to provide the detail through supplementary information? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I said we will see whether we can find the information. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the information exists, is the Premier prepared to provide it through supplementary 
information? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Of course. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The Premier will need to clarify what he is agreeing to provide. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I think the member is asking for the regional impact of the government’s public sector 
corporate services program. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will clarify that.  I am interested to know the number of positions that will be lost from 
regional areas as a result of the government’s shared corporate services program, the towns they will be lost 
from, and the agencies within those towns.  I know it is all on the record because we have done this with the 
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will seek that information if it is available. 

[Supplementary Information No A42.] 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not talking about the number of individuals; I am talking about the number of 
positions because I know some individuals may be redeployed. 
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Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer to the first dot point under significant issues and trends at page 69.  Will the Premier 
provide further information about the state crisis centre? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member will be aware that the Western Australian government signed the 
intergovernmental agreement on Australia’s national counter-terrorism arrangements in October 2002, which 
established the National Counter-Terrorism Committee.  The national counter-terrorism plan establishes the 
requirement for a state crisis centre that centralises information and support for decision makers in the event of a 
terrorist incident or significant threat.  The state crisis centre will provide analysis and consolidation of 
information, provide public information and be the liaison point with the commonwealth and house the proposed 
state disaster council, the state emergency coordination group and senior support officials.  We have approved 
start-up funding of $850 000 for the state crisis centre, which comprises $200 000 for office establishment, part-
year rent of $150 000 and part-year salaries of $500 000.  The proposed secure facility will include 
accommodation and meeting conference facilities, incident management control functions, secure voice and data 
communications services and designated offices for principal officials.  The Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority will provide $500 000 in annual funding for the transfer of functions that are currently provided in 
support of the state emergency management committee.  In 2005-06 and the forward estimates, funding has been 
provided for eight full-time equivalent positions and contingencies required for the ongoing operation of the 
facility.  The member will appreciate that it is not appropriate to tell him where the facility will be located for 
reasons that are fairly obvious given the nature of the function that will be performed.  We are making good 
progress on all the issues involved in tackling terrorism in Western Australia.  I will leave it at that.  If a more 
general summary of what the state is doing in counter-terrorism is required, the member might take the 
opportunity to ask another question.  I will be happy to go through it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is an invitation for another dorothy dixer! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is important; the people want to know what we are doing. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Do it as a brief ministerial statement. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I think we will do it as estimates questions!  They will be short and to the point. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the decisions taken since the state election at page 70.  The first item is the 
Australian and New Zealand Army Corps small grants scheme.  Will the Premier elaborate on the scheme?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  As the member knows, the government has initiated a program of initiatives to keep alive 
the Anzac tradition in Western Australia.  It proposes to do that by involving people.  The member has seen the 
very successful program of schools adopting a memorial.  Each year a successful Anzac tour is conducted with 
students.  There has been tremendous support from young people for the program.  We also appreciate that there 
are issues around the state that need to be addressed.  The Anzac small grants scheme will assist that.  The grants 
scheme will provide $250 000 in funding to assist with the refurbishment and restoration of dilapidated war 
memorials.  An amount of $250 000 was provided in 2004-05.  The maximum grant value is $10 000.  
Applications will be considered on their merits.  Applicants must be incorporated bodies or make application 
under the auspices of an incorporated body.  Local government authorities, the Returned and Services League, 
youth groups, community organisations, special interest groups, parent groups and other not-for-profit groups are 
eligible to apply.  There have been some excellent applications for the program.  The government has also 
provided $50 000 for the production of a further set of Anzac medallions for people who made a personal 
contribution during the Second World War.  An amount of $145 000 is provided for salaries and on-costs of the 
two officers who support the Anzac initiatives.  The Anzac medallions have been very well received because we 
focused on not only those who were directly involved in the Second World War but also those people who 
provided support.  As members know, when Australia was under threat between 1939 and 1945, the whole 
community came together to defend the nation.  We are also giving medallions to people who were part of the 
back-up support to make sure that the troops who were in the field were properly serviced with equipment.  For 
example, women played a very significant role in the munitions factory in Welshpool.  I have some wonderful 
photographs of the women working there.  Women were also involved at the time in the agricultural industry.  
Nurses also provided a lot of back-up.   

I conclude by saying that this year we will commemorate eight Western Australian communities that were 
bombed during the Second World War.  An amount of $5 000 has been donated to Broome, Exmouth, Derby, 
Onslow, Port Hedland, Wyndham, Kalumburu and Port Gregory for special commemorative community events.  
The towns were bombed during the 1940s when Western Australia was under threat.   

Members might be interested to know - the member for Nedlands knows because she was with me on Monday - 
that Hon Phillip Pendal, a former member of this Parliament, gave a very interesting talk to the Royal Western 
Australian Historical Society on the preparation of and planning by the state government of Western Australia 
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during the Second World War.  At that time, the threat was seen to be real.  Singapore had fallen and there were 
bombings in the north of the state.  Serious consideration was given to moving government offices from Perth.  
Do members know where they were considering to move?  Kalgoorlie.  The Governor of the day shifted his 
residence from St Georges Terrace to the Kalamunda Hotel.  He travelled to work every day from the hotel. 
The CHAIRMAN:  It is a very long answer, Premier. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am wrapping it up right now. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This has nothing to do with budget estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will chair this, member.  The Premier got the point. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I always want to promote our state’s history. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Do it in your own time. 
The CHAIRMAN:  I do not need the help of the member for Hillarys to chair this committee. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I refer to the second dot point under significant issues and trends at page 69.  The 
government is exploring a number of alternative water supply options, including water recycling and the 
development of new groundwater and surface water sources.  It does not matter which way a person looks at it, it 
will be costly.  Is there any appetite for the government to negotiate with the commonwealth on the National 
Water Initiative as a source of additional funds; and, if not, why not?   
[2.20 pm] 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We wrote to the Prime Minister and indicated that Western Australia has a very well 
developed water strategy.  I argue that we are ahead of the other states in the implementation of our water 
strategy, which is broadly consistent with the National Water Initiative to which various states and territories 
around Australia have signed up.  Our view is that Western Australia is different, and that we should introduce 
the changes at our pace.  As soon as a state locks into a national scheme, it is dependent upon the national 
bureaucracies for funding and the timing of projects.  Instead of waiting, we have gone ahead with our own 
program.  As the member knows, the government has already signed with the Harvey Water cooperative on the 
irrigation improvements in that area.  We intend to continue to press ahead with irrigation reform initiatives, 
which will provide a comprehensive plan for dealing with water allocation and trading and a proper scientific 
approach to sustainable use.  I asked the Prime Minister whether he would agree to a bilateral agreement with 
Western Australia.  I pointed out to him that federalism works best when the autonomy of each state is taken into 
consideration.  For example, mutual recognition works very well because each state is free to determine its own 
procedures for establishing qualifications.  Once a qualification is established, a person so qualified can work in 
another state.  The national competition policy worked well, because each state was still free to determine 
whether to deregulate an area or to change a policy according to the principles of the national competition 
scheme.  Each state knew that if that were not done through conscious policy, they might lose some of the 
benefits from the revenue that was created; however, they kept their autonomy.  The state has concerns with the 
next stage; that is, the federal government wanting to run the system.  Western Australia always stands up on 
these issues.  In all the meetings that I attend of the Council of Australian Governments, it is our voice that 
speaks up vigorously for the states and federalism.  Unfortunately, the Prime Minister has not agreed with this 
proposition.  His view is that unless we sign up, the money will not be available.  I point out to the committee 
that a promise was given before the federal election that money would be available to all the states.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is available.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  But we have to sign up.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What is the Premier’s problem with signing up?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have just explained the problems with signing that agreement.  Obviously, the Leader of 
the Opposition is of the view that whatever the commonwealth asks for, he will give.  That is fair enough.  He 
has chosen that course.  As the saying goes, as you sow, so you shall reap.  We are committed to Western 
Australian autonomy.  We will pursue our own water strategy.  It is unfair and unwarranted for the 
commonwealth to not distribute funds to Western Australia, given our progressive approach to this matter. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN:  This may be written somewhere, but what sorts of dollars could the state potentially get 
from the National Water Initiative?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We do not know, because the states must first apply.  None of the states has yet received 
much money from that scheme.  It is by application.  It has to be ticked off by the National Water Commission.  
There is no guarantee that any state will get any money.  The commonwealth took the money that was allocated 
for national competition policy post-2005-06 or 2006-07 and reallocated that to water in a way that was quite 
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dishonourable.  The federal government broke an agreement that it would not do such a thing without proper 
consultation with the states.  There is $2 billion in that fund, but the states will not necessarily get any of that 
money unless they meet the conditions laid out by the National Water Initiative.   

The CHAIRMAN:  As this discussion is somewhat outside the scope of our Budget Statements, I will move on.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to services 2, 3 and 4 under the service and appropriation summary on page 71.  
The difference between the 2004-05 budgeted amounts and the 2004-05 estimated actual amounts represent 
blow-outs of approximately $12 million on service 2, $2.7 million on service 3 and $2 million on service 4.  
What is the reason for those blow-outs?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will provide details of the major items under those categories, which will outline the 
reasons for the expenditure.  The estimated actual amount to deliver the services for 2004-05 is 
$178.195 million.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I was referring specifically to services 2, 3 and 4.  I do not want a global figure.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Under service 2, the increase of $12.627 million in the estimated actual cost included 
carryovers from 2003-04 of $2.892 million.  The member will appreciate that money is not always spent in one 
year and goes into the next budget.  There was additional funding for pay rises in February 2004 and January 
2005, totalling $1.019 million; a shortfall in the imprest account of $34 000 - that money was not spent; 
$850 000 for counter-terrorism initiatives in response to the national initiative, which I mentioned earlier and 
outlined what had been done; $1.7 million for the establishment of three new ministerial offices after the 
election; $150 000 for contract variations for air charter services - they are rise and fall provisions; an extra 
$160 000 to the Leader of the Opposition - 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is not $160 000.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Sorry, it is to the leaders of the Opposition.  It continues with $53 000 for media advisers; 
post-election expenditure of $1.1915 million in severance payments; $33 000 for the justice inquiry into the 
Supreme Court escape; $1 million to the inquiry into the justice system, which I think is sitting today; 
$4.05 million to the tsunami appeal by the Red Cross, including the interfaith service; $300 000 to the Ballajura 
peace park and Mandurah war memorial; $80 000 for the fishermen’s monument in Fremantle - there was 
insufficient money to complete the project, so the government agreed to fund the shortfall; and $50 000 for the 
documentary of the Tom Hoad Cup, which was the water polo championships held in January.  That event was 
telecast in Guangzhou province.  I was with the Consul-General for Guangzhou this morning, and he told me 
about the progress we are making there.  The member for Kimberley would remember that a display of 
indigenous art was incorporated in the program.  Also included in that amount was $665 000 by way of a 
community grant to Access 31 to upgrade its equipment; an allocation of $475 000 to the physical activity task 
force; $203 000 to meet an increase in superannuation costs and the capital user charge; and $2.28 million in 
increased funding for redeployments from the abolished Anti-Corruption Commission.  That is additional 
funding and all of those come to $15.132 million.  Then there is internal funding totalling $1.237 million, and 
that was provided for the policy officers’ salaries, $73 000; security at the Public Sector Standards Commission, 
$47 000; various contingency costs, $84 000; security planning and coordination, $171 000; Northbridge 
strategy initiatives, $150 000; sustainability round table, $60 000, the Keating review implementation, $112 000; 
“A Grateful State Remembers”, $250 0000; a small schemes grant, $250 000; the Gallipoli tour, $40 000; and 
regional investment fund television expenditure, $185 000.  The latter was the advertising campaign to 
encourage people to apply for those funds.   
[2.30 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  How much is that? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will go through it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, just that one. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Which one? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The last one. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It was $185 000.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  So, $185 000 was spent to encourage people to apply for funds. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Just as the commonwealth does.  It was an increase of $12.627 million in total.  That was 
offset by the repositioning of appropriations of $2.8 million for the Gordon inquiry; $455 000 for the Physical 
Activity Taskforce; $3.333 million for the Notre Dame University research and Functional Review Taskforce; 
and $234 000 from the procurement harvest - already we are getting savings from the procurement strategy.  
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There was also a reduction in funding for the Duyfken project of $50 000.  It was a one-off payment from last 
year that we did not need to repeat this year.  That totals to the difference between $61 million and $73 million.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Was there not a tremendous amount of carryover?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There was some. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There was some, but from the Premier’s answer it seems a small amount. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Does the member want a dialogue on this? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Should we have supported the tsunami appeal?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier has given me the answer.   

I had an associated question about service 3, the management of policy.  I note with great interest that in January 
2005, which was just prior to the election, a flyer was published through the social policy unit titled “The Social 
Agenda”.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  To which page is the member referring?   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am referring to service 3, management of policy.  I am saying a flyer was concocted by 
the social policy unit, which comes under the heading of Premier and Cabinet.  It was called “The Social 
Agenda” and dated January 2005 and it was released just prior to the election.  I read it with great interest.  It 
welcomes the reader to the first edition of “The Social Agenda”, a monthly electronic newsletter from the social 
policy unit of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.  I have looked with great interest to find the monthly 
newsletter, but I cannot find any except for the January edition which, as I said, was prior to the election.  Have 
they been printed or was this the only one that has been published?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I certainly will look into that and respond.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Can I have the answer by way of supplementary information? 

