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Division 3:  Premier and Cabinet, $147 917 000 -  
Hon George Cash, Chairman. 

Hon Kim Chance, Minister representing the Premier. 

Mr M. Wauchope, Director General. 

Mr G. Hay, Assistant Director General. 

Ms A. De Soyza, Executive Director, Office of Native Title. 

Ms J. Sales, Acting Executive Director, Office of E-Government. 

Ms R. Saffioti, Director, Economic Policy Unit. 

Dr L. de Mel, Executive Director, Office of Multicultural Interests. 

Dr B. Hobbs, Executive Director, Office of Science and Innovation. 

Mr I. Cameron, Executive Director, Office of Road Safety. 

Mr K. Jones, Consultant.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I welcome the minister, Mr Wauchope and the other senior officers who join us this 
afternoon.  Before we commence, I am required to read some words to you so that you are aware of the status of 
this Legislative Council meeting.  On behalf of the Legislative Council Estimates Committee, I welcome you to 
today’s hearing.  Government agencies and departments have an important role and duty in assisting Parliament 
to scrutinise the budget papers on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  The Committee values that 
assistance. 

It will greatly assist Hansard if, when referring to the Budget Statements volumes or the consolidated fund 
estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount and so on in preface to their questions.  If 
supplementary information is to be provided, I ask for the cooperation of Mr Wauchope and the senior officers in 
ensuring that it is delivered to the Committee’s clerk within five working days of receipt of the questions.  An 
example of the required Hansard style for the documents has been provided to your advisers.  The Committee 
reminds agency representatives to respond to questions in a succinct manner and to limit the extent of personal 
observations.  At this time I ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and completed the 
witness information form. 

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I do not have any answers to questions previously submitted by members.  Does the minister 
wish to make a preliminary statement? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No, thank you, Mr Chairman.   

The CHAIRMAN:  We will go straight into questions.  I have been provided with the following information: 
Hon Norman Moore, Hon Robin Chapple and Hon Sue Ellery are the lead participants for the respective parties.  
I therefore offer the Leader of the Opposition four questions in a line, and that will be offered to Hon Robin 
Chapple and Hon Sue Ellery in due course. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  My first question is about native title and is in two parts.  I hope that is not 
considered to be cheating.  I refer to output 8, native title policy development, implementation and negotiation, 
on page 71.  Some $5 million is estimated to be expended in 2002-03.  An amount of $18 million is estimated to 
be spent in the coming budget.  I would like an explanation of the significant increase in that budget allocation, 
and I want to know whether funds are being spent.  Secondly, on page 93, a major initiative for native title for 
2003-04 is the intention to reduce the backlog of mineral tenement applications.  I am interested in knowing how 
the Government proposes to achieve that. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The increase in allocation is due to the repositioning of the native title grants.  That 
involves some $4.836 million. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Will the minister explain what that means? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I would love to be able to explain what it means, but I will call on expert advice in that 
regard. 

Mr WAUCHOPE:  It reflects the under-expenditure on native title grants during the current financial year.  In 
the course of the midterm review with Treasury just before Christmas, it recommended that the department not 
continue to carry over unspent moneys but, rather, indicate what it would spend this year for the estimated actual 
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and then re-cashflow for the out years.  That is effectively what has happened with the native title grants and 
some other grants in our budget as well.  The reasons for the delay in the expenditure may well be better 
answered by Ms De Soyza. 

Ms DE SOYZA:  I will start by explaining that the new Government, upon its election, was attempting to forge a 
new direction in native title.  Those funds were put aside for policy programs and other activities that might flow 
from a new approach to native title.  With the office in an establishment phase over the past year, those programs 
did not eventuate, and the money has now been repositioned for expenditure in the forthcoming year. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I hope this is a supplementary question.  I wanted to know what the $18 million is 
for, because that has been budgeted for.  I cannot think of the word the minister used about the repositioning of 
$4 million.  What about the other $14 million?  On what will the $18 million be spent. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Again, I will ask Ms De Soyza to answer. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I indicate to the minister and his officers that if there is a requirement to provide 
supplementary information, that can be done.   

Ms DE SOYZA:  The bulk of the rest of the money is Burrup-related expenditure. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Again, on what will the money be expended?  It is not an insubstantial amount of 
money.  It is a massive increase in the amount of expenditure in the native title unit from $5 million to 
$18 million.  I am interested in knowing what we will get for our $14 million. 

