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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2002 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 2) 2002 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR WHITELY (Roleystone) [4.31 pm]:  I was referring to a document which highlighted the financial 
incompetence of the previous Government.  The member for Rockingham asked if any names featured.  There 
were four categories of financial mismanagement and I identified the former Minister for Education, now Leader 
of the Opposition, as being one name that features.  Other names also occur, but he is the only one who appears 
in all four categories.  Examples of his behaviour are contained in all four categories of financial incompetence.  
This demonstrates, in a reverse way, what is required to run the State’s finances competently.  The Cabinet has a 
collective responsibility for toeing the line and adhering to financial constraints.  This is a manual.  It is a way to 
learn from negative examples.  This is exactly the sort of behaviour that ministers should not exhibit.  I am proud 
to say that it is the sort of behaviour we have not exhibited and will not exhibit in government.  I congratulate the 
Cabinet and the Treasurer for their performance to date, and I look forward to it continuing. 

I remember sitting in this place last year during debates about homosexual law reform.  The other side was 
saying, “Is this your priority?  Why don’t you get on and manage the economy and create jobs?”  Look at what 
has happened during that year.  The budget surplus was about two-and-a-half times what we had anticipated.  
We delivered a budget surplus, better health and education services and equality for all Western Australians in a 
background of 4.5 per cent economic growth.  So, it is possible to juggle three things at the same time: 
competent financial management, service delivery and equality.  I congratulate the Government on that 
achievement. 

I turn now to some issues in my electorate.  As I have previously highlighted, the south east corridor was 
neglected during eight years of conservative government.  No issue better demonstrates that than the record of 
the previous Government and its failure to construct stages 4 and 5 of the Roe Highway, which effectively meant 
that William Street, Beckenham became an extension of Roe Highway.  A quiet suburban street effectively 
became a four-lane major truck and heavy transport route.  One of the first things we did when we came to 
government was to commit $89 million over three years for the construction of stages 4 and 5 of the Roe 
Highway.  The previous Government had supposedly committed in its forward estimates year after year for the 
completion of that road.  In the end, the people of Beckenham, Kenwick and surrounding suburbs refused to 
believe it.  In the week before the election, a Liberal senator promised that stages 4 and 5 would be completed by 
the end of this financial year, after the previous member for Roleystone had claimed that it was impossible to 
complete stage 4 by the end of this year.  People took that for what it was - it lacked credibility - and they viewed 
it in the light of the history of broken promises from the previous Government.  We are delivering on Roe 
Highway.  The Roe Highway and the route for the railway to Mandurah are interconnected issues.  The previous 
Government had a track record of failing to deliver on the Roe Highway issue, yet it was going ahead with a plan 
to put the Perth to Mandurah rail link through Kenwick.  According to its plan we would have had William 
Street, Beckenham still continuing to be an extension of the Roe Highway.  There would have been 41 train 
movements an hour during peak hours and that road would have been controlled by boom gates, which would 
have been down for 26 minutes an hour during peak hours - nearly half the time.  William Street, Beckenham 
currently has 28 000 traffic movements a day.  No consideration was given to delivering a little transport justice 
to the people of Kenwick and Beckenham, who would have suffered absolute chaos because, once again, they 
would have become the sacrificial lambs.  We hear day after day in this House bleating about cost overruns on 
our proposal, yet the coalition refuses to acknowledge that its own plan was hopelessly inadequate and would 
have cost hundreds of millions of dollars more.  Extra money would need to have been spent on road-rail 
flyovers.  Coalition members fail to acknowledge the inadequacies of their own plan.  They bleat and argue that 
putting a rail system through the middle of a freeway, where a busway currently exists, is some sort of eyesore.  
That reflects their values and their commitment to the higher socioeconomic suburbs as opposed to the south east 
corridor.  This Government has a proud record of delivering on its commitments to the south east corridor. 