[Supplementary Information No A43.] 
The CHAIRMAN:  Does the member for Hillarys have another question regarding service 4?  The member did 
ask for those three in terms of the budget line. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have done two. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I thought the Premier had.  The other one was service 4, support for the Premier as 
Minister for Public Sector Management.  There is a blow-out of $2 million. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The word “blow-out” is a bit extravagant. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier can choose his words and I will choose mine. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The movement between the 2004-05 budget and 2004-05 estimated actual is a difference 
from $7.769 million to $9.707 million.  The increase in the estimated actual of $1.938 million is primarily the 
result of carryovers from 2003-04 of $1.594 million being reflected in the 2004-05 estimated result.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is about half the blow-out.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  More - about two-thirds.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Would the Premier explain what carryovers are?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Take the science allocation.  We allocate money for the innovation fund and sometimes, for 
a range of reasons, the money is not spent in that year.  It is budgeted to be spent in that year but it gets pushed 
into the next year.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It gets used in an election year.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP: It does not work that way.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I want to explore further the issue of water, which is referred to at the second dot point at 
page 69.  It states that the government is looking at alternative water supply options.  We know that one option is 
the desalination plant, which will cost between $300 million and $400 million and which obviously would be 
funded by Western Australian taxpayers.  Does the Premier concede that if we were prepared to sign up to the 
National Water Initiative and even if we were to get just 10 per cent of the total $2 billion pool, we could easily 
fund half the desalination plant without having to use state taxes or revenue to do so?  Secondly, and more 
importantly, would the Premier be more specific about the exact issues that he has with the National Water 
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Initiative and explain why the government will not sign up?  Which individual parts of that water initiative is the 
Premier concerned about to the point he will not sign it? 

The CHAIRMAN:  We will ask the Premier to focus on what is contained within these volumes. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  On a matter of clarification, Madam Chair, we are dealing with the second dot point.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition has not been in politics for very long and, therefore, has not 
had a lot of experience in intergovernmental relations.  The first reason is a general reason. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Do not patronise me. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am not patronising the Leader of the Opposition.  I am pointing out that his predecessors 
had exactly the same approach as I do. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the Premier answers the question, we can accommodate him. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The first answer is a general one.  Whenever we are tied up in a national scheme of this 
nature, our choices and ability to timetable issues according to our requirements is restricted.  Every state 
government in Australia, particularly governments of Western Australia, has baulked under these constraints for 
many decades.  The first point is we lose our autonomy.   

The second point is that the specific details of the National Water Initiative are mainly, although not totally, 
designed to deal with issues associated with the Murray-Darling Basin.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What are they concerned about?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will tell the Leader of the Opposition.  For example, they are talking about giving full 
property rights to water.  Here in Western Australia, we believe that those who have water need to have it for a 
period that will justify borrowings so they can invest in improvements.  That might not necessarily require them 
to have the full property rights.  We think we need more flexibility on this issue.  That links to the question of 
full cost.  The commonwealth scheme requires all the participants to charge the full cost of water to those who 
use it.  Our view is we need to be a bit more flexible about these issues.  We have irrigation schemes in the 
Kimberley, Carnarvon, Wanneroo, Harvey and Preston, and they are different.  Our view is we should deal with 
these issues in a more flexible way.  The three issues we are concerned with are: first, the general issue of having 
our timetable set by the commonwealth; secondly, the question of - 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Which timetable is the Premier referring to? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Let me give an example: if we agreed that we would subject our schemes to funding from 
the commonwealth, our timetable would be determined by when the commonwealth gave us the funding.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is that a big problem? 
[2.40 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is.  It just does not give us the money.  It asks whether we are qualified to get this money.  
That means we have to do certain things.  As we found with the salinity and heritage funding, the commonwealth 
does not come without any strings attached.  Therefore, it takes time to get agreement.  We have a water crisis.  
Decision, not delay, is the way we look at these things.  We want to get on with it.  The problem is that if we 
accept what the commonwealth is offering, we will be subject to time delays, and we will lose our autonomy.  In 
respect of full cost pricing of water, and in respect of water rights, we want to be more flexible than the 
commonwealth will allow.  We believe that if we go our own way, we will preserve our autonomy.  I predict that 
we will produce a better result with water if we preserve our autonomy than if we become part of the National 
Water Initiative.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier would rather use Western Australian taxpayers’ funds than commonwealth 
funds, all because of his bloody-mindedness.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is not bloody-mindedness.  It is interesting that rather than join with me in putting 
pressure on John Howard to support us, the Leader of the Opposition wants to join with John Howard in putting 
pressure on Western Australia to sign something that is not necessarily in our interests.  The Leader of the 
Opposition has chosen to go down that path.  If the Leader of the Opposition wants to go down that path, that is 
fine.  I want to follow the strong tradition of Western Australian Premiers who stand up for Western Australia. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the Premier tell us the latest cost for the desalination plant? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I think I revealed that in the press release that I put out at the time of the announcement. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is that the most up-to-date cost?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is.  Nothing has changed since the press release was put out. 
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Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I refer to page 70.  The fifth last line under the heading “Decisions taken since the State 
Election” refers to the establishment of the Office of Water Strategy.  Can the Premier provide further details on 
this new unit that is dealing with one of the most precious resources of this state?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have tried to explain this to the Parliament on a number of occasions, because I believe it 
is important to note what we are doing in government.  I have taken on the responsibility of making sure that the 
policy on water that we put to the people at the election is delivered.  That means that we will have coordination 
across government so that we provide the new sources of supply that will give certainty to investors and security 
to households and industry and enable Western Australia to face the future with confidence.  We can hold our 
head up high in this respect, because currently communities like Goulburn in the eastern states of Australia do 
not know where their water is going to come from.  I have taken on the responsibility to make sure this happens.  
My colleague the member for Balcatta has responsibility for the day-to-day operations of the Water Corporation.  
As was the case under the previous government, the Minister for the Environment has responsibility for the 
environmental issues related to water allocations.   

The Office of Water Strategy will be set up in my department on 1 July 2005.  Its functions will be to support 
me, as the minister responsible for water resources and for the strategic direction of this state on water issues, by 
providing high-level advice to the government on water strategy; coordinating government activity in water, 
including new source development, demand management and water re-use; providing executive support to the 
State Water Council, the Cabinet Standing Committee on Water, the Premier’s Water Foundation, and other 
committees involved in the implementation of the state water strategy; and, finally, facilitating the development 
and implementation of strategic water initiatives.  A realignment of the management of water-related matters, 
resources, licensing, pricing, and regulation and statutes is being undertaken to ensure that legislative 
responsibility and administrative clarity exists across the water portfolio.  This means replacing the ad hoc 
arrangements of the past and minimising the conflation of operational matters with a strategic policy focus.  
Models of water resource entities will be presented to cabinet later this year.  The Office of Water Strategy has 
been allocated $700 000 per annum.  Additional resources will be allocated or transferred in July 2005.  It will 
have 10 permanent officers, with other officers seconded or contracted from relevant agencies.  By seconding 
officers from other agencies, such as the Department of Environment and the Water Corporation, the office will 
have access to current, up-to-date information about water resources.  It means that its strategic policy advice 
will be shaped and informed by several perspectives, and will move beyond the narrow lens wherein one 
component of water management or conservation is emphasised at the expense of another.  The people who are 
currently working in the office that will be expanded to form the new Office of Water Strategy on 1 July are 
working on issues such as providing executive support for the Appleyard committee, leading the State Water 
Council, looking at waste water re-use, which of course is an issue the member for Wanneroo is interested in -  

The CHAIRMAN:  She certainly is. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  They are also involved in the Gnangara coordinating committee, another issue the member 
for Wanneroo is interested in, and looking at the report of the irrigation steering committee.  I am very pleased 
with the progress we are making.   

There have been many occasions when states in Australia have lacked the confidence to pursue these issues on 
their own terms, according to their own timetables and with their own resources.  As a result, they have been 
caught up within a national bureaucratic framework that restricts their ability to deliver.  We are not going to fall 
for that trap in Western Australia.  The Office of Water Strategy will ensure that we have available to us the best 
advice to pursue these issues on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  I predict that we will move much 
faster than the other states that are involved in the national scheme.  The National Water Initiative already has 80 
bureaucrats working in it.  This is the sort of thing that happens when the commonwealth gets involved.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The commonwealth wants to give the state some money!  The Premier would rather tax us 
than take that money! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This is the logic of the commonwealth.  It is willing to give us that money.  However, when 
the states get involved in the process, the commonwealth sets up a bureaucracy.  That bureaucracy then expands 
exponentially.  Conditions are then laid down for how the money can be spent.  Those conditions are often very 
difficult for the states to meet.  The states then have to compromise on their own programs because of this 
commonwealth inducement.  That means we do not always get the best outcome.  Leader of the Opposition, 
Australia works best when the states are given autonomy.  That is the key lesson from Australian history.  
Unfortunately, all too often when Labor and Liberal at the national level fail to adhere to that principle, the 
results are not as good as they could be for the people of Australia. 
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Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  The last line on page 70, under the heading “Decisions taken since the State Election”, 
refers to the Western Australia water campaign grants.  Will the Premier please provide some information about 
those grants? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This is fairly straightforward.  Funding for the WA water campaign with local councils 
commenced in November 2003.  Sixteen councils have been recruited to date.  Local government has been very 
supportive of this initiative.  Local governments are being trained to assess, monitor and meter their water use to 
ensure sustainable and effective water management practices.  Additional councils will be recruited to participate 
in the campaign.  The training program is being expanded to include ground water management.  This initiative 
is undertaken in conjunction with the International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives and the Western 
Australian Local Government Association.  The WA Local Government Association has embraced this with 
enthusiasm, and we have backed it up with these grants.  Over the next three years we plan to recruit a further 14 
councils.  It is planned to recruit approximately 30 councils in total.  All members are encouraged to get their 
local government involved.  Local governments can apply for these grants.  The local member of Parliament may 
even get to announce the grant in his or her local community when it comes through.  This is an important part of 
our strategy.  We cannot deliver a water strategy without partnership with industry.  We cannot deliver a water 
strategy without partnership with households.  We cannot deliver a water strategy without partnership with local 
government.  That is what we are doing.   

[2.50 pm] 
The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Stirling indicated that he had a further question on this line of questioning.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  In response to the question from the member for Kimberley, the Premier mentioned the 
irrigation steering committee.  I note that the statewide irrigation review has been completed and submitted to 
cabinet.  When will it be tabled in Parliament?   

The CHAIRMAN:  That is an excellent question. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  When we release the report of that review, we will do so with our response.  There has been 
extensive consultation.  Mr Ross Kelly - who would be known to many members of this estimates committee, 
some of whom would remember him in his former role as chairman of the Fremantle Dockers - is now playing a 
role in our water strategy.  We believe that it is important for us to issue our response at the time we issue the 
report, and we are currently working on that response.  

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Does the Premier have any idea of the time line? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  As I said, we want to move along with this issue.  Officers are working on it.  I cannot give 
the member a specific time but we want to move it as quickly as we can.  I appreciate the member’s interest in 
the matter, which is an important one for the state.  What has come from the review is that areas of Western 
Australia can be very proud of their achievement.  The productivity improvements in Carnarvon through 
innovative investment have been enormous.  The Harvey Water cooperative, in partnership with the government, 
has invested in new infrastructure, which has delivered to the cooperative the potential for water trading.  We 
want these sorts of initiatives to flow from the irrigation review.  However, we will not issue the report until we 
have formulated our response.  We have an obligation to tell the industry what we intend to do when we issue 
the report, and that will be done as soon as possible. 
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer the Premier to the second dot point on page 83.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Which service is it? 
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  It comes under major initiatives on page 83 and refers to the desalination plant.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, service 3. 
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  The Premier gave the Leader of the Opposition some details on the desalination plant, but I 
am particularly interested in the renewable energy component that will be built into the desalination plant.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What is your question? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  First of all, the member would appreciate that we must minimise the environmental 
implications of the desalination plant.  When the announcement was made that we intended to go down the 
desalination route, the first course we took was to plant trees to offset the greenhouse gas emissions from the 25 
megawatts of power that is needed to ensure the desalination plant will work.  Since then it became clear that it 
was possible to have an agreement with a renewable energy provider.  The 25 megawatts of power can be 
provided through renewable energy which, of course, would be an even better result for Western Australia.  
Negotiations are continuing on that and we are confident they will be completed soon and we will have 
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renewable energy for the desalination plant.  Beyond that I cannot go any further, except to say that negotiations 
are well advanced with the provider of renewable energy for the desalination plant. 
Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I draw the Premier’s attention to major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 99.  
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Which service is it? 
Mr D.T. REDMAN:  It is the second-last dot point on page 99, which states - 

The Department will implement the ‘State Community Violence Prevention Strategy’ . . .  
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That item is covered by the Minister for Community Safety, the member for Midland. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is crime prevention not in the Premier’s department?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is in the department, but the Department of the Premier and Cabinet has a range of 
functions.  Some functions that are performed by the department are the ministerial responsibility of others. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Like all of them! 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I assure the Leader of the Opposition that there is nothing extraordinary about that.   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Under which service does it come? 
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  It is service 11. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Service 11? 