Ms DE SOYZA:  Part of the money was part of our budget for this current year, and it was earmarked for 
expenditure under the Burrup agreement.  That has been rolled over, and we will receive additional amounts next 
year for implementation of the Burrup agreement.  That forms the bulk of the rest of that money. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Can I be provided with a list of the items that are being purchased in respect of the 
Burrup agreement? 

Ms DE SOYZA:  Yes. 

[Supplementary Information No 11.] 

The CHAIRMAN:  That information should be provided within the requisite time. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  The second part of my question relates to tenements, which are referred to on page 
93, and how the department proposes to get rid of the backlog.  

[5.10 pm] 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Essentially, the Government’s position on native title questions has been for a long time 
one favouring resolution by agreement rather than litigation.  The Burrup agreement points the way to how that 
can be achieved.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  At great expense potentially.  However, I am asking about mining tenements, not the 
Burrup Peninsula.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I thought the member was asking about native title.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Page 93 states that the office will develop and implement strategies to reduce the 
backlog of mineral tenement applications, which is not the problem with the Burrup.   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  I think it is difficult to separate native title issues on mining tenements from native title 
issues in other areas.  However, jointly with the Department of Industry and Resources, the Office of Native 
Title will be developing and implementing strategies aimed at reducing that backlog, which has been building up 
over some time.  The office has established a future act working group to coordinate government policy in 
processing applications for land and mining tenure that are compliant with the High Court decision of 8 August 
2002 involving the Miriuwung-Gajerrong ward native title.  It is necessary to now identify classifications of land 
tenure when native title rights have clearly been extinguished to allow expedient processing of future acts, while 
ensuring the validity of the grant of the title.  In processing that, the Government will involve forums for 
working groups arising out of the recommendations of the review of the project development approval system - 
that is, the Keating report - which was set up to review the processes operating in Western Australia for 
approving proposals for development projects in the State.  Those working groups will integrate with the 
proposed long-term amendments to the Mining Act 1978 and more expedient granting of mining titles.  
Additionally, a mining recommendation working group has been established to consider and to recommend to 
Cabinet on a range of issues.  They include transitional amendments to the Mining Act to allow for the reversion 
of applications for mining leases to applications for prospecting and exploration licences, thereby reducing the 
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backlog of applications for mining leases, and also long-term amendments to the Mining Act to allow 
prospecting and exploration licences to be more easily renewed and applications for mining leases to be made 
only when it is intended that developmental and productive mining is likely to occur.  That will hopefully enable 
prospecting exploration to be carried out on licence applications and the whole of them will not be forced to 
convert to applications for mining leases, again, preventing the backlog from occurring.   

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to the major policy decisions on page 70.  There is additional operational 
funding for the policy office of $600 000 per annum in this year and the three out years.  How many full-time 
equivalents are engaged in the policy office and what sort of budget did the office have prior to this extra 
$600 000 per annum?  Also, what will the $600 000 acquire on top of what is already being spent?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The total number of FTEs in the current year is 51.  The total number of FTEs in the 
budget year is 50.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Can the minister explain to me the reason the office needs an extra $600 000 per 
annum for the next four years in addition to what is already being expended?  What is the current cost prior to 
the $600 000 being added to it?   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Page 80 indicates that the total cost of output in the current year is $9.986 million and in 
the budget year is $11.864 million.  I understand that the principal reason for that quite significant increase is the 
re-positioning of the crime prevention grants, which have been shifted from 2002-03 to 2003-04, totalling about 
$1.8 million.  That is the re-positioning of those funds from one year to the next.   
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  What is the additional $600 000 for?  Is that part of the re-positioning or is it for 
some other activity?   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  The office had previously been funded by carryover funds, which was clearly an 
unsustainable practice.  This $600 000 represents the cost of funding the office on a sustainable basis.   
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  My first question relates to the greenhouse policy, which comes under the Department 
of the Premier and Cabinet.  One of the major initiatives for 2003-04 outlined in the budget is to coordinate 
Western Australia’s input into a national greenhouse policy and to assist in the development of a state 
greenhouse strategy.  First, how much has been budgeted for 2003-04 for the development of the Western 
Australian Government’s response and/or contribution to a national greenhouse policy?  Which state government 
departments will be asked to contribute to this response?  What time frame has been set for the development of a 
national greenhouse policy?  What time frame has the Department of the Premier and Cabinet set for the 
development of a state response and/or contribution to the national greenhouse policy?  Does the Western 
Australian Government intend to take this opportunity to pressure the federal Government to sign the Kyoto 
Protocol?   
Secondly, how much has been budgeted for 2003-04 for the development of a state greenhouse strategy?  Which 
state government department will be responsible for overseeing the development of this strategy?  Which state 
government departments will the Department of the Premier and Cabinet “assist”, which is referred to in the 
document, in the development of a state greenhouse strategy?  Have any existing greenhouse strategies been 
identified as potential models for a state greenhouse strategy; and, if so, can the department provide details?   
Hon KIM CHANCE:  Those questions require a very considered response and the information is not necessarily 
available now.  I will be grateful if they could be put on notice, because they are very good questions. 

