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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2004 
Third Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.   
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [2.37 pm]:  I am very happy to continue my remarks in this debate, particularly 
since it comes straight after question time, during which the Minister for Tourism has, once again, not been open 
and accountable to this House.  The minister has tried to tell me that the answer that he gave to the question that 
I asked during the budget estimates committee was that the cost - not how money was paid out in physical terms, 
but the cost - of the Rottnest Island Taskforce through to the end of April was $51 000.  If the minister is trying 
to tell the House now that he decided during May that he would pay Alex Allan $50 000 for the work that he did 
for one month, then I do not think he is being very truthful.  The costs are the costs overall.  The costs are 
apportioned month by month.  The costs are for printing and stationery etc, plus any incremental payments that 
are made to members of the task force.  I want to know, and I bet the minister will not give me the answer -  
Mr R.C. Kucera:  I am happy to give you the answer. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  I did not ask how much had been paid out to the task force.  That was not the 
question.  The minister read the question twice.  I will read it again.  He might understand it this time.  The 
question reads - 

Mr Johnson asked for information on the costs of the Rottnest Island Taskforce through to the end of 
April.   

I asked for the costs, which must be taken overall, not how much was paid in grubby greenies or cheques or 
whatever.  The minister must have known that he would give the chairman of the task force $50 000 for the work 
he did.  I am not opposed to that; he did a reasonable job.  If all the other people did their work for nothing - 
from what the minister implied today, they did - I commend them for it.  In which case, how can the minister 
have the gall to berate me in this place during question time for trying to get to the truth of this matter?  The total 
cost was $273 000.  The minister provided a figure to the end of April, which was $51 000.  I ask again: where is 
the justification for the $220 000 that was spent in May?   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Do you want me to answer that?   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  In a moment.  I would love the minister to answer it but I do not think I will get a truthful 
answer.  If he is telling me that some invoices had not been paid, say, to the Water Corporation, Western Power 
or some other organisation and, therefore, did not form part of the cost until the end of April, I am sorry, I do not 
think the minister is being truthful or open and accountable to this Parliament and the people of Western 
Australia.  The minister spent $273 000 on the task force.  He is saying that he spent only $51 000 for the first 
five or six months and then $220 000 in one month.   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Do you want me to answer?  You are inviting me to do so; I am happy to do that. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Okay, go on then. 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  The great difficulty is -  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should not try to insult me; he should give me an honest answer if he can, 
although that will be really difficult.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  The member for Avon pointed out yesterday clearly what his problem was with the estimates 
hearings.  Your performance was abysmal.  You should ask the proper questions.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will not accept that sort of diatribe.  The minister does not have the commonsense to 
realise how to assess costs over a total period.  If the minister said that for the first five out of six months the 
costs were $200 000, he would be about right because we know that the final cost was $273 000.  If I were a 
cynical person - which I am - I would have suggested that he held up reporting some of those expenses until after 
the budget estimates hearings.  I do not think the minister wanted his report considered by the budget estimates 
committees because he would have had to answer too many questions.  He would have had no option but to 
provide a truthful answer.  He knew he would be asked about that expenditure.  He would have to be an absolute 
fool not to realise that he would be asked how much that task force cost.  What happened?  We were told in 
December that the task force would report within three months.  When I pointed out that his mathematics were 
not good because he had said April, he changed that to four months; then it was five months and then six months.  
The cost must be apportioned over those six months.  Did the minister know he would pay the chairman of the 
task force $50 000? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I knew how much an hour we were paying.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He knew pretty well how much he would pay the chairman.  
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Mr R.C. Kucera:  Roughly.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He would have known give-or-take a grand.  The amount of $50 000 is a round figure.  
Did the chairman work part of an hour to make that $50 000?  The minister should not come into this place and 
talk the sort of rubbish that he talks. 

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister authorised $50 000 to be given to the chairman of the task force.  He and I 
both know that.  He probably worked out the hourly rate afterwards.  

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The amount of $51 000 was spent in April.  That leaves $222 000, less $50 000 paid to the 
chairman of the task force.  That leaves $172 000 that the minister spent in the month of May.  Where did that 
$172 000 go?  I have run out of time because the minister will not provide an answer.  

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [2.46 pm]:  I thank members for their interesting comments on the 
third reading debate on the budget.  I can assure members that the matters they have raised will be examined.  I 
am also very pleased that the budget has reached the stage at which it is about to be endorsed by this House.  It is 
an excellent budget for the people of Western Australia.  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Hear, hear!  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  It is particularly good for first home buyers, who will receive much needed relief from stamp 
duty on 1 July.   

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.  
 