The CHAIRMAN:  In fact, I will point out an obvious error.  It comes under service 12, which is not currently 
being considered by the committee.  It comes under the implementation of state crime prevention strategy and is, 
therefore, not relevant to this debate.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is the Minister for Community Safety. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes.  It comes under another minister’s responsibility. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Does the member want to ask another question? 
Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN:  I will add the member for Stirling to the list for another question.  Does the member for 
Girrawheen have a follow-up question? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  No. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will move on to the member for Hillarys. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier can either answer this general question by referring to the third dot point on 
page 69 or to the service and appropriation summary on page 71.  A lot of people and I want to know: how many 
people are employed in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and under what category are they employed 
today compared with five years ago?  For instance, are they policy or media advisers to the Premier?  If the 
Premier cannot give me that information today, I am happy to have it by supplementary information. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I cannot give the member the exact figures, but I am quite happy to give him a general 
answer about some of the issues.  If the member looks at service 1, support for the premier as head of 
government, and compares the situation today with the situation before we came to power, he will see that the 
previous Liberal government had a capital city development program, a graffiti program and a communications 
section in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  Those programs have gone.  Since then we have added 
the Dubai office, the fiscal activity task force and the Anzac Day working group; therefore, things change. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I know they change, but I would love to know how many people work in the Department 
of the Premier and Cabinet -  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We will get the member that figure. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I want to know how many people work in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to 
service the Premier and what categories they are employed under.  I am interested to know how many media 
advisers and policy advisers there are and the levels they are at, and how many advisers in any other category the 
Premier has, compared with five years ago.  I mean, the Department of the Premier and Cabinet is the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet, whether it is today or five years ago.   

[Mr P.W. Andrews took the chair.] 

The CHAIRMAN:  Perhaps the member can make the question shorter or I can give him further questions on 
each point, which will give the Premier the opportunity to answer them. 
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Let us get it clear: is the member after an answer under service 1, support for the Premier as 
head of government? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I want a total figure.  It is a very simple question.  How many people work in the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet and under what categories are they employed - media advisers, policy 
advisers and so on and so forth - compared with five years ago?  That is what I am interested in knowing.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am happy to do that, but I urge the member to compare like with like. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would be happy to do that. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member knows, as he was the minister for a while, the Office of Multicultural Interests 
was not in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet when he was in government. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  And the Premier is not the minister for that office any more. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, but the member must make a distinction between the political and the administrative 
sides. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is what I am worried about. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  What is the member worried about? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Quite frankly, I am worried about the number of political people the Premier has working 
in his office.  How many spin doctors does he have?  How many are disguised as policy advisers?  Let us be 
honest.  This is a budget estimates committee.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Sure. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We are entitled to ask pertinent questions, not just dorothy dixers like the member for 
Girrawheen. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not think the member for Hillarys is asking the right question. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What is the right question then? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member appears to want the answer to something specific.  I am telling him that if I 
give him the total numbers across the whole of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, it will not be a very 
effective comparison, as the department has functions.  Perhaps the member could refine his question.  I am 
trying to help him. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not think the Premier is. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am very keen to be accountable. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The day the Premier tries to be accountable to me is the day I give up this job. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  What is the member after? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Geez, for the third time! 

The CHAIRMAN:  I think we have all belted our chests enough for a little while.  Will the member specify the 
question so that I can understand it? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will for the third time, Mr Chairman.  How many people are employed in the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet and under which categories are they employed - for instance, media 
advisers, policy advisers and other categories - compared with five years ago?   

[3.00 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am happy to take that as supplementary information.  However, I urge the member to 
compare the department - 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will; I just want the figures. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member for Hillarys is not the sort of person who would use that information in a way 
that is not reflected by the facts, is he? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Of course not - heaven forbid! 

The CHAIRMAN:  The Premier has indicated that he is prepared to provide the supplementary information.  I 
ask the Premier to repeat what he will provide. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I think the member is after an account of the total number of people employed in the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet in 2000 compared with the number employed in 2005. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The figures from 11 February 2001 will be fine. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Okay.  It will be from 11 February 2001 through to today.  The member also wants to know 
under that heading how many of those people are policy officers - this will be more difficult, but we will see how 
we can do it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  How many people are media advisers?  I am particularly interested in the number of 
media advisers, as I have a view about them. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We can give figures on that. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  I want them all.  Some media advisers may be disguised as policy officers.  I know 
how things work in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet; that is why I ask the question.  I want to know 
the categories people are listed under.   
The CHAIRMAN:  I need to make clear the information to be provided for the purposes of Hansard.  The 
Premier agrees to provide information on - 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The total number of employees - 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  And the number of media advisers. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  It is all categories people are employed under. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  What sort of categorisation is the member after? 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Everybody must be employed under a category in the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet.  They are either policy officers, media advisers, boot cleaners or whatever.  I want to know the 
categories that make up the total number today as compared with the situation on 11 February 2001.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We will do our best.   

[Supplementary Information No A44.]  
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can I ask a further question on that matter? 
The CHAIRMAN:  Yes. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Perhaps by way of supplementary information, can the Premier do the same exercise for his 
immediate office?  I refer to people directly responsible to the Premier.  Can the Premier tell us how many staff 
were in that office when he took government, and how many staff are employed today in his immediate office, 
along with the job descriptions of those immediately responsible to the Premier.  I could list mine in two 
seconds.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  My advice indicates that 221 people were in the office of former Premier Richard Court at 9 
February 2001.  In the first term of my government, as at 3 May 2004, there were 205.9 FTEs.  As at 6 May this 
year, there were 222.9 FTEs.  Therefore, it is 221 to 205.9 to 222.9. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is that for the whole Department of the Premier and Cabinet? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  That is for the Premier’s office and ministerial offices.  Ministerial offices are under 
that category as well. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can we get the information regarding the Premier’s office? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Under Premier Court, there were 18 officers, and there are 20.6 FTEs under me.  It is a huge 
increase!  I can see a press release coming out: “massive increase in the Premier’s office!”  It is two extra people.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The following members are listed to ask questions - the member for Kimberley, followed 
by member for Girrawheen and the member for Stirling.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  On a point of order, the question I asked was a further question to that posed by member for 
Hillarys.  I think I was next in line for my substantive question.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  We will give the member that advantage. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I thank the Chair.  The second major policy decision on page 70 of the Budget Statements 
deals with the Physical Activity Taskforce, which I notice has an allocation of $490 000 for this year and 
$235 000 for next year.  However, there is no forward estimate for 2007-08 or 2008-09.  What does the task 
force do?  Would it be fair to say that the task force will be discontinued in 2007-08?  Is that the reason that no 
forward estimates appear beyond 2006-07? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Funding has been approved by the government to consolidate the capacity of the Physical 
Activity Taskforce to deliver quality initiatives and to address the decline in the physical activity and nutrition 
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levels of children and adolescents, as identified in the child-adolescent physical activity and nutrition survey of 
2003.  Funding also provides for the implementation of a wide range of physical activities and nutrition 
strategies in schools targeting kindergarten to year 3, years 4 to 7, and years 8 to 12 by the Department of the 
Premier and Cabinet, the Department of Health, the Department of Education and Training and the Department 
of Sport and Recreation, working in partnership with the Department for Planning and Infrastructure.  Funding 
provides work force development and training for 120 teachers across the state in fundamental movement skills 
in kindergarten to year 3.  Funding supports the development of a curriculum-based resource on healthy 
lifestyles for years 4 to 7, and the expansion of the Crunch & Sip fruit and vegetable and water policy at 50-plus 
schools.  The allocation is also directed to the enhancement of the new physical activity web site at the 
Department of Education and Training; the expansion of the TravelSmart program for schools, incorporating 
walk to school and cycle to school challenges across the state; and doubling in size the sports fund program the 
Department of Sport and Recreation operates in 90 high schools.  I remember walking to primary school and 
avoiding the double-gees up at Beachlands.  I hope they have been moved, member for Geraldton. 

Mr S.R. HILL:  Yes. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Good.  Salaries and related expenses support a full-time physical activity coordinator at 
level 6, a resource development officer at 0.5 FTE at level 6, and the appointment of physical activity officers in 
each Department of Education and Training region across the state.  

The Leader of the Opposition would appreciate that our youngsters need their physical exercise.  Real evidence 
suggests that they are not getting enough exercise and that their nutrition levels are being affected by too much 
fast food.  I urge every member in this Parliament to take an interest in the Crunch & Sip program.  Are there 
any in the member’s school?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have left school now.  In case the Premier has not noticed, I do not wear short trousers 
now; my mum thinks I am a big boy now!  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The program requires a certain amount of time to be set aside for kids to eat fruit and 
vegetables and to drink water.  The water is provided by the government.  I visited Lathlain Primary School, 
which participates in this program, and kids commented to me that they already established in their own minds 
that they were feeling better, were more positive and were doing their homework better.  A time is set aside, and 
fruit and vegetables are taken into the class that kids have to eat.  The government provides water.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is a good idea, Premier.  I agree.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is going well.  In terms of its future, money has been allocated for a certain number of 
years.  As we come to the end of that program, we will assess how it has gone and whether teachers are trained 
up and the schools could run the program themselves, rather than having central direction and facilitation from 
government.  The program will be assessed in 2006-07 to work out whether we need to take it further or devolve 
it down the system.  The answer to the question, Leader of the Opposition, is that we will assess the program in 
that year and determine whether to put more funds aside for it.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  For the record, can the Premier confirm that there is no money in the forward estimates for 
that program after 2007? 

[3.10 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is nothing abnormal about that.  Obviously we review these things as we go along, 
and we will have to review it at the end of 2006-07.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The major policy decisions table on page 70 indicates that money has been allocated in the 
forward estimates for almost every other program, with a couple of exceptions, but not this program.  Has the 
Premier made the decision that this program will disappear in 2007? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  The Physical Activity Taskforce was set up to generate change, and we are seeing that 
change come through.  The task force will continue, but the programs under the task force are evaluated.  There 
is no intention on the part of the government to say that physical activity will not be an issue for government.  
However, this program and the other programs are subject to assessment.  The whole point is to generate change, 
and if change has been generated and it is taken up at a lower level of government, that program might not need 
to continue.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  However, why would the money not be kept in the forward estimates and be taken out if the 
assessment of the program found it to be no good, rather than the opposite way around?  We would have to 
presume that this program will not continue after 2007.  
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, I would not presume that.  
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Otherwise the Premier would put the money in the budget and take it out if he changed his 
mind.  He cannot have it both ways.  If it is not in the budget, it will not happen.  
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I can.  This is a specific program.  It will be evaluated and if it is necessary to continue it, 
that decision will be made, subject to all the budget priorities at the time.   
Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I refer to the major achievements for 2004-05 on page 80.  I commend the Premier on his 
courage and decency in dealing with the Gordon Inquiry into Response by Government Agencies to Complaints 
of Family Violence and Child Abuse in Aboriginal Communities.  He has protected the rights and interests of 
indigenous women and children.  I want that on the record.  What progress is being made and how is the 
response going?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I appreciate the question because the Gordon inquiry has provided the framework within 
which we are delivering services to indigenous communities throughout the state.  I know that it has been well 
received and that it is having an impact.  We remain committed to working in partnership with indigenous 
communities around Western Australia to reduce child abuse and violence in those communities.  Our 
$75 million response to the Gordon inquiry is well under way.  Police and child protection workers are now 
moving into remote communities, including Kintore, Balgo, Warburton, Kalumburu and Bidyadanga.  Those 
communities now have full-time policing.  Progress is being made at Warakurna, Warmun, Jigalong and the 
Dampier Peninsula.  I met members of the Warmun community yesterday.  They would like this to happen 
quicker.  The difficulty is that we must identify the land, get the clearances, design the facility and then build it.  
In a place such as Warmun, there are complications with building and construction due to the wet season.  
However, I appreciate that the facilities are not there yet, but we are moving along with that.  More resources are 
allowing services to be provided to Aboriginal children, families and communities in roles as diverse as child 
protection workers, Aboriginal family support workers, Strong Families project coordinators, Aboriginal police 
liaison officers, police sergeants dedicated to tackling family violence, victim support services and assistance for 
communities managing community supervision agreements.  Work is done with these communities in a range of 
areas to strengthen families, to ensure that police are available when they are needed etc.  Also, the services must 
be at the centre.  New central services, such as the specialist child interview unit, are operating and the child 
protection unit at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children can provide a 24-hour service for acute sexual abuse 
cases.  However, the government’s response has been more than to simply increase the number of resources 
available.  The Gordon inquiry also showed that there were systemic barriers or blockages that reduced the 
effectiveness of government, particularly in across-government case management.  New legislation and a 
systemic change were required.  Again, the government was quick to respond.  Its contemporary child protection 
legislation has been achieved with the new Children and Community Services Act.  The Working with Children 
(Criminal Record Checking) Act provides for criminal record checks of people working with children.  
Amendments to underpin improved domestic violence responses have been enacted.  New police orders to 
enable the perpetrator to be removed from the home are being issued at the rate of 500 a month, and the 
reporting of family violence has risen from 12 000 in 2003 to 18 000 in 2004, because it is now more 
transparent.  The Young Offenders Amendment Act is being implemented.  The Attorney General approved the 
incorporation of information-sharing provisions to improve responses and services across agencies in the privacy 
of personal information protection bill, and drafting of this legislation has commenced.  We have moved down 
the track of mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted diseases and strengthening interagency child protection 
protocols.  Amendments will be made to the Health Act to tighten the legislation even further.  The government 
has introduced the Commissioner for Children and Young People Bill 2005, which was recommended.  Of 
course, the Child Death Review Committee has also been established.  Legislative initiatives, resourcing 
initiatives and service initiatives have all been taken up.  This is important.  A whole-of-government approach to 
these issues is needed.  We now have a cabinet standing committee on social policy, which is linked to what we 
call the human services directors general group.  The regional managers forum is implementing the whole-of-
government social and indigenous agenda.  I inform the member that I am keen to meet with the regional people 
in Port Hedland next week to get feedback from them on how this process is occurring in their region.  The next 
challenge is to negotiate with the commonwealth to improve commonwealth and state services to indigenous 
people.  We started out in partnership with indigenous people to address family violence and child abuse.  We 
have developed that agenda to address the full spectrum of issues in indigenous affairs, which includes 
governance, land and sea title, economic opportunity and the provision of essential services.  Together with the 
commonwealth and indigenous people, I think we are getting better outcomes.  There is still a lot to be done.   