[Supplementary Information No 12.]   
[5.20 pm] 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  One of the major initiatives for 2003-04 that the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet has outlined in the 2003-04 budget is to finalise the state sustainability strategy and action plan.  How 
much has been budgeted for 2003-04 for the finalisation and implementation of the state sustainability strategy; 
how much to assist government departments to develop sustainability assessment mechanisms; and how much to 
assist government departments to develop sustainability codes of practice and sustainability procurement 
policies? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The development of the state sustainability strategy is well advanced.  I would be 
surprised if the final version of the strategy were not available over the next few months.  It is quite advanced 
although there is a certain amount of consultation to be done.  I do not know whether I can specifically answer 
the part of the question on the budget at this stage, but the budget will be determined once we reach the end of 
the process because we need to determine the issues that need to be dealt with.  That will not necessarily give us 
any finality about the costs involved.  In preparing the strategy, the department will be giving consideration to a 
very broad consultative strategy which has involved no fewer than 159 written submissions as well as the input 
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the Government has received as feedback from public forums.  I am not able to tell the member, nor do I think I 
can tell him with any great accuracy by way of a question on notice, what the cost will be.  I do not anticipate 
that it will be a huge cost.  It has so far been dealt with within the department’s own resources.  At this stage, 
without disaggregating the costs so far and the anticipated costs, I am not sure whether we could answer that 
question if the member gave notice.  It is something that is being met from within the department’s own 
resources. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  The Western Australia Aboriginal Native Title Working Group recently commented 
that the State is still vigorously opposing native title in claims, litigation and future act litigation. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Can the member indicate a line item? 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  It is not from the budget but I will come to a budget issue in the course of the question.  
Expenditure on native title litigation will not have reduced by $2 million as outlined by Labor at the last election 
and is likely to have increased according to a statement by WAANTWG.  Quite clearly we are seeing quite a 
blow-out in this area because little has been done.  Why is this so?  Can the Leader of the House provide 
information of precise figures of past, current and future expenditure on both claims for litigation and future act 
litigation?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  If the member is asking me why WAANTWG holds that view, he is probably asking the 
wrong person. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  I am asking for some information on expenditure items for past, current and projected 
expenditure if the Government is to come on track with the Premier’s previous statement.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am told that additional expenditure on litigation is not part of our budget.  If we take that 
question on notice, we may be able to provide the member with some information.  

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  I can provide the Leader of the House with a raft of questions around that question.   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I can see where the question is heading.  It sounds like a reasonable question, but whether 
it is relevant to the budget, is another matter. 

[Supplementary Information No 13.] 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  According to the 2003-04 budget, the escalating threat of terrorism demands increased 
collaboration between and within levels of government to ensure prevention and an appropriate response within 
and across borders.  Some $100 000 has been earmarked for multi-jurisdictional terrorism and crime policy. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Can the member point me to a page number. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  Unfortunately I cannot.  I apologise.  These questions were worked out back in the 
office.  How much of the $100 000 will be spent specifically on ensuring the State’s preparedness in the event of 
military emergencies or a retaliation attack? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  About $100 000.   

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  How much commonwealth funding will the State receive for this? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sorry, I am unable to answer that question. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  How much funding will the critical infrastructure project subcommittee receive in 
2003-04? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will take that question on notice as well. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  What stage is the committee at in the review of the prevention and preparedness 
response and recovery aspects of critical infrastructure within Western Australia? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I must take that on notice.  It is a highly detailed question. 

