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CHOGM — BIG AUSSIE BARBECUE COST 

7599. Mr W.J. Johnston to the Premier 

I refer to the $172,387 for security for the Big Aussie Barbecue that occurred during the Commonwealth Heads 
of Government Meeting, and I ask: 

(a) what specific goods and services were acquired by the payment of the amount of $172,387; 

(b) were tenders called for the provision of these goods and services, and if yes: 

(i) when were tenders issued; 

(ii) who were the successful tenderers; 

(iii) how much did each successful tenderer receive; and 

(iv) who were the unsuccessful tenderers; 

(c) if no to (b), why were tenders not called; and 

(d) which individual and organisations received payments, and how much did each receive? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

Department of Premier and Cabinet advises: 

(a)  The Big Aussie Barbecue was organised as part of the Royal Visit that coincided with the attendance by 
Her Majesty The Queen at the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in October 2011. Advice 
that the event would proceed was not received until late September and a public announcement was not 
made by Buckingham Palace until three weeks before the event. All planning until that point had to 
proceed on the basis that the event may not go ahead. Given the extremely short time available to 
organise the event and the confidentiality requirements a Request for Tender (RFT) document was 
developed to secure the services of an event organiser. An invitation to tender was sent to a small group 
of four established event organisers on 8 September 2011. Each organisation was asked to sign a 
confidentiality agreement prior to receiving the RFT. It was also clearly stated in the document that the 
requirements outlined were subject to change as the event may also be cancelled at any stage. 
The total cost of $172,387 for security included, but was not limited to: 

Asset security (infrastructure installed along the Esplanade and Langley Park) 

Security personnel on the event day 

Transportation and counting costs of funds raised 

(b)  (i)–(iv)  No, tenders were not called specifically for the provision of these goods and services. The 
appointed event manager was responsible for the sub-contracting of required suppliers. 

(c)  A Request for Tender (RFT) was issued to secure events management services for the barbecue and 
Lux Events was appointed as the successful respondent. The provision of required services outlined in 
the RFT included (but were not limited to) staging, audio visual, security, traffic management, public 
messaging, crowd control, public amenities, accreditation, entertainment, first aid facilities and media 
management. 

The RFT also included the following clause — 

The successful Respondent shall be the direct contact with the production suppliers and shall manage 
the following: 
Secure at least 2 quotes where possible; 
Negotiate the requirements and contracting; 
Workflow and delivery and load out schedules; 
OH&S management and issues; 
On-site issue management; and 
Final acquittals. 

Accordingly, there were no tenders issued for the many subcontracted expenditure components 
involved in the delivery of the event. 

(d)  Lux Events subsequently issued the State Government with a series of invoices to recoup its supplier 
costs and provided relevant supporting documentation to substantiate the charges. 
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