I believe - I know the member shares this view - that we are starting to see the change.  The first thing that had to 
happen was to bring this issue to the surface and not allow it to fester under the surface so that people could 
acknowledge that it was a problem.  We are now finding that that is happening.  As a result, women in particular 
are now taking a much more active role within their communities and are speaking out.  They have the 
confidence to speak out because they know they will get the support of the authorities, whereas previously they 
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did not get that support.  Cultural change is also important, and we have seen some of that cultural change occur.  
I could not say to this Parliament that there are not still problems, and I would not say that.  However, we have 
started to move the machinery of state forward, we are changing the culture, and we are delivering more people 
to where they are needed.  We can be proud of what we have done in Western Australia to tackle the scandal of 
child abuse and family violence in Aboriginal communities.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the significant issues and trends on page 69.  The Premier answered some 
questions from the member for Geraldton about the state crisis centre.  One of the things he touched on was the 
state’s response to counter-terrorism.  Can the Premier delineate the nature of some of those responses?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am very pleased to report to the committee on this issue.  I am sure that the member for 
Hillarys in particular is very interested in what I am about to say.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would prefer it in a different forum, rather than in budget estimates.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This is a good forum. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Rather than dorothy dixers, I would prefer there to be more genuine questions from the 
opposition, in which we try to keep the Premier accountable.  

The CHAIRMAN:  There is only one sort of question and that is a question that relates to the budget.  The 
member for Girrawheen has asked the question and the Premier will give the answer.  

[3.20 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This is an area in which the commonwealth and the states have cooperated.  As a result, we 
are starting to see a change.  We have a plan called the national counter-terrorism plan.  It outlines 
responsibilities and coordination arrangements between jurisdictions and broadly defines the prevention, 
preparedness, response and recovery framework for dealing with terrorism.  In Western Australia, the threat of 
terrorism is managed under the same framework that applies to other hazards.  The Western Australian police 
and the Department of the Premier and Cabinet are the main points of consolidation of the activities across a 
number of agencies.  There are many activities under way in agencies as they integrate counter-terrorism 
considerations into their planning.  Some of those undertaken I will now list.  It gives an idea of how far we are 
moving.  Firstly, we have agreed to the establishment of a state coordination centre.  I recently outlined the 
background of that in this estimates committee.  Secondly, Assistant Commissioner David Caporn has assumed 
responsibility for the entire counter-terrorism and state protection portfolio of the Western Australia Police 
Service.  Thirdly, the Western Australia Police Service has established a dedicated counter-terrorism unit headed 
by Superintendent Mal Scott.  The unit reports to Assistant Commissioner Caporn.  Fourthly, work has been 
proceeding on model cross-border investigative powers to improve the nation’s capacity to deal with particular 
areas of multijurisdictional crime.  Contemporary policing requires law-enforcement agencies to undertake 
investigations into organised criminal networks that extend beyond the boundaries of any one jurisdiction.  
Accordingly, model bills have been developed on cross-border investigations into surveillance, controlled 
operations, assumed identities and witness anonymity.  Work is continuing to ensure a consistent and effective 
approach to money-laundering offences.  All states and territories consider that effective national response to 
money laundering can be achieved without reference to the power of the commonwealth by reforming the 
existing money-laundering laws.  To this effect, Western Australian legislation in the form of the Criminal Law 
Amendment (Criminal Property) Bill 2004 received assent in October 2004.  The Western Australian Explosives 
and Dangerous Goods Act has been drafted to, among other things, accommodate the regulation of security-
sensitive ammonium nitrate.  The Western Australia Police Service managed and participated in the counter-
terrorism exercise at the Broome airport in February 2005.  It was the first exercise under the Securing our 
Regional Skies security program and involved an initial response from the Australian Federal Police’s protective 
services regional rapid deployment team with a handover to state police.  Critical infrastructure protection is 
being organised through the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to ensure that the state can meet its 
obligations under guidelines agreed by the Council of Australian Governments in 2005.  A database of critical 
infrastructure is maintained.  The state works with the owners and operators of the infrastructure and 
commonwealth agencies in prevention and preparation activities.  A whole-of-government transport security 
policy committee has been established to strengthen governments and work cooperatively with the Australian 
government security committee.  All Western Australian ports have implemented security plans in accordance 
with the requirements of the commonwealth Maritime Transport Security Act.  The act is being extended to 
apply to offshore oil and gas facilities.  The state is liaising with the commonwealth and industry during the 
process.  Rail transport security has been strengthened with a central monitoring room being established to 
provide 24-hour-a-day closed-circuit television surveillance systems across the metropolitan passenger rail 
system.  Stations have between five and 15 cameras providing synchronised views from strategic positions on 
platforms and in car parks.  Monitoring staff can communicate with each station by intercom and instigate 
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immediate response through radio contact with the police and the Public Transport Authority’s transit guards.  
The program complements the on-train cameras, train platform emergency call buttons, improved station lighting 
and locked compound and patrolled car parks.  The Fire and Emergency Services Authority has developed a 
state urban search and rescue capability.  Decontamination equipment has been distributed and mass 
decontamination tents are operational in all tertiary hospitals.  A multi-agency chemical, biological and 
radiological exercise jointly managed by FESA and the Police Service was held recently to trial existing plans 
and test-response decontamination equipment.  Planning is now well under way for Mercury 05, a 
multijurisdiction counter-terrorism exercise that will be conducted in October 2005.  A lot is happening and the 
government is very pleased that it is getting a good response from its own agencies to deliver on this most 
important national issue.   

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I refer to the tenth dot point at page 82, which refers to the department contributing to 
improved management arrangements for the Swan River, including the proposal for a Swan River act and Swan 
River park.  According to the Water and Rivers Commission, less than one per cent of the state’s rivers can be 
labelled as pristine or near pristine.  Although the Labor government has provided funding for the Swan River 
Trust, it has shown no serious ongoing commitment to the waterways outside the Swan-Canning catchment.  
Will the Premier commit to improving management arrangements for the state’s regional waterways to halt the 
serious decline in the health of the waterways and to restoring degraded environments as the government has 
with the Swan-Canning catchment? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There are two parts to the question.  The first deals with the Swan River and the other is 
more general.  I am not in a position to give the best answer on the more general position.  The Minister for the 
Environment is better placed to answer that.  However, I point to the work we are doing with the catchment 
groups throughout the state.  They are coming together very well.  We are starting to see the salinity money from 
the commonwealth become available and used on the ground.  We have seen much improvement of the Denmark 
River.  Extensive research has shown that the quality of the water has improved as a result of the initiatives the 
government has put in place.  I cannot give a comprehensive answer.  The Minister for the Environment can give 
one.   

I announced an additional $15 million last year to be spent over the next four years on projects for the Swan 
River.  That is now in the budget brought down last month.  The draft Swan and Canning Rivers management 
bill has been released for public consultation.  We want to make sure that the powers available to the regulatory 
authorities are adequate to deal with the issues affecting the Swan River.  We have had consultation across the 
board.  We will move ahead with the legislation.  The issue relates to drainage.  The government is considering 
recommendations from a review of drainage by consultants URS Australia.  It will look at previous work, 
including the drainage white paper and a review of drainage by the Environmental Protection Authority that was 
released last year.  The department is in the process of establishing new institutional arrangements for the 
strategic water policy.  The proposals of URS Australia will need to be integrated with those arrangements.  We 
recognise the Swan River as an important issue.  That is why we have put extra money into it.  It is also why we 
are looking at legislation that will give powers to a regulator concerning the Swan River.  It is also why the 
government is engaging with the catchment groups around the Swan River.  There have been some excellent 
results.  In my own electorate, the catchment groups have done great work to clean the drains and make sure the 
nutrients are gathered before they go into the river.  We need to keep the process going.  Obviously, there are 
issues about the source of the river that are dealt with as part of the government’s salinity programs as well as by 
federal money issued under the natural heritage grants.  The money has an impact in that area.  We regard this as 
an important issue for both rivers as well as statewide. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I am concerned about the regional commitment.  I fully appreciate the value and issues of 
the Swan River.  I am trying to highlight needs in regional areas. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The reason I mentioned the Denmark River is that it shows that consistent effort over time 
will produce results.  We appreciate that there are sensitive issues with the Yarragadee investigations as they 
relate to the Blackwood River, which is in the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s electorate. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  There are also some sensitive issues with the Denmark River with potential dam sites. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  If the member would like more information, I suggest he go to the Minister for the 
Environment.  I am sure she would be happy to provide it. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to matters listed at pages 78 and 79.  I refer specifically to the management of 
matters of state and support for ministers’ offices, particularly that of the Leader of the Opposition.  It is listed 
under service 2.  Another couple of lines under the key efficiency indicators also relate to this matter.  I 
understand from comments the Premier made earlier today that the number of staff in his office has increased 
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from 18 when Labor came to government to 20.6.  The number of staff of the Leader of the Opposition’s office 
stands at about 11.  Would the Premier consider increasing the number of staff in the Leader of the Opposition’s 
office in line with the increase that has occurred in his office?  I also ask the Premier to indicate to the committee 
whether any of his staff members have been seconded to his office; and, if so, whether they are paid from a 
department source.   

[3.30 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Some people have been seconded to my office.  For example, a person was seconded from 
the Water Corporation to help with water issues and someone from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to 
help out with budget issues.  There are, of course, two leaders of the opposition in our budget: one is the Leader 
of the Liberal Party and the other is the Leader of the National Party.  When the Premier’s office is compared 
with the offices of the Liberal and National Parties, the offices of the Liberal and National Parties must be 
combined.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  We are not in coalition.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is the comparison for resources.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Given the increase in the number of staff in the Premier’s office from 18 to 20.6, would the 
Premier consider giving the Leader of the Opposition a further two staff in line with that increase?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  An amount of $160 000 per annum in new funding has been provided to the leaders of the 
first and second parties in opposition.  The budgets for those offices have been increased.  We have recognised 
the need for improvement and have provided additional funding.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can we employ another two staff members?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, the Leader of the Opposition cannot; his budget has been increased.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The government has received a $1 billion windfall in tax revenue but he cannot afford two 
more staff members for the Leader of the Opposition! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The budget of the Leader of the Opposition has been increased. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier can afford it for his own office but not for the opposition.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Members, the question has been asked and answered.  Do members wish to take an 
afternoon tea break and pit stop?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will conclude by giving some interesting statistics.  The budget for the first party in 
opposition has risen from $623 000 in 2001-02 to $854 935 in 2004-05, representing a total increase of 37.23 per 
cent.  The budget for the second party in opposition has also increased, by 32.72 per cent from 2001-02 to 2004-
05.  The overall increase in both offices is 35.66 per cent since 2001-02.  The total budget for the Leader of the 
Opposition in 2004-05 represents a 35.71 per cent increase on the budget for the Labor Party in opposition in 
2000-01.  By comparison, the budget for the Premier’s office has increased by only 22.06 per cent between 
2000-01 and 2004-05.  We are reasonable when it comes to meeting the office requirements of the Leader of the 
Opposition.  The government has increased the amount that his office receives at a greater rate than for the 
Premier’s office.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It depends on whether those seconded to the Premier’s office are paid out of the budget of 
his office or the department.  If they are paid out of the department’s budget, the government is cooking the 
books.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  From where are the people who are seconded to the Premier’s office funded?   

The CHAIRMAN:  The question has been asked and answered.  Do members wish to take a tea break now?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I have a further question on this matter.  Given that people are seconded to the Premier’s 
office from various departments, would the Premier agree to one person being seconded from the Department of 
Treasury and Finance to work in my office to help me with budget matters? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition would have to make a request and I would consider it. 

Meeting suspended from 3.35 to 3.46 pm 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  On page 69 the third dot point of significant issues and trends refers to new technology.  
Am I right in saying a new IT system has been progressively installed in the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet over the past few months and that the cost blow-out is quite enormous?  If it has, by how much has it 
blown out?   
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Is the member talking about the shared service contract?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Unfortunately someone else has my paperwork on this question.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member will have to be more specific.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is an IT system being installed in the Premier’s department for which the initial costs 
have blown out quite extraordinarily? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is no new system coming into the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  There is 
the overall shared service delivery program, and new systems are being purchased for that.  That might be what 
the member is talking about. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  If that is the one I am referring to, am I right in saying that there has been a significant 
cost blow-out?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I think Oracle Corporation Australia Pty Ltd has been given the contract.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is right, but I do not know whether it has been completed.  I will ask Mr Mance to 
indicate whether the process has been completed. 