[Supplementary Information No 14.] 
Hon SUE ELLERY:  Page 85 refers to the machinery of government review.  Will the Leader of the House give 
an update on the machinery of government reforms? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The Machinery of Government Taskforce recommended consistency in the designation of 
departments and of the titles given to each department head, expanding the use of statements of corporate intent 
and business development plans for government business enterprises, reallocating some functions to reduce 
structural fragmentation across the public sector and improve integration of public services to avoid duplication 
and overlap and to remove potential conflict between regulatory and service delivery roles.  Most designations of 
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departments and chief executive officers are affected administratively under the existing legislation, and no 
amendments have been made to give effect to those recommendations.  However, some designations are set in 
statute and require legislation to give effect to those recommendations.  It is proposed that most of the 
amendments will be included in a single miscellaneous amendments Bill across portfolios.  We hope that will be 
completed and introduced to Parliament in the coming year.  Where more complex or detailed amendments are 
to be made, separate agency or portfolio specific legislation has been prepared.  One example is the machinery of 
government planning and infrastructure amendment Act 2002.  Just briefly, as an overview of the effect, the 
review of statutory authorities is now almost complete: 180 authorities were reviewed, 85 were abolished and 11 
were created, which leaves a total of 106 bodies at 13 March 2003; so we have gone from 180 to 106 bodies. 

[5.30 pm] 

Hon SUE ELLERY:  Reference is made on page 82 to the department’s work on the Active Ageing Taskforce.  I 
am interested in progress on the policy frameworks arising out of that task force.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The department assisted the Active Ageing Taskforce to complete its review of the 
Western Australian ageing policies and to make recommendations to government about a new policy framework 
for managing the ageing in our community.  The Minister for Community Development established the Active 
Ageing Taskforce to report on a policy framework that promotes the active and visible participation of older 
people in Western Australian communities.  The task force started its work in February 2002 and submitted its 
report to the minister in March 2003.  The Department of the Premier and Cabinet provided the secretariat to 
support the task force work.  

Hon SUE ELLERY:  The eleventh dot point on page 82 refers to departmental support for the national summits 
on the insurance crisis.  What role did the department play in developing key initiatives in relation to the 
insurance crisis?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The department provided support for five national summits attended by ministers from 
each of the States and the Commonwealth to address national solutions to insurance issues, one of which was 
held in Perth.  Commonwealth, state and territory ministers and the President of the Australian Local 
Government Association have met five times over the past 12 months to discuss ongoing reforms to improve the 
availability and affordability of liability insurance.  The most recent meeting was held in Perth.  That resulted in 
all Australian jurisdictions agreeing to a landmark package of negligence law reform.  The Minister for 
Government Enterprises has represented the Government at all five summits.  The minister was successful in 
seeking commonwealth agreement to amend the Trade Practices Act to allow for effective operation of 
professional standards legislation and to consider strengthening the powers of the Australian Competition and 
Consumer Commission to monitor the insurance industry to ensure companies pass on to consumers savings that 
result from legislative reforms.   

The department has also provided support for the ministerial summits and the national insurance issues working 
group, which is responsible for implementing the work program set by the ministerial summit.  

Hon ALAN CADBY:  The table on page 93 shows the total cost of output for 2003-04 is $32.276 million as 
grant funds repositioned from 2002-03.  By coincidence, on page 93 of last year’s budget papers, $28 million for 
2002-03 is also due to repositioning funds from the previous year.  Does the Government have any intention of 
spending the money that has been allocated on science and innovation?  If not, why not?   

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Absolutely.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Will it be repositioned next year?   

The CHAIRMAN:  If that is the answer I will give more people the call.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  No; it deserves a better answer than that.  The repositioning of the $15.618 million 
recurrent grants occurred because, during the mid-year review, it seemed that they were unlikely to be required 
in 2002-03.  They arose as a result of the carry over, as the member correctly pointed out, of 2001-02 funds of 
$11.218 million from within the Office of Science and Innovation.   