Another issue contained in this year’s budget is the commitment by the Government to provide $1 million to the 
City of Gosnells for the upgrading of Kelvin Road, Maddington, a very busy street that services the people of 
Maddington and Kenwick, which will be of great benefit to them and local businesses.  I am also pleased that 
$93 800 has been committed to an upgrade of Canning Mills Road between Mills Road East and Chevin Road, 
Roleystone.  An amount of $93 800 is not extraordinary, although it is important expenditure, because that road 
is currently used by the residents of Roleystone as their feeder road to the Tonkin Highway.  It has thousands of 
traffic movements a day.  Typically, it is very busy during peak hours and not so busy during the rest of the day.  
People commute to work from Roleystone to the city and the suburbs of Perth between the hours of probably 
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6.30 am and 8.30 am, and it is very busy again in the evening.  Even though that road is the responsibility of the 
City of Gosnells, it also services people from the city of Armadale, so I am not critical of the City of Gosnells.  I 
commend the Government for helping the City of Gosnells to provide that road, and I commend the City of 
Gosnells for committing funds that help people who do not live in that shire.  That shows the spirit of 
cooperation that exists throughout the south east corridor. 

Members on the coalition side also spoke about factions inside the Labor Party.  There is actually a powerful 
new faction inside the Labor Party.  That is the south east corridor faction.  The members for Southern River, 
Armadale and Thornlie and I are all members of that faction.  We are a very powerful faction, and we are 
delivering the goods for the people of the south east corridor.  If members opposite want to talk about factions 
and about the Treasurer responding to factional pressure, that is the sort of factional pressure to which he is 
responding.  

In addition to the Kelvin Road funding and the Canning Mills Road funding, Bishop Road, Cardup received 
$233 000 in the same program.  That funding is also welcome, because that is an inadequate local road that is 
controlled by the Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale.  In addition, we have the ongoing Gosnells revitalisation and 
the Armadale redevelopment by the Armadale Redevelopment Authority, both of which are bringing tremendous 
energy, enthusiasm and resources into these suburbs, which have been ignored for far too long.  As part of that 
redevelopment, the Armadale, Kelmscott and Gosnells train stations have had or are having a facelift.  That will 
bring the standard of the Armadale train line up to the standard that is enjoyed by people who live in the northern 
suburbs.  

I foreshadow that one of my priorities for the next budget round is services in the Maddington and Kenwick area.  
As I have mentioned, that area has been identified by the Smith Family as an area of need, because it has a 
degree of social and economic disadvantage; and the Smith Family has located its facilities at Yule Brook 
College in Maddington for precisely that reason.  I am very excited by the preliminary discussions that I am 
having with the City of Gosnells, which has put in some seeding money this year and has also put aside a 
substantial amount of money - $3 million over three years, in addition to the $7 million that it intended to spend 
in the Maddington and Kenwick area in any case - for the Maddington and Kenwick sustainability project.  I 
applaud the work that the City of Gosnells is doing on that project.  I am sure the south east corridor faction - 
that very powerful faction in the Labor Party that responds to no-one except the people who live in the south east 
corridor, the people whom the previous Government ignored for eight years - will make sure that we deliver 
even more goodies to the south east corridor.  I look forward to that in next year’s budget. 

I want to highlight an initiative that was mentioned today by the Minister for Education, who identified that an 
additional $11 million has been put into capital works in school.  I welcome that initiative, because it means that 
many of the schools in my electorate will get air conditioning much earlier than was previously anticipated.  I 
applaud that part of the budget.  I am conscious of the time.  It is regrettable that we come into the Parliament 
and waste so much time with twaddle when people want to make constructive comments.  There are many more 
things I would like to say, but I will sit down now and give other members a chance to talk.  I applaud the 
Cabinet, and particularly the Treasurer, for demonstrating Labor’s commitment to social justice and effective 
service delivery, and for demonstrating that Labor is the only party that is committed to responsible financial 
management. 

MR McGOWAN (Rockingham - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.43 pm]:  At the outset of my brief contribution to 
this budget debate, I congratulate the Treasurer, the member for Belmont, on this budget.  It is an enormous 
effort to put together a budget, and it takes a great deal of personal and professional capital out of a person to do 
that sort of work.  I am sure that the Treasurer has been gratified by the amount and scope of support he has 
received from the State’s financial and economic commentators, and from the national economic commentators, 
on the quality of the budget that he has put together.  He and his Government can hold those accolades very dear, 
because they put in context the arguments run by the Opposition on this budget.  When every economic 
commentator across Australia is saying that this budget is a wonderful budget, the Treasurer must be doing 
something right.  It is a testament to the fact that this Government has created a specific portfolio of Treasurer 
rather than have the Premier perform the role of both Premier and Treasurer.  It is also a testament to the fact that 
we have a specific process in which the expenditure review committee goes through each of the programs and 
areas of expenditure in the budget and ensures that only things that are most necessary and comply with the 
election commitments of the Government are put into practice.   