Mr R.V. Mance:  The actual contract should be signed this afternoon. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Sorry, I missed that.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  If the Oracle contract is the one the member is referring to, it will be signed this afternoon.  
The member for Hillarys is a bit hazy with his questions.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, because I have given my paperwork to someone else who, I think, has put a question 
on notice in the other place and it has been lost. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We will answer it there then. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As this is a budget estimates committee I thought it would be useful to be given the 
answer by way of supplementary information.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I need to be certain it relates to this division.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It does. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am unaware of what the actual question is.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is in relation to IT being installed or upgraded in the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet that has shown a significant blow-out.  My question is: am I correct in saying that?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  If the member is talking about the Oracle contract, it is within the financial boundaries set 
by the government.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Will the Premier tell me what those boundaries were? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not have those figures with me.  I can certainly get them for the member as 
supplementary information. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That will be fine.  
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  There is a dot point relating to this question on page 85.  The fifth dot point of major 
initiatives states that the Office of Shared Services will be established to coordinate and monitor the 
implementation of the recommendations of the Functional Review Taskforce.  It is there, so why is not the 
Premier answering the question?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am answering the question.  I said I would provide the answer as supplementary 
information. 
The CHAIRMAN:  For the purposes of Hansard I need to clarify what it is that the Premier is agreeing to 
provide.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Information on the Oracle contract. 
[Supplementary Information No A45.]   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to the fourth dot point of significant issues and trends on page 69.  I think the 
Premier has already answered part of the question in relation to the national water strategy.  What other 
competing pressures are challenging the government in terms of the federal balance of power?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The question of federal-state relations is a very important one for Western Australia.  I am 
pleased to report that on Friday at the Council of Australian Governments meeting we made progress on a couple 
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of issues, when in previous meetings we had not made progress.  The first one was health.  The commonwealth 
government had consistently said it was not willing to put on the table issues that related to the interface between 
the state and the commonwealth, most particularly nursing homes and aged care.  It has now agreed to discuss 
those issues.  It is a very important step forward.  It is an issue we cannot deal with unless both sides - 
commonwealth and state - are involved.   

The second issue on which progress was made was climate change.  The Prime Minister indicated that he was 
not willing to talk about emissions trading, but he was willing to sit down with the states and talk about a range 
of other issues that impact upon climate change.  Previously he had rejected that, so that was a move forward.  
We are going to reconsider the national competition policy.  That policy worked well.  One of the reasons for 
that is that the states preserve their autonomy.  They could make a decision on whether they wanted to reform the 
potato marketing legislation; if they did not, they knew what the consequences would be.  That is one area where 
we have been penalised by the commonwealth, unfairly I might add.  Nevertheless, we knew what the system 
was and we appealed and the commonwealth has not agreed.  At least we had control over our destiny.  We have 
agreed to review that now and look at the future.  Unfortunately, now the commonwealth is persisting with its 
desire to take over industrial relations in Australia.  We disagreed with it on that and indicated we would act with 
vigour to defend our state industrial relations system and resist its efforts to introduce a Court-Kierath-style 
industrial relations system at a federal level.  That state system led to huge anomalies in the public sector.  It led 
to exploitation of workers and it reduced minimum conditions below decent standards.  There is no way we will 
sign off on something like that.   

We also find in a number of areas where the commonwealth provides funds to the states that it is placing 
restrictions on how that money can be spent.  Let us take education.  The commonwealth provides about eight 
per cent of our state’s education system funding and with that it wants to tell us how to do our testing programs.  
We have good testing programs in years 3, 5 and 7, and soon to be in year 9.  We are leading the nation.  We do 
not want our testing programs to be diminished as a result of our accepting a standard position across the nation 
that is the lowest common denominator.  Overall, the commonwealth is pushing harder to establish its control 
over service delivery.  We need to be very vigilant in that area.  We need to oppose the effort by the 
commonwealth to take over industrial relations, because it intrudes upon state sovereignty and will impose a 
model that is against the interests of families in Western Australia.  In some areas the commonwealth is being 
forward-looking and is cooperating with us to produce a better result.  On balance, there are some important 
issues that we need to address.  We need to be vigilant and vigorous in our defence of states’ rights.  We also 
need to be vigilant and vigorous in defence of good service delivery that meets what we believe are the needs of 
our people and not what the commonwealth bureaucracy believes are the needs of our people.  There are a lot of 
issues in that area.  I am pleased to report that the member for Girrawheen, as my parliamentary secretary, has 
been appointed to chair a task force within government -  

[3.50 pm] 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the member for Girrawheen the Premier’s parliamentary secretary?  Goodness me! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Why would that concern the Leader of the Opposition?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I was going to congratulate her on her elevation to high office!  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  She does an excellent job.  The member for Girrawheen, as my parliamentary secretary, will 
be coordinating across government to ensure we deal with these issues in a comprehensive way and defend the 
state’s interests.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I draw the Premier’s attention to page 70, major policy decisions.  An amount of $2 million 
has been allocated in the area of crime prevention for responsible parenting orders and contracts.  I notice there 
is no money in any of the out years.  Can the Premier explain why that is the case? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We are piloting the programs in the south east metropolitan area.  We will assess the pilot 
programs to see how they work, and we will put the legislation through the Parliament.  We will then make the 
necessary budget allocation to deal with that issue. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  When did that program start, and when will the pilot be finished? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I announced the pilot last year in Gosnells, I think it was.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does the Premier remember which month it was?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  It was early last year.  We put the money aside, and we indicated that we would be 
legislating.  That legislation has now been prepared, and the parliamentary secretary has introduced the bill into 
the Parliament.  We have the knowledge we have gained from the pilot.  Once that legislation goes through, we 
will have the legal framework to deal with this issue. We can then establish the system statewide.  The Leader of 
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the Opposition knows what this is about.  It is about assisting parents, and requiring parents to go to parenting 
classes if the courts deem that necessary.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I think the Premier actually launched it in Langford.   

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I refer to page 81, service 3, management of policy.  The third dot point under major 
achievements for 2004-05 refers to the appointment of an expert panel to consider the feasibility of transporting 
water from the Kimberley region to the south west of the state.  Will the Premier please provide an update on the 
activities of the panel?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Government is committed to ensuring that when we determine what the next major 
water source will be, we have before us all the options; namely, south west Yarragadee, Kimberley, all the re-use 
concepts that are being examined within government, and the irrigation review.  The only way we can make a 
rational decision that is in the best interests of the people of Western Australia is if all that information is before 
us.  The member knows, because she has a special interest in this area, that a lot of proposals to bring water from 
the Kimberley have been put forward in the past 20 years.  What has never been done before is to properly 
examine the social, economic and environmental impact of those proposals, and all the other issues that need to 
be addressed if we choose that course of action.  

[4.00 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  What about shipping? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is one issue being examined and I will come to that.  We decided to set up a panel last 
year.  Professor Reg Appleyard chairs the panel and the members are: Dr Beverley Ronalds, the chief of the 
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation’s petroleum resource division; Emeritus 
Professor Ian Lowe from Griffith University; and Mr Don Blackmore, the former chief executive of the Murray-
Darling Basin Commission.  The panel is looking at three different ways of bringing water from the Kimberley: 
pipeline, canal and sea transport.  I think the member for Kimberley will agree that for the first time the members 
of that panel are asking hard questions about where the water will come from, what it will mean for the 
ecosystem of the Kimberley and whether there are other uses for that water in the Kimberley that might be more 
effective than bringing it to the south of Western Australia.  We will, therefore, get a serious analysis.  I hope 
and trust that the members of the panel are consulting properly with the indigenous people in the area.  If they 
are not, the member for Kimberley will certainly tell them that they should be.  I therefore have confidence in the 
panel.  The panel met with eight expression-of-interest applicants to examine the technical viability of those 
three concepts.  Four proposals are to bring water down via a pipeline, one via a canal and three via ocean 
transport.  Other independent consultants have prepared preliminary technical reports by which to assess the 
proposals.  The panel’s deliberations have been assisted by the context report on south west water resources 
produced by the CSIRO.  To ensure that the community’s perspectives about water are taken into account, the 
panel visited the Kimberley in late March.  I saw the chairman on Monday at another function and he indicated 
that he will be going back to talk to the community about those issues.  More recently the panel went overseas 
and had a look at the All-American Canal, the Imperial Valley-Coachella Canal in the south east of California 
and the Californian aqueduct near Sacramento in the north of California.  Members will recall that a Californian 
engineer was interviewed on Channel Seven during the election campaign in response to the then opposition 
leader’s canal proposal.  I will always remember it, as he said that we would be mad to go down the route of a 
canal.  I just make the point that he said that Western Australia should be going for desalination.  He was from 
California and knew a bit about the subject.  The panel went to Turkey to look at the water supply project there 
that exports large volumes of water via waterbags and tankers, and it went to Greece where there is another 
water transfer business.  The panel’s findings will inform its assessment of the options and recommendations to 
government.  We are, therefore, getting the best information that we can about the costs and benefits of water 
from the Kimberley so that we can compare it with the Yarragadee aquifer, re-use, irrigation and other options 
for the next major source of water for Western Australia, and then make a good decision.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Come on, Premier!  I think we should get on with the estimates.  We have heard all this 
before. 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  Hang on, I asked the question. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Pardon me, I am the chairman here, and any interruption will only make the answer longer.  
Let us get on with it.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  These dorothy dixers are so long.   

The CHAIRMAN:  If the member for Hillarys keeps interjecting, they will be even longer. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  You are the worst chairman ever! 
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The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys goes crook if he does not get a proper chance.  The question was 
asked and the Premier is trying to answer the question.  The member for Hillarys has interjected, and he will tell 
me afterwards that he does not have enough time to ask questions.  Commonsense will please prevail. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am very pleased that the member for Kimberley has asked a question about this expert 
panel, which is dealing with water from the Kimberley. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I bet it was not drafted in her office! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I can assure the member for Kimberley that there will be proper consultation and I can 
assure the people of Western Australia that we will be very well informed when we make our next major 
decision on water.  Compare that with the opposition’s approach to this issue.  The opposition says that it will 
build a canal whatever it costs. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  You are going to, are you not?  Is the Premier not going to do that as well? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Has the opposition not formally ditched the canal project? 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  We are waiting for you to build it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to page 88 and service 7, promotion and support of citizenship and 
multiculturalism in Western Australia.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Is the member sure that that is my responsibility?  I think it is the responsibility of the 
Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It comes in the Premier’s budget.  It is a very simple question. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  If the member for Hillarys reads the program for the Estimates Committee, he will see 
that service 7 has been dealt with by the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That has been done.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  All right, I will change that question.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Could the member just get on with the question, please? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I just want to ask why the Premier ditched that portfolio. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Could the member just get on with the question, please? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will, Mr Chairman.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member can ask me that question, if he likes. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I give the call to the member for Darling Range. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This is a disgrace! 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys is just filibustering. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I tell you what, Mr Chairman, I am leaving this budget estimates hearing again in protest 
at the shambles of this government.  No minister wants to be accountable, including the Premier, who should be 
ashamed and embarrassed. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I call the member for Hillarys to order for the first time. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  You are welcome to, Mr Chairman.  I am leaving in protest anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I call the member for Hillarys to order for the second time. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This is absolutely disgusting! 

The CHAIRMAN:  I call the member for Darling Range.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I refer to service 1 at page 76 relating to support for the Premier as the head of government.  I 
am aware that the Premier visited Roleystone in December last year to announce that $250 000 would be 
available to the local community to revitalise and upgrade the Roleystone town centre.  Where in the budget 
papers is that $250 000 located and when will the funds be made available? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will answer that question by way of supplementary information. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the Premier let us know for Hansard what the supplementary information will be, 
please? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will provide that supplementary information to the member. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  What is that information? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member for Darling Range is seeking information on a commitment that I gave last 
year to assist the community amenity in Roleystone, effectively, and I will provide that by way of supplementary 
information. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Where is it contained in the budget and when will the funds be available? 

[Supplementary Information No A46.] 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer the Premier to page 71.  Service 4 refers to support for the Premier as the Minister 
for Public Sector Management.  I am sure the Premier will have to provide this by way of supplementary 
information.  Will he provide the exact number of public service employees who were working for the Western 
Australian government when he took power, and the number of public sector employees who are currently 
working for the Western Australian government? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That information is provided through the regular publication of the profile of the Western 
Australian public sector.  When is the next one due? 

Mr M.C. Wauchope:  I think it has just been published as at June 2004. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It has just been published.  The Leader of the Opposition can go to that document, which is 
published each year, and compare the figures. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I have a further question.  I am really interested to know how many public servants there 
were when the Premier took power on 11 February 2001.  I am sure that the document referred to by the Premier 
will not specifically deal with that matter, so can the Premier provide the answer by way of supplementary 
information? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The exact date will be a problem, but the 30 June figure will be available and the Leader of 
the Opposition can make the comparison over that time. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Premier cannot just refer to other documents. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  But they are available; the Leader of the Opposition just needs to look them up. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Excuse me, I will make a decision on this.  Will the Premier provide the information asked 
for by the Leader of the Opposition? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not think I can provide it for that particular date, but I can provide it for that year. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Surely the Premier knows how many people were working for him when he took power. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Those figures are collated and published each year.  The process does not relate to the 
change of government; it relates to the continuity of what happens in the public sector.  If I can find a figure as 
close as I can that relates to - 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am happy to have it as at the end of February or January. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Those figures are not collated on a monthly basis; they are collated every 12 months.  I will 
provide the figure as at the end of December 2000 and the Leader of the Opposition can compare that figure with 
what has happened since, as published in the reports. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the Premier intends to give me that figure, can he also give me the other figure as 
supplementary information? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The latest up-to-date figure? 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Yes. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I can but the Leader of the Opposition can get the figure now if he goes to the Internet and 
looks it up. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Is the Premier happy to provide that figure? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes. 

[Supplementary Information No A47.]   
[4.10 pm] 

[Mr P.B. Watson took the chair.] 