The other reason was the increase in the appropriation for centres of excellence in 2002-03, which has gone 
from, in round figures, $2.8 million to $9 million.  There were also operational constraints because some of the 
grant agreements generally scheduled payments over three or more years when periodic payments are made on 
the achievement of agreed milestones.  Sometimes they simply do not occur in the year we expect.  The detail of 
the funds repositioned might be helpful.  The first is the centres of excellence program, which includes the 
Neville Stanley studentship of $8.724 million; Innovation WA, $4.9 million; the strategic research fund for the 
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marine environment, $1.814 million; and international science projects, $150 000.  I am confident these funds 
will be spent.  

Dr HOBBS:  The strategy for spending was presented to the Premier’s Science Council at the beginning of May.  
The final draft of the strategy will be ready within weeks.  Once it has been signed off by the Premier’s Science 
Council and the Premier, a process will be established to call for expressions of interest and how the money 
might be spent in specific fields.  It is intended that all the funds will be committed by October.  

Hon ALAN CADBY:  I refer to the external peer review rating under output performance measures on page 93.  
The target is three.  In a rating between one and five, three is a fairly mediocre figure.  Why is the target so low?  
Should the department not aim for a higher ranking of, say, four?  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am sure we should.  I am glad Hon Alan Cadby had the same difficulty as I had trying to 
understand this numbering system.  I am assured that the figure three represents the number of peer reviews, not 
the ranking.  I too was confused, if that is any help.  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  This morning at breakfast I heard the chief scientist answer a fairly similar question to 
that which I am about to ask.  I refer to the fourth dot point from the top of page 95 on work in attracting the 
square kilometre array radio telescope.  What progress has been made in attracting that important project to 
Western Australia?   

[5.40 pm] 

Dr HOBBS:  The international community will not be making a decision on the siting of the square kilometre 
array project for quite a while.  I cannot be specific, but it is at least a year away.  A major international 
conference will be held in Geraldton in the middle of this year which will be attended by most of the people from 
around the world interested in the square kilometre array radio astronomy project.  Our real strategy so far has 
been, firstly, to get another much smaller version of that radio telescope system in place - the LOFAR or low 
frequency array.  It is a mini version of the square kilometre array, but it is still something like 400 kilometres 
across in total.  The international community has targeted three sites in the world for building that - one is in 
Holland, one is between Geraldton and Meekatharra, and the other is in Texas.  We hosted that selection 
committee in February and made a case that the Geraldton site was by far the best; and scientifically it is by far 
the best.  The committee will make a decision in July.  We await their pleasure, but even if they do approve it to 
be scientifically the best in the world, there is still an issue in respect of infrastructure support and we would 
have to worry about that not only in this State but also nationally.  Having got the LOFAR facility in place, we 
believe that we would be very high contenders for getting the square kilometre array in a year or so after that.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  The second dot point on page 76, under major achievements, states that the European 
office supported the pig and dairy investment missions from the United Kingdom and Denmark to Western 
Australia.  Can the minister give us an update on how those missions went and how we are going as a result? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I have been privileged to meet with those delegations.  The general objective of the 
program, which has also received strong support from the Department of Agriculture - I have been involved in it 
personally - was to attract dairy and pig farmers from both Britain and Denmark as our primary targets, partly 
because we wanted their expertise.  British and Danish farmers are well renowned in both those areas.  We were 
also looking for innovative young people who had capital to bring with them.  The visit included a total of 55 
farmers and it followed an earlier joint European office and Department of Agriculture groundwork study of the 
European market.   

That initiative has led to one farming family already moving from the United Kingdom and setting up a farming 
business; eight farming families are in the process of obtaining migration visas with the intention of either 
purchasing farming enterprises or entering into joint venture businesses; and a further three families are 
intending to work in the State for a year before committing to relocation.  This program has opened our eyes to 
the way the European market is constructed and we have learnt a great deal from the process about attracting 
venture capital of this nature. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  The Road Safety Council is referred to under major initiatives on pages 95 and 96.  
Quite a few statements are made about country Western Australia.  Why does the Road Safety Council not have 
a country representative?  Can I have an outline of the budget breakdown for road safety, including the $500 000 
for neuro-research assistance? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will bounce that one straight across to Mr Iain Cameron. 

Mr CAMERON:  The Road Safety Council membership currently includes a representative from the Western 
Australian Local Government Association, who is a country person.  Those memberships are determined 
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legislatively and that was last reviewed in July last year.  There is currently a member representing the WA 
Local Government Association from the Shire of Mt Marshall.  Recommendations from the Western Australian 
Local Government Association are now with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who will be 
advising the Premier about the membership of WALGA for the next three-year period. 