I want to follow on from what the Premier said yesterday in question time about how the Government’s 
legislative agenda is being frustrated by the other place.  This Bill that we are debating today will go to the upper 
House after the estimates process, to be debated and passed by that House in order for the expenditure of 
government to continue.  It is imperative that this Bill go through this House expeditiously in order for that 
process to take place.   
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Mr Johnson:  And it has. 

Mr McGOWAN:  I know, and I thank the Opposition for that.  It concerns me that the Government’s legislative 
program is being frustrated in the way it is in the upper House.  I do not think the role that the upper House is 
playing at present is the role for which it was created, and it is demeaning to our House -  

Point of Order 
Mr OMODEI:  Under standing orders it is out of order to refer to the other place in an unparliamentary way.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.  The member may have thought that the member for 
Rockingham was about to criticise the upper House, but I was listening carefully to the member for Rockingham 
and no criticism was forthcoming at that stage.   

Mr McGowan:  Absolutely not.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr McGOWAN:  Governments are elected to govern, particularly in the lower House.  That has always been my 
view.  The Government is formed in the lower House.  That has been the Westminster tradition since time 
immemorial in the United Kingdom, and that is the system that has been put in place in all the nations that have 
been British colonies throughout the centuries.  Governments are elected to govern.  The lower House is the 
House that forms the Government.  It concerns me with regard to the role we play for the people of our State that 
the issues and concerns that we took to the election and that we promised to put into practice are being frustrated 
in the way they are in the upper House.  It is not Labor Party policy to abolish the upper House.  It is not the 
policy of this Premier to abolish the upper House or seek to abolish the upper House.  I do not think the abolition 
of the upper House would be sought or supported by the people of Western Australia.  We often hear words such 
as “checks and balances”, “a way of keeping an eye on the Executive”, and “ensuring that things do not go too 
quickly” expressed by members of the public as reasons for retaining an upper House.  It is not the policy of this 
Government to propose such a radical policy.  The crux of my argument is that the upper House has a legitimate 
role to scrutinise and examine, and, if it wants, to reject legislation put through this House.  However, the upper 
House is operating in such a way as to delay and not bring to a vote legislation passed by this House, so much so 
that legislative reform that is much required and is supported by both Houses is never put to a vote in that House.  
Three or four Bills transmitted from this Chamber have been passed by the other place this year.  This compares 
with the record around Australia, on which I have done a little research. 

Mr Johnson:  Your Government is in charge of bringing Bills before the upper House.   

Mr McGOWAN:  Mr Deputy Speaker (Mr Andrews), I ask for your protection.   

In the case of the House of Representatives and the Senate, where neither of the major parties controls the upper 
House, both House passed 222 Bills in 1997, 135 in 1998, 201 in 1999, 174 in 2000 and 170 in 2001.  In the 
New South Wales Parliament representation in the upper House is very finely balanced.  The upper House 
passed 131 Bills in 2001, 114 in 2000, 98 in 1999, 173 in 1998 and 157 in 1997.  The Victorian Parliament 
passed 96 Bills in 2001, 101 in 2000, 65 in 1999, 104 in 1998 and 110 in 1997.  The Victorian example is of 
particular relevance because the Australian Labor Party in that State has been in government for a period of 
about two years.  It has never had control of the upper House; in fact, it has a quarter of the members of the 
upper House and the Liberal and National Parties have over half of the members.  However, last year the 
Victorian Parliament was able to pass 96 Bills and the year before 101 Bills.  Even over the past years when the 
Court Government did not have control of this Parliament’s upper House, the upper House managed to pass in 
61 Bills in 1999-2000, 61 in 1998-99, 82 in 1996 and 44 in 2000.  This year we are now at the stage where three 
Bills have been passed by the upper House. 