MR P.D. OMODEI:  My question relates to “Decisions taken since the State Election” on page 70 of the Budget 
Statements. 
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Which service?  

MR P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to major policy decisions.  The eighth line refers to Government Media Office 
staffing and shows an allocation of $2250 000, and further down the page reference is made to ministerial 
advisers and an allocation of $65 000.  Will the Premier explain where the officers are to be located, how many 
officers are involved and the role the officers will play? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The new funding is for the government advertising unit within the Government Media 
Office that will be increased by one full-time equivalent to oversee a new model to approve agency advertising 
that will lead to further cost efficiencies. 

MR P.D. OMODEI:  Is that at $225 000? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is one officer - I have not finished yet. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Sorry. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  However, most of the $225 000 expenditure will be absorbed by the conversion of another 
full-time equivalent position currently funded as a secondment from the Department of Treasury and Finance to 
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  The position is currently in the advertising unit.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  And the ministerial media adviser. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Is this the $65 000? 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Yes. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This relates to being able to attract people to work for the Western Australian government.  
The market for people with journalistic skills who provide media advice is very competitive, and the pool of 
skills here in Western Australia is small.  Salaries offered by the WA government are not competitive with those 
offered in the eastern states.  In order to attract skilled senior media advisers, it has been necessary to offer 
attraction allowances of up to $10 000 per annum.  The funding of $65 000 per annum, including the compulsory 
superannuation contribution, enables the GMO to offer attraction allowances to secure media adviser services.  
Funding was provided in 2004-05 to assist with removal expenses for three senior media advisers recruited from 
the eastern states.  That is the reason for that money. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Can the Premier provide the number of people employed in the Government Media Office, 
and their names and salary levels? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will take that as a supplementary question.  The names and salary levels of people 
employed in the Government Media Office will be provided. 
[Supplementary Information No A48.]   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not sure whether I misheard, but is part of the $225 000 allocated to somebody who is 
being redeployed from the Department of Treasury and Finance into the Government Media Office?  If so, can 
the Premier explain the rationale for that move?  Maybe I misheard the Premier.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I think that the person will stay in the GMO.  He was seconded from Treasury, but he will 
be taken on by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  Indeed, it is one of the reasons for the allocation.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is it an extra full-time equivalent for the Premier’s office? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is for the Government Media Office. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier still will not give me an extra FTE; he must be joking!   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member gets a lot more money that I did when I was Leader of the Opposition.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Rubbish!  The Premier got over $1 million when he was Leader of the Opposition! 

The CHAIRMAN:  Members should not talk about such large amounts of money in front of a mere 
backbencher.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer the Premier to the significant issue and trends outlined on page 69 of the Budget 
Statements, the third dot point of which relates to the work done on e-government.  It states that the catalyst for 
e-government work is to improve service delivery.  Is part of the rationale for that work an improvement of 
service delivery to some regional areas?  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Indeed it is.  I was very pleased to launch the telecommunications initiative network in 
Western Australia, which has significantly increased broadband access and enabled better health and education 
service delivery to 299 sites in 58 towns across all of the nine regions in Western Australia and a number of 
outer metropolitan centres.  Other public sector agencies can now use this infrastructure to deliver services to the 
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regions.  Undoubtedly, technology opens up possibilities for government in delivering services to our regional 
and remote areas.  As a good example, I witnessed a consultation between a medical professional in Perth and a 
patient at the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital using this new broadband service; it was as though the doctor were 
literally in the room talking to the patient about issues and concerns.  That specialist advice could go into the 
regions through this service.  The government is proud of the e-government initiative, which can help regional 
access. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer to the shared corporate services major policy decision on page 70.  I note that it will 
cost nearly $11 million next year.  I was under the impression that the shared corporate services policy would 
save money. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes - $50 million.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the Premier explain why it is $11 million as an expenditure item for next year? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, I can.  An allocation of $4 million is made for staffing.  The business case for the 
corporate services project was based on a combination of direct project funding and agency contributions.  It was 
anticipated that agencies would meet 50 per cent of the cost of staff seconded to the project.  That is an important 
issue that the government has had to address.  Shared corporate services establishment will also require 
$6.69 million.  The project funding originally provided for the corporate services project did not allow for 
funding for the establishment of a general agencies shared service centre.  Additional funding has been put into 
the system to make that happen.  This funding is for staff and the Cannington office, where the project will be 
based. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Are they not already paid for with the staff? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  An extra $4 million has been put in to make it possible. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The government is employing additional staff to those to be seconded. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We needed the extra $4 million for staff to come in, and we need the extra $6 million to 
provide the corporate services centre at Cannington.  This is an investment in a process that will deliver, as I 
explained earlier, $50 million per annum in savings to the government of Western Australia.  The Treasurer has 
indicated to Parliament the excellent benefits to be accrued from the new approach to procurement, and excellent 
results for the people of Western Australia are expected from shared corporate services.  To achieve the results, 
investment is needed.  One must invest in the training of people and in information technology.  I spoke earlier 
about the Oracle Corporation Australia contract.  One must invest to ensure that the system will be put in place 
and will function properly.  That is what this investment is all about.  Extra money has been required.  We are 
very confident that the savings that will result will far outweigh the cost to government of establishing this 
change. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the Premier sure about the $50 million in savings? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Some say it is a conservative estimate.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier is pretty sure, then. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We take the best advice on these matters.  The advice from some is that it is a conservative 
estimate, and that we can achieve further savings.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the Premier is so sure about the $50 million in savings, why not put them into the forward 
estimates? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  They are there. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is not against shared corporate services.  It has the $10.69 million.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This was a specific decision made to invest in the project and had to be declared through the 
budget process.  That is being done.  The $50 million is in the forward estimates.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  One would expect it to be in the budget statements; it is a new policy initiative.  That is 
particularly the case when talking about a physical building in Cannington.  One would expect the $50 million 
saving to be against the line item. 

[4.20 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  This decision was made prior the state election.  We have to be transparent about that, 
because it impacts on the 2004-05 budget.  Within the forward estimates are the savings that will be made from 
that investment.   
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I understand that there will be a shared corporate services building in Cannington; is that 
right?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How many people will work in that building?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will ask Mr Mance to answer that.   

Mr R.V. Mance:  There will be 650 positions, but some of those will be shared positions so there will be more 
people than that.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will they do payroll, accounts and that sort of thing?  

Mr R.V. Mance:  They will do payroll, accounts payable and accounts receivable.  The centre will service half 
the sector.  It will not include the Departments of Health and Education and Training, which will set up their 
own centres.  There will be three centres, and Cannington will be one of them.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is it fair to say that all 650 staff will come from existing positions?  If not, how many will 
be new employees?   

Mr R.V. Mance:  They will come from existing positions.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier will be aware that earlier I asked him how many positions will be lost from 
country areas.  To clarify that, I am referring not only to the Cannington building, but also to health, education 
and the other bits.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I remind members that we are dealing with division 3.  We still have divisions 4, 5 and 6 to 
deal with and we will finish at six o’clock.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer the Premier to the major policy decisions listed on page 70, and the allocation of 
$3.93 million for three additional ministerial offices.  Obviously these offices are for the three new ministers.  
Four short years ago we had 17 ministers, so those offices would have existed at that time.  Why does the 
Premier have to spend more than $1.3 million on each of these three offices to bring them back into shape?  If 
the 14 offices were of a suitable standard, surely the other three would have been as well.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Following the general election, the government announced the establishment of three new 
ministerial portfolios.  Funding of $3.93 million per annum - that is, $1.31 million per office - has been provided 
to meet operational expenses and staffing costs of approximately 11 full-time equivalents per office.  That is 
based on the average cost for ministerial offices.  That is what that money is for.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  In other words, it is for recurrent costs such as power etc.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes.  The cost of refurbishing the new permanent offices is not included in that figure, as it 
is included in capital funding, and $2.6 million has been provided to refurbish the new offices.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I refer to the capital works program on page 100.  An amount of $2.6 million has been 
allocated to the ministerial office refurbishment.  Which ministerial offices will be refurbished?  Does it involve 
the transfer of any existing ministerial offices elsewhere; and, if so, will offices be transferred to offices that 
were previously ministerial offices?  Is there a breakdown of the cost of the refurbishment of each office that will 
be affected?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Given the detail that the member has asked for, I will provide it as supplementary 
information.  

[Supplementary Information No A49.]   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the establishment of the Office of Water Policy.  I am not sure whether the 
Premier has dealt with this question.  

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I did, yes.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I understand why the office has been set up.  I have been briefed on that and I appreciate it.  
I asked some questions in the other place of the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water Resources about the 
interaction between the Office of Water Policy, the Department of Environment and the Department of 
Consumer and Employment Protection.  It seems a confusing arrangement.  Obviously, the Premier has the 
overarching responsibility for water resources.  The Swan River Trust is responsible to the Department of 
Environment.  Other acts of Parliament are the responsibility of the Minister Assisting the Minister for Water 
Resources.  Many of those offices work within the Department of Environment.  Can the Premier explain how 
this office will interact with those departments?  Will there be interaction with those departments?   
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This approach has been taken because there is a specific need in Western Australia to 
deliver water into the future.  As a result of declining rainfall and run-off into dams and the future growth that 
our state is capable of, we need to provide water into the future.  We could have just left the responsibility for 
water resources under the framework that previously existed.  This issue needed to be driven from the centre of 
government, and I was willing to take responsibility for that.  Obviously, there is still a distinction to be made 
between strategic direction from the centre, coordination and ensuring that the promises that were made during 
the election campaign are delivered and the day-to-day management of the Water Corporation and ministerial 
responsibility for the Aqwest-Bunbury Water Board, the Busselton Water Board - 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is rot.  The Premier is the Minister for Water Resources.  If he had responsibility for 
those acts and the Water and Rivers Commission, he would be on top of that issue.  At the moment he is a 
nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member has asked a question.  Will he let the Premier finish the answer? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We have had this discussion.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The “Good News” Premier. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I suggest that if the member had watched 60 Minutes last Sunday, he would have seen that 
Western Australia is leading the way as a result of the water summit, the recommendations of the summit that we 
are implementing and the strategic direction I have given to it as Premier.  The member can live in the past and 
deal with issues without any creative approach to how public administration can best serve the people of Western 
Australia, but we have a different approach and that is why we are in government and the member is in 
opposition.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Premier is a con artist.   

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  The member for Warren-Blackwood should apologise.  That is really nasty.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I note that the chart of major policy decisions on page 70 relates mostly to election 
promises that were made prior to the election.  Will any of the Premier’s pre-election promises not be honoured 
in this budget?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The first priority we set when we framed the budget was to put all our election promises 
into the forward estimates so that they will be delivered, and that is what we have done.  The Treasurer could say 
to the Parliament - as he did a few weeks ago - that all our election promises have been put into the budget and 
will be delivered.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Are any of the Premier’s election promises that were specifically meant to be funded in the 
2005-06 budget not in the budget?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Not to my knowledge.  Our first priority was to put them all in the budget.  Obviously, some 
of them will be funded in the second or third year of our term in government.  Not every one of them will be 
funded in the first year, but they are all in the forward estimates.  