Hon MURRAY CRIDDLE:  I am worried about the future of that country member, which is the issue.  I hope 
the minister will take that on board.  Perhaps my next question could be taken on notice.  I would like the details 
of the budget for the Road Safety Council.  The budget papers contain virtually no information, including the 
recently announced $500 000 for neuro-research. 

[Supplementary Information No 15.] 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I am happy to take that question on notice, but on the first issue I could not agree with the 
honourable member more.  It is necessary for a person with extensive country experience and, hopefully, one 
who is still a country resident, to be part of the Road Safety Council.   

Hon KATE DOUST:  I refer to output 7, promotion and support of multiculturalism in Western Australia, and 
the major achievements for 2002-03 at page 90.  The second dot point refers to the draft multicultural charter 
that was released for public comment by the Premier during Harmony Week earlier this year.  What response has 
there been to date on that draft charter, and what is the Government doing to ensure that key groups in the 
community have an understanding of that charter? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The charter provides the policy on which multiculturalism can be supported and 
promoted.  The draft charter was launched for public comment on 14 March at the start of Harmony Week.  It 
attempts to rectify misconceptions about multiculturalism, and it is the first such policy or charter that recognises 
indigenous people as the first Australians, and goes on to acknowledge their unique status.  It has been based on 
the principles of democratic pluralism, moving away from the previous charter’s emphasis on cultural pluralism, 
which research shows contributes to the alienation of minority groups.  It acknowledges that multiculturalism is 
about all Western Australians, and that in a democratic State all have the same rights and responsibilities, 
including the right to be different within the confines of the law.  Public comment on the ways to move the 
principles of the charter forward is open until July this year.   

More than 30 workshops are being held by the Office of Multicultural Interests throughout the State to advise 
people of the charter’s direction.  Each public sector agency has outlined the manner in which the principles of 
the charter will be implemented.  Those initiatives, together with feedback from the public, will be presented to 
the Cabinet for consideration and endorsement.  The comments will then be presented to Cabinet for 
endorsement and, following endorsement, OMI will embark on an education and awareness program during the 
implementation phase.  That implementation will be undertaken by partnerships, community dialogue and 
engagement across the community, business, industry and government sectors.  The charter will be reviewed 
over time to ensure that the initiatives, activities, policies and processes are effective and take account of social, 
economic and demographic changes.  The newly appointed advisory committee on multiculturalism will play a 
key role in reviewing those changes and advising on further changes. 

[5.50 pm] 

Hon KATE DOUST:  My second question also relates to page 90.  The fifth dot point under the same heading 
states that the Premier’s office has explored opportunities to establish a skilled migration unit.  What is the 
Government currently doing to encourage migrants with appropriate skills to choose Western Australia as both 
their destination and their home? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  The office explored opportunities to establish a skilled migrant unit within the State’s 
public sector to complement the work of the Small Business Development Corporation on business immigration.  
Through immigration processes, Australia attracts a great many skilled and business migrants from various parts 
of the world.  In Western Australia business migrants are strongly supported by the Small Business Development 
Corporation.  Most other States support skilled migrants through services established in public sector agencies 
and, as a result of that, they are able to attract skilled migrants to their State.  Western Australia has no 
comparable service to offer.  To rectify that gap in service provision, the Premier and I have begun exploring the 
possibility of setting up such a service to support business migrants in this State.  We have looked at models 
available in other States to give us some guide in doing that. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I refer to major policy decisions on page 70.  Under the heading “Functional Review 
Taskforce” are two subheadings: “Implementation costs”, with an allocation of $4.333 million for the next two 
years, and “General budget reductions”, growing from $500 000 to $2.3 million in 2006-07.  What will the two 
figures of $4.333 million achieve in respect of implementation costs and how will the department’s expenditure 
be reduced to meet those general budget reductions? 
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Hon KIM CHANCE:  The figure of $4.333 million has four basic components: salaries and allowances, 
including on-costs, $1.8 million; accommodation, $333 000; consultancies, $1.6 million; and other 
contingencies, $600 000.  The Functional Review Taskforce examined the effective delivery of government 
priorities across the whole public sector.  The review was undertaken largely in the second half of 2002 and the 
final report was delivered to Cabinet in December 2002.  Some parts of the report were endorsed by Cabinet in 
2002, some in early 2003 and five other recommendations are due for consideration later this year.  Cabinet 
approved further work to be undertaken on corporate services and procurement issues.   