[4.30 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the major achievements for 2004-05 at page 80 and the department providing 
support to the Premier for heads of government negotiations.  I also refer to the National Water Initiative.  Will 
the Premier advise why he has not signed the initiative? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member’s colleague asked the same question earlier. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Have the reasons been given? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes.  I outlined my reasons. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Not very well. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We on this side of the house fight for Western Australia. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer to major policy decisions at page 70.  One line item refers to research and 
community consultation and has an appropriation of $200 000.  Is the Premier able to explain what that is? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Like all major corporate bodies, the government of Western Australia has to be in a position 
to research issues that are important for the future.  For example - 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is it for polling? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes.  Community consultation through polling. 
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can we have access to the polling? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We table the community consultations we engage in.  From time to time, the government 
may wish, for example, to investigate water use and how people perceive different initiatives.  The Waterwise 
rebate program resulted from consultation.  We might want to find out what are householders’ views.  The 
appropriation is to deal with those types of issues.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the Premier guarantee that not one cent of the $200 000 will be spent on polling or 
market research that is not made available to the opposition? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Not necessarily, because sometimes research is engaged in that is in the interests of the 
state.  We do not necessarily want others who have an interest getting hold of it.  We are a government that has 
to deal with Western Australia’s interests in the Federation. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What does the Premier think we do? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The opposition is not doing a particularly good job at the moment in supporting Western 
Australia.  For everything John Howard says, the opposition asks how high it should jump! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does the Premier intend to spend taxpayers’ money on polling or market research that will 
not be made available to the opposition?  If he does, it should be funded by the Labor Party and not the state 
government.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition asked me to give a guarantee.  I cannot give a guarantee 
because I do not know what the circumstances of the consultation will be.  It might be a consultation that we 
would table but it might be one that we do not. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Conceivably, the Premier is prepared to spend taxpayers’ money on polling or market 
research that will not be made available to the opposition.  Is that a correct statement? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will ask the Leader of the Opposition to reflect on what happens in government.  In all 
agencies of government an enormous amount of polling is conducted.  It is done by the Water Corporation, 
Western Power etc.  Some of the information gained by the agencies is their information so they can do a good 
job vis-a-vis their competitors or an issue that is in the public domain.  It is not political polling done by parties; 
it is polling conducted by corporations that have an interest in their role in the community.  That is exactly what 
we are talking about here. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The $200 000 allocated in this year’s budget will not be spent at the request of either the 
Premier or his ministers.  Is that a correct statement?  Will it be spent at the direction of individual agencies? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I cannot answer that question; it depends.  We may wish to have information about an issue 
that is pertinent to the people of Western Australia in the future and to seek advice on it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the government is not going to make the information available to the opposition, the 
Labor Party should be paying for it. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I ask the Leader of the Opposition to remind his colleagues who were in the previous 
government - 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I was not part of the previous government.  I get paid to hold this government to account. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition is holding me to account and I am answering his questions. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to page 70 and the same point referred to by the Leader of the Opposition, which is 
research and community consultation.  Is it a novel function that has occurred under the Premier’s government or 
has this type of work been undertaken for some time? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This type of work has been done by all governments because governments are part of the 
community.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is clearly a recent initiative. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I can assure all members that all governments - 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Otherwise it would not be listed as a recent initiative. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is because extra money is attached.  The government has to be transparent.  It is the sort 
of process that is followed by all modern governments to make sure that when they deliver their policy services 
they do it in a way that is appropriate to the community’s understandings and needs.  Unless that is done, good 
government cannot be delivered.  It is as simple as that.  John Howard’s government does it and all the state 
governments do it.  We have made an allocation to assist us in that respect.   
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Ms M.M. QUIRK:  The member for Warren-Blackwood has pointed out to me that it is listed under recent 
initiatives. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I did not say anything like that. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Apparently, he is not concerned about it any more.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the Premier provide, perhaps by way of supplementary information, a list of the 
market research and polling the government intends to undertake with this year’s allocation of $200 000? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It will be difficult because, as far as I am aware, no decisions have been made. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is it just an arbitrary figure? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  A budget allocation has to be made. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not arguing; I am just asking if the decision has been made.  Has it not been made? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Not to my knowledge.  Work may be under way in the government that I am not aware of.  
To my knowledge, no decisions have been made.  If any are, the Leader of the Opposition is perfectly entitled to 
ask about them. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the same page and regional liaison officers, for which $200 000 is allocated.  
How many regional liaison officers are employed and what is their role?  How many will be employed with the 
$200 000? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will get information to the member about the others.  Those currently employed are 
working in our major regions and doing a very good job on behalf of the government of Western Australia to 
make sure that services are delivered properly in regional Western Australia.  The government has set aside 
funds for urban renewal in the northern and southern suburbs; for example, the Maddington-Kenwick 
sustainability project and the Wanneroo revitalisation project.  As the member knows, the government is 
committed to working with local governments to deliver better services in the northern and southern suburbs.  
The two regional liaison officers with responsibility for the north metropolitan and south metropolitan regions 
will be appointed to the policy division of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  The officers will work 
between relevant ministerial offices and other interest groups to liaise on behalf of government to ensure that 
regional areas are properly informed about government decisions, policies and programs; facilitate the 
opportunity for constituents to provide feedback to government; prepare regular briefings for the Premier and 
ministers on issues affecting the specific metropolitan region; and provide briefing notes and advice to ministers 
on local issues.  Funding has been allocated to meet the salaries and contingent expenses for two level 5 regional 
liaison officers to be engaged by way of ministerial officer contracts for the term of the government. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Are they under the control of a minister? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  They are in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the Premier prepared to advise by way of supplementary information how many current 
ministerial liaison officers are members of the Labor Party? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not ask people whether they are a member of a political party. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the Opposition, which line of the budget papers does your question refer to? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It is on page 70. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP: I do not ask anyone in the public service which party they are in.  The question is totally out 
of line. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier will find it is almost all of them. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the major initiatives for 2005-06 at page 83.  The sixth dot point states - 

The Department, in partnership with the Department for Local Government and Regional Development, 
will support the administration and monitoring of the Regional Investment Fund II. 

Will the Premier explain what is the fund and what is its relationship to the other regional investment fund? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am pleased that the member has asked me this question.  We are very proud of what we 
have achieved through the regional investment fund.  However, I will not go through it but I will - 

[4.40 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  We do not need the Premier to do that in his usual fashion!  
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I urge the member to look at the information that has been provided on how the first round 
of the regional investment fund was spent around Western Australia. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The $80 million?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The first round.  I will come to the second round.  A total of 673 projects were approved, 
some of which were indigenous enterprises around the state.  The fund contributed to the creation of 3 408 jobs 
in regional Western Australia.  The fund has worked so well that the government will do it again.  An amount of 
$80 million has been allocated for that.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The first round was an amount of $75 million and the second is an amount of $80 million?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We are now talking about a second round.  The fund will support a number of initiatives.  
All regional members should note this, because we would like to get applications through.  The first initiative is 
called the regional infrastructure funding program, for which $24 million has been allocated over the next four 
years.  That program deals with major infrastructure projects, such as tourism development, for example, 
interpretive centres; transport enhancement; industry development; and housing programs to attract professional 
and skilled employees, which is an issue in some parts of regional WA.  This program supports major projects to 
ensure that jobs and opportunities go to the regions.  The second is the regional headworks program, for which 
$8 million will be spent over the next four years.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is that $8 million part of the $80 million? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, it is part of the $80 million. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Was that the case when the regional development fund was first struck?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, regional headworks were added to the program after a couple of years. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  However, no additional money was added.  Is it correct that those works were included but 
that the amount of money in the fund remained the same?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am not sure.  In the first instance, regional headworks added money.  That has now been 
incorporated.  The indigenous infrastructure projects have been allocated $12 million over the next four years.  
An amount of $19 million is allocated directly to the regional development commissions, including money that 
we want set aside for the Western Australian Community Foundation, of which the Governor is patron and Frank 
Cooper the chair.  We want community funds to be set up around Western Australia to lever tax deductions for 
people who want to contribute to the regions.  Most of the $19 million will be for direct investment by regional 
development commissions in their own projects.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Will that $19 million be spent over four years?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes.  The WA Regional Initiatives Scheme considers issues across regional Western 
Australia.  For example, someone might want to research issues relating to skilled labour or higher education in 
regional Western Australia.  One region would not get the money for that; it would go to the whole of regional 
Western Australia.  Some money has been committed as a result of specific decisions made in the election 
campaign.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI: Is that to do with the Pilbara Development Commission?  How much of the $80 million 
went to it?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Pilbara fund is a separate $20 million.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is the Premier sure that it is separate from the $80 million?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Absolutely sure.  The member would be aware that during the last term of government 
money was reallocated from the regional investment fund to the tourism budget because of the collapse of Ansett 
Australia.  That was done to help regional Western Australia.  There are various headings.  The $80 million will 
be spent over the next four years.  We look forward to getting some good proposals.  The Pilbara fund is a 
separate $20 million.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Above and beyond the $80 million?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes.  Our government has a strong commitment to regional Western Australia.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Do not get me wrong; I think that the $80 million fund is very good.  That $80 million will 
be spent over four years, which is $20 million a year divided by nine development commissions.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, the development commissions get a portion of the $80 million, which they can spend on 
their own terms.   
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Would not $20 million a year be divided between the nine development commissions?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No, it is by application.  We try to make sure that it is fairly distributed.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Premier can see the point I am trying to make.  Although it is a good program, it will 
be spent in nine regions that have an area of more than 2 500 square kilometres; it is not a lot of money.  The 
Premier always describes it as $80 million.  It is not $80 million a year; it is $80 million over four years, spread 
among nine development commissions.  It is three-fifths of five-eighths; it is not enough.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition wants to reduce government expenditure.  There is a bit of a 
contradiction between what the Leader and the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party want. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Not very often.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer to the key efficiency indicators on page 79 and particularly to the last line item on 
post-election severances excluded from efficiency indicators.  The estimated cost was $1.7 million in 2004-05, 
and $775 000 has been budgeted for 2005-06.  What are the post-election severances?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  They involve term of government employees who chose not to have their contracts 
renewed.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Could the Premier provide by way of supplementary information a list of names of all the 
people who have received or will receive severance moneys in 2004-05 and 2005-06, the office in which they 
worked, the position they held and the severance payment they received?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We cannot provide the details for 2005-06, because we are not there yet.  I have no problem 
providing those details for 2004-05 by way of supplementary information.  Also, it concerns not only ministerial 
offices but also electorate offices.  Of course, some members lost their seats at the election.  I am happy to 
provide those details by way of supplementary information.   

[Supplementary Information No A50.]  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  An amount of $775 000 has been allocated for 2005-06.  Is that an arbitrary figure, or have 
the people who will receive severance payments in 2005-06 been identified?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I ask the director general to respond. 

Mr M.C. Wauchope:  This is the arrangement for people who deferred their payment for three months after the 
return of the writ for the election.  By 17 July, a number of people will have elected to leave and will have their 
end of contract payment made to them then.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is it possible to identify at this stage the individuals who will receive the $775 000 allocated 
in 2005-06? 

Mr M.C. Wauchope:  Yes, we should be able to do that.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Could the same information as it relates to the 2005-06 target be provided?   

The CHAIRMAN:  That will be included with supplementary information A50.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to the second dot point of major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 83, which states that 
the department will ensure that a desalination plant powered by renewable energy will commence operations in 
2006.  At what level are the negotiations for the renewable energy aspect of the desalination plant?  What will be 
the total and recurrent cost?  Is it true that the government is considering an 80-megawatt wind-powered 
generation plant at Lancelin through a private company?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The negotiations are continuing for the provision of the renewable energy.  People know 
that wind power is being considered.  Until those negotiations are finalised, it is not appropriate to comment.  
Also, the companies that will provide the power might not want to reveal the price, for obvious commercial 
reasons.  Interestingly, the overall cost is such that there will be no impact on the desalination budget compared 
with the planting of trees, which was the original proposal.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Is it correct that part of the wind farm will offset carbon emissions from the new power 
station in Collie?   

If that is the case, will the Premier explain how wind power actually stops carbon going into the atmosphere?   

[4.50 pm] 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We will make sure it is an offset.   
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It is an offset, but it does not stop the carbon going into the atmosphere, does it? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The wind farm? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Yes. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Wind farms have no emissions.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is right, but the coal-fired power station does. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is right, but we will make sure we deliver on the proper accounting.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  All I am asking is that the Premier be honest and tell his mates in the Greens (WA) party 
that we are pumping 1.3 million tonnes of carbon into the atmosphere.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We will be honest.  We will not be double counting.  Anyway the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition favours the coal-fired power station.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do, indeed, but I want the Premier to be honest. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  At page 70, under major policy decisions, I note an allocation of $150 000 for a new media 
conference facility.  Will the Premier advise, firstly, where that new conference facility is and, secondly, who the 
Opposition should contact when they have occasion to use that facility?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will not respond to the second part of the question.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Why not?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I was in opposition from 1996 through to 2001.  We spent a small amount of money to 
make our Labor Party room suitable for press conferences, but in most cases I found it better to go into the 
community for that purpose.  This is a facility for the government of Western Australia, understood by everyone 
in Western Australia.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  So we cannot use it?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is not appropriate for the opposition to use it.  No opposition, as I understand it, has used 
it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That is a bit mean, is it not? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not think it is. 

It is a long overdue upgrade of the media conference room and associated facilities, and we are spending 
$150 000 on it.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Where is it? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is in St George’s Terrace.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  At 197?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, on the 17th floor at the media office.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier would be able to find his way there with his eyes closed.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not go there that often.  I prefer to do my media conferences out in the community with 
the people of Western Australia. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Are there any further questions on division 3?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I draw the Premier’s attention to the sixth dot point on page 83 which refers to the regional 
development fund that we just spoke about.  I know he is aware that in the context of a regional development 
fund there was a $1 million Kalgoorlie-Boulder development fund.  I am told that fund has been axed.  Will the 
Premier explain to me and the people of Kalgoorlie why the $1 million Kalgoorlie-Boulder development fund 
has been axed? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  My understanding is that the money out of that fund has been spent, but I will make 
inquiries for the member.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I do not think that is quite right.  The Kalgoorlie-Boulder development fund was a $250 000 
per year fund that was negotiated by Julian Grill, the former member for Eyre.  I understand it has now been 
axed and I am sure the Premier cannot be across all the funds, but perhaps he would provide the information by 
way of supplementary information. 
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am happy to, but my advice is that it has been spent.  I will check it out.  I will get that 
information as supplementary information.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the Premier indicate what information he will provide? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition has asked about the Kalgoorlie-Boulder development fund 
and whether any funds are still available in it and what its status is within government.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  And the reason for axing it.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not know that it has been axed, so I need to check that. 

[Supplementary Information No A51.]   

The CHAIRMAN:  For the benefit of Hansard, I have let the Leader of the Opposition know that we are 
running out of time for divisions 4, 5 and 6, but he is willing to go on with division 3. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What time are we scheduled to finish this session? 

The CHAIRMAN:  At six o’clock and we have 56 minutes for the last three divisions. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  They are very small divisions and there will not be many questions.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I wanted to let the committee know that we are being fair by offering the Leader of the 
Opposition the opportunity to go to the other divisions.  Are there any more questions on division 3?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer the Premier to the table on the top half of page 72 that lists, as I understand it, all the 
various units that come under his department.  For instance, the native title policy development and the crime 
prevention units.  Am I reading this chart correctly if I assume that all these things within his department, with 
the exception of those in the top box, are administered by other ministers and not him?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  There is absolutely nothing unusual about that.  I do not know why the Leader of the 
Opposition keeps harping on it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  So it is correct?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It is correct and it is clearly outlined in the budget papers. 

In modern government there is a distinction to be made between how we administer things and how we organise 
the ministerial portfolios.  The Victorian government, in the time of former premier Jeff Kennett, amalgamated 
lots of departments to have one single form of administration, with one chief executive officer.  They have two 
or three ministers relating to different parts of one portfolio.  The chief executive officer reports to different 
ministers.  In this case, we wanted to bring into the centre of government some of the whole-of-government 
areas - crime prevention, science, citizenship and multiculturalism.  These are whole-of-government type 
activities.   

MR M.J. BIRNEY:  Actually, they are not.  They fit directly into various agencies.  Crime prevention fits into 
police and justice.   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is where the Leader of the Opposition is wrong.  Crime prevention goes across 
government.  Crime prevention involves planning.  Obviously we want to make sure that the planning laws 
create communities in which there is good lighting - good amenities - which discourages crime.  It goes across 
health issues - early intervention strategies - the justice system and education.  Crime prevention goes across the 
whole of government, and that is where I think the Leader of the Opposition is wrong.  Crime prevention is not a 
police issue; it is a whole-of-government issue.  The minister happens to be the Minister for Community Safety 
who deals with road safety and crime prevention in the one portfolio and it is a very good portfolio. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Why is native title under the Premier’s department but administered by the Deputy 
Premier?  Is it so that he can tell people he is responsible for native title? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do not tell people I am responsible for it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is it so that he can pad up his workload?   

The CHAIRMAN:  If the Leader of the Opposition asks a question, he should let the Premier answer it. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Everyone in Western Australia, particularly the stakeholders, has known from day one of 
my government that the Deputy Premier is responsible for delivering good native title results in this state. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Why is it in the Premier’s portfolio?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  It was there and we left it there to avoid administrative reorganisation.  It was perfectly 
simple and easy.   
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  On page 71, service 4 refers to support for the Premier as the Minister for Public Sector 
Management.  Will he confirm that he has control of the Public Sector Management Act?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Premier does control that act? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I am responsible for that act.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  But he has a minister assisting him.  Is that correct? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  That is right. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Who is? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Deputy Premier.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does he have a direct responsibility for the Public Sector Management Act?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We have worked out a demarcation between us in terms of what the functions will be, just 
as the previous premier, Richard Court, worked out a demarcation with Hon George Cash.  Again, there is 
nothing unusual about that.   
The Treasurer is well placed to take on this portfolio, because one of the big issues we are addressing is 
corporate services and procurement reform.  Treasury plays a significant role in that.  It was my view that it was 
a good function to give to the Treasurer so that we could drive that reform agenda.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the Premier tell us about that demarcation?  Am I to assume that the Deputy Premier 
has responsibility for certain parts of the Public Sector Management Act?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Certain parts of the administration that is under this item in the public sector.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Under the Government Gazette, is the Public Sector Management Act attributed to the 
Premier?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Yes, I have responsibility. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Why does not the Premier also have responsibility for the Water Corporation Act, if he is 
the Minister for Water Resources?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Because it has not been allocated to me.  It has been allocated to the member for Balcatta. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am trying to understand the difference between the two portfolios and why the Premier 
has responsibility for the Public Sector Management Act even though he has a minister assisting him, but he 
does not have responsibility for the Water Corporation Act even though he has a minister assisting him.  

[5.00 pm] 

[Mr M.J. Cowper took the Chair.]   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I will tell the Leader of the Opposition why.  I will explain it.  I have responsibility, as 
Minister for Public Sector Management, for the appointment of chief executive officers, and for the proper 
conduct of government in Western Australia under the Public Sector Management Act.  I will give an example.  
Part of the role of the department in the area of public sector management is improving the status of the public 
sector.  The previous Minister Assisting the Minister for Public Sector Management, the member for Balcatta 
and Leader of the House, had a particular interest in raising the profile of the public sector and making sure that 
public service careers were developed.  He instituted an inquiry by Professor John Yovich.  We now have that 
report and are implementing it.  There is nothing unusual about a Premier, as the Minister for Public Sector 
Management, being responsible for that act but allocating certain functions under that portfolio to a minister 
assisting.  That happened under the previous government, and it may very well happen under future 
governments. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Can the Premier tell us, even by way of supplementary information if he needs to, which 
functions he has allocated to the Deputy Premier and Treasurer? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The big ones are supervision of procurement reform and shared corporate services reform.  
Obviously as Treasurer there are also issues related to public sector wages and conditions and the status of the 
public sector.  On my side of the equation, I have responsibility for the appointment process for chief executive 
officers within government, and the overall performance of the government under the Public Sector Management 
Act.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  On page 70 the first dot point under significant issues and trends refers to shared corporate 
services.  
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Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I have already outlined why we are spending that amount of $10 million.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Yes.  The Premier has claimed that the new procurement policy will save millions and 
millions of dollars.  Has the Premier looked at the impact of that procurement policy on regional small 
businesses?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I do know that the procurement policy is delivering enormous savings to Western Australian 
taxpayers, which we can convert into service delivery. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  In the city.  What is it doing for regional small businesses?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  We still have our policies in respect of the regions, and they are being implemented.   
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I think they are being centralised in Perth.  The purchase of things such as computers and 
mobile phones is now being centralised in Perth, so small businesses in regional Western Australia are facing 
massive cuts.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The government cannot make those sorts of savings if it is going to continue to buy from 
the corner store.   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I might point out that under the former coalition government there was never a policy of 
buying from the corner store.  This government has a new procurement policy.  That policy is working within the 
framework of our Buy Local policy.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I can tell the Premier that it is not.  In my district, that is not happening.  The Department 
of Conservation and Land Management is buying mobile phones and computers from Perth.  If the local store is 
not an accredited store, it misses out on that sale.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to page 80.  The second dot point of major initiatives for 2005-06 states that the 
department will coordinate the farewell program and other arrangements for the completion of the Governor’s 
term of office.  We will all be very sad when the current Governor leaves office.  His Excellency John Sanderson 
has done a terrific job for Western Australia.  What farewell arrangements are contemplated to acknowledge the 
significant service of the Governor to this state?   

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Governor has agreed to stay on until the end of October 2005.  In line with past 
practice, the department will coordinate arrangements for a farewell program, including a state reception to be 
hosted by the Premier.  I remember attending the last state reception when Major General Michael Jeffery left 
office.  I represented the opposition at that function.  It will be according to the normal understanding about the 
level and status of the farewell.  I think we will all be very sad when the current Governor goes, but we believe 
the new Governor will be very well received by the people of Western Australia.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I notice from page 77 that the Premier has direct responsibility for state offices that have 
been established overseas.  Most of those international offices appear to be trade offices.  Are any major 
appointments coming up for any of those offices, including that of Agent General in London?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I announced last week that Mr Noel Ashcroft will be the next Agent General.  Mr Ashcroft 
has been a public servant for many years.  He is currently in the Department of Industry and Resources.  He is 
well known as a person who has worked at the top level of trade and investment strategies for Western Australia.  
He has been heavily involved in the resources industry.  He has a background in forestry.  He also has 
knowledge of trade matters.  I am very pleased that he will be taking up that job later this year.  Mr Bob Fischer 
has been doing an outstanding job for Western Australia, but he wants to move on to other things, so Mr 
Ashcroft will take his place.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Are any other major appointments coming up in the next six months?   
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The contract in the Tokyo office is coming up for renewal.  As the Leader of the Opposition 
would know, we want to set up an office in the United States, so there will be an appointment to that office. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does the Premier have anyone in mind for either of those appointments? 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  We have a Western Australian officer in Japan at the moment who is doing an outstanding 
job. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is he about to be changed? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  No.  It is just that his position is coming up for renewal.  I cannot say what will be 
happening there, but I do know that he is doing an outstanding job, and I expect he will be staying on in that 
position.  We are going through the process of determining where the United States office will be located.  When 
we have determined that, we will start the process of selecting a person to fill that role.   
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Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Two of the dot points under major initiatives for 2005-06 at page 78 refer to the Middle 
East trade office.  I understand there have been some very successful missions to the Middle East.  What has 
been the feedback on some of the trips that have been made to the Middle East? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  This is a very important issue for Western Australia.  I am very pleased to report that a 
group from Bahrain in Saudi Arabia and from the United Arab Emirates spent two days in Perth in September 
2004 while en route to the Sydney Fine Foods Exhibition.  Their program included visits to top-quality 
supermarkets, and meetings with a wide range of Western Australian specialist food producers.  We also 
coordinated a visit from Qatar.  I do not know whether the member met the people from Qatar.  Qatar is 
emerging as a very important gulf state.  It has a lot of gas, and it is competing with us in the international gas 
market.  The official visit in February by the Qatar Minister for Municipal Affairs and Agriculture was an 
indication of the excellent relationship that we have with Qatar.  The minister was accompanied by several 
senior officials and a small number of influential businessmen.  Since that visit, Qatar has negotiated to purchase 
$20 million worth of Western Australian-sourced livestock, and negotiations are under way for the building of a 
new abattoir in Qatar using Western Australian technology and expertise.  Finally, I want to mention Libya.  As 
the Leader of the Opposition would know, Libya is now making the transition, after nearly 40 years as a 
centralised socialist economic system, to an economy in which the private sector is becoming a major driving 
force.  Australia has re-established diplomatic relations with Libya.  Europe is in the process of re-establishing 
diplomatic relations.  We are keen to work in Libya.  The Minister for Agriculture and Forestry has visited 
Libya, and our trade office in Dubai has made contact with Libya.  There are several proposals for an agricultural 
consultancy and project work under consideration by the agricultural ministry in Libya.  Therefore, from the 
member for Warren-Blackwood’s view, as a person who represents a very important agricultural constituency, 
there is no doubt that the Middle East represents a good market.  I am pleased with the progress being made by 
our trade office.  It is not just a United Arab Emirates’ office; it deals with all of the gulf states and the Middle 
East generally, and we are very pleased with the progress we have made. 

[5.10 pm] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I have a supplementary question.  I could not agree more and I must compliment the 
government on its initiatives in that area; likewise with the relationship with Toscana Pty Ltd.  However, 
ultimately there needs to be some kind of a measure of the success.  Is that measure reported in any special 
report?  Obviously, as the Premier mentioned, there has been some real success with trade in the Middle East.  I 
recall that in the early stage of discussions with the region of Tuscany we talked about measuring success and 
making sure that the project was not just an excuse for a few Western Australians to trip backwards and forwards 
on a holiday.  Is there a measuring arrangement? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  What we have tried to do with all of these offices is focus on the cultural and educational 
connections, because they are important.  However, we have been giving them a harder economic edge.  A good 
example of that is Japan, where the most important initiative that we are running is the small to medium-sized 
enterprise strategy in the Kansai region, which includes the Hyogo prefecture, to try to get some of our smaller 
companies access to that very important market.  In our European Office, Bob Fischer has very much focused on 
not only the big areas of oil and gas but also a range of trade issues that promote Western Australian agriculture 
and fisheries.  That office deals with not only England but also all of the European region, and the Middle East 
office also has that hard economic edge.  In Tuscany the head of the trade office in the Department of Industry 
and Resources, Mr Gary Stokes, stayed on after I had left and met with the relevant agencies there to firm up 
some of these more hard-edged economic contacts.  We should report on those through the reports of the 
Department of Industry and Resources on one side and the reports of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet 
on the other. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  When will that happen? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I agree with the member for Warren-Blackwood that we should be hard-edged about 
whether we are getting value.  I am convinced that we are.  A lot of the states have closed down these offices and 
have lost leverage.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  There should be a reporting process. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  I agree, but the reporting process is through the departments, and there are two in this case: 
the Department of Industry and Resources for most of them and the Department of the Premier and Cabinet for 
the others.  The director general might like to report on that. 
Mr M.C. Wauchope:  During the course of the last year, the Department of Industry and Resources and the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet undertook a major review of overseas offices, basically to get better 
coordination between what DOIR officers do and what we do.  We are responding to that report.  We do not 
agree with everything that was recommended in the report, but the member will find that there will be greater 
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integration between the two departments and a greater association between the offices of the two departments.  
Therefore, I think we will get better reporting as a consequence of that. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  When people from the Tuscany region came to the Royal Show, did they pay for the 
exposure they had at our show and did we assist them? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  Obviously they paid for a fair proportion of it and, of course, the space was offered to them.  
However, the Royal Agricultural Society of WA was delighted to have them.  Then when I went to Tuscany, 
they offered us space for our artists to display their products at the International Handicrafts Fair.  It is, therefore, 
a two-way street; when they come here we provide some of the costs; when we go there, they provide some of 
the costs.  It is amazing actually.  I suppose in our minds we see Tuscany as a place of history and culture in 
Italy, but it is actually a major economic force in Europe.  A lot of the industries in Tuscany work in Western 
Australia.  I was amazed.  At the dinner function we had, one chap came up to me and said that he was involved 
in the oil and gas industry and was associated with the building of the platform for the North West Shelf that was 
built in Geraldton, and he asked me whether I knew Geraldton.  Of course, I do know Geraldton.  This chap was 
with the Geraldton building company that my father worked for at the time back then in the 1980s.  That is how 
small our world is now.  Tuscany is a major player in Western Australia. 
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am available to go there and do some measuring, if the Premier would like me to. 
Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The member for Warren-Blackwood’s colleague the member for Vasse wrote to me and told 
me that he is going to Tuscany.  I said to him that when he goes there we will make sure he meets up with the 
departmental people.  The people in Tuscany are very enthusiastic about their connection with WA.  I believe 
that there is such a strong economy there that there must be benefits for us if we play it correctly. 
The appropriation was recommended. 
 