A special unit within the Department of the Premier and Cabinet is coordinating the implementation of the 
review’s recommendations, and has special responsibility for corporate shared service reforms.  Procurement 
reforms are being coordinated by the Department of Treasury and Finance.  The functional review 
implementation team reports to the strategic management council and liaises closely with the Department of 
Treasury and Finance to ensure consistency between corporate services procurement, capital investment and 
asset management reforms.  Those two bodies have now appointed a consultant firm to strategically review 
corporate services provision and procurement within the WA public sector and to propose models for common 
and shared corporate services and procurement provision.  A report and business plan for each is expected in 
July-August this year. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  How will the Government achieve the general budget reductions - apart from cutting 
out afternoon tea? 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  Cutting out afternoon tea, $550 - no, sorry! 

In output 1, support for the Premier, there is a saving of $185 000 arising from the cessation of the strategic 
management function; in output 3, one position in the citizens and civics branch has been abolished, saving 
$115 000; in output 6, management of the Constitutional Centre programs, there has been a reduction in 
recurrent grants of $30 000; and in output 8, native title policy development, implementation and negotiation, 
there has been a reduction in the budget base of funds provided for refurbishment in 2002-03 of $170 000.  
Going ahead to 2004-05 - 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  I do not mind if the Leader of the House takes this question on notice and gives me 
the whole list in due course. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  They are very brief, but I am happy to do that. 

[Supplementary Information No 16.] 
Hon NORMAN MOORE:  On page 71, below the net cost of outputs, is a line called “adjustments”.  The 
adjustments for 2002-03 are some $21 million, which will have the effect of reducing the estimated actuals quite 
dramatically.  What are these adjustments?  Note (a) states that the adjustments are related to movements in cash 
balances and other accrual items such as receivables, payables and superannuation.  How does that amount to 
$21 million? 

The CHAIRMAN:  Given that we are dealing with figures, it may be more convenient to put that question on 
notice. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  We will take it on notice. 

[Supplementary Information No 17.] 

Hon ED DERMER:  The last dot point on page 76 under output 1 refers to the Government’s Middle East trade 
office that was opened in Dubai.  It also refers to the Premier’s having led a trade and investment promotion 
coinciding with the opening of the trade office.  I am interested to learn more about that initiative and the 
achievements derived from the opening of the trade office in Dubai. 

Hon KIM CHANCE:  It is a shame that the honourable member was late in asking this question because I would 
have liked to spend more time answering it, rather than spending so much time talking about my own baby.  The 
Government’s Middle East trade office was opened in Dubai last year.  The Premier led a trade and investment 
promotion mission, which coincided with the opening and which was enormously successful.  It was the biggest 
trade mission ever to leave Western Australia.  To coincide with the official opening of the Dubai office, the 
Premier led a trade team of 91 delegates to the United Arab Emirates in the period from 26 October to 1 
November last year.  There were 56 businesses represented in that mission.  Contracts for value-added 
agribusiness products were secured.  The travel and accommodation costs of the Premier and his staff were 
$24 665 and the cost of official gifts was $3 466.  The annual cost of running a new office is estimated at 
$700 000.   
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Many companies that participated in the trade mission are planning visits to the UAE in the next 12 months.  
Some were represented this year at the Gulf Food expo, which I was fortunate to be able to attend.  The market, 
which is much bigger than simply the UAE and includes the entire gulf market, southern Europe and North 
Africa, has a very significant buyer following.  Some of our traders did extremely well there and I am pleased to 
report in that context that, partly because of the experience they had in the trade mission, the exhibitors at the 
trade expo in the Australian pavilion had clearly the most attractive and active exhibit of any of the 80 nations 
represented at the expo.  It was very professionally done and extremely well serviced, not only by the Western 
Australian trade office but also by our friends in Austrade, who have been enormously supportive of our mission 
there. 

The CHAIRMAN:  That brings to a conclusion the division of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  I 
thank the minister in charge, Hon Kim Chance, and I thank Mr Malcolm Wauchope and his senior officers for 
their attendance.   

Sitting suspended from 6.02 pm to 7.00 pm 
 