It behoves the upper House, given the way other Parliaments around Australia examine legislation, to bring the 
Bills to a vote.  The Senate, which has been reformed immensely since the 1970s, has a set of standing orders for 
a committee process to examine Bills.  It ensures that there is a regular flowthrough of legislation.  Senators take 
their role as legislators seriously.  They know that they are elected to pass legislation and that it is not a game of 
holding up things unnecessarily.  This Parliament’s upper House should either pass legislation or reject it.  I do 
not care which, as long as matters are brought to a vote and the Parliament can get on with its proper business, 
which is examining and dealing with pieces of legislation. 

The House of Lords has far fewer powers than one of the Houses of our Parliament.  It introduces very little 
legislation.  It does everything by enabling Acts with regulations.  If this Parliament is to continue down its 
present track, all that it will result in is future Governments bringing in Bills that enable the laws of the State to 
be changed by regulation.  That would not be a good thing.  These matters should be properly scrutinised by the 
Parliament.  If a Government’s legislative program is constantly frustrated and matters are never brought to a 
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vote, future Governments will change laws by regulation.  It is about time that we as members of the lower 
House asserted our rights - that includes all of us in this Chamber. 

MR LOGAN (Cockburn - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.55 pm]:  I congratulate the Treasurer on another 
wonderful budget.  It underlines my statements about the Treasurer that were recorded in last year’s Hansard.  
He is the world’s greatest Treasurer.  That is what I called him last year.  He has produced a budget for Western 
Australia that is even better than last year’s.  I congratulate him on that. 

I will address some issues raised in particular by the National Party members in their contribution to the debate 
on these appropriation Bills.  It is a pity its representatives are not present.  Someone on the opposition benches 
referred in the debate to lies, damned lies and statistics.  That can be applied to the statements of members of the 
National Party, particularly to their interpretation of the agricultural element of the budget.  For example, they 
are continuing to run the line that there is a $40 million cut in the agriculture budget.  If members look at the 
budget papers and at the total appropriation figures, they will find that there has been a reduction of 
$2.432 million from last year.  If they then look at the difference between the grand totals for last year’s budget 
and this year’s budget, they will find a reduction of $7.58 million.   

The $40 million that National Party members were referring to was the difference between the 2000-01 budget 
and this year’s budget.  What was included in the 2000-01 budget?  It included capital expenditure of 
$7.4 million and grant subsidies and other payments of $9.34 million.  Those grants and other subsidies related 
to dairy deregulation compensation and drought moneys.  Those moneys are not available now because they 
have run out.  The capital contribution is now being sought from the holding account.  It is therefore not included 
in this year’s budget.  If members took those items out of the 2000-01 budget, the figure would be $108 million 
compared with the total of $128 million.  The expression “lies, damned lies and statistics” is appropriate, 
because National Party members are deliberately misreading the budget papers.  Included in the last budget 
papers were administrative grants, allowances and capital expenditure, which are not in the current budget.  
National Party members know that. 

The member for Stirling, a former Minister for Agriculture, referred to other issues, some of which are relevant 
to what the Treasurer spelt out when catching out the member for Hillarys about the decisions of the previous 
estimates committees.  The member for Stirling stated on 21 May in his contribution to the appropriation debate 
that this Government made the decision to amalgamate the Agriculture Protection Board with the Department of 
Agriculture.  He said that was a decision about which he had some serious concerns.  He failed to mention to the 
Parliament that the Minister for Agriculture’s decision to transfer the Agriculture Protection Board’s 
appropriation budget into the Department of Agriculture was based on a recommendation of a 1994 agricultural 
portfolio review, which was supported by the former Minister for Agriculture.  He supported the melding, as he 
put it, of the Agriculture Protection Board into the Department of Agriculture, yet he used his contribution on 
these appropriation Bills to criticise us for doing it. 

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Mr LOGAN:  The reason I am having this recorded in Hansard is so that the farmers will know what the truth is 
and how their representatives are misleading this Parliament.   

The third point I raise is that the member for Stirling referred to the fact that nobody was available to talk to 
farmers about the skeleton weed eradication program, and that was as a result of the melding of the Agriculture 
Protection Board with the Department of Agriculture.  In fact, 90 full-time people of a total of 225 are 
specifically employed to address pest problems.  That includes all pest problems relating to plants and animals, 
diseases and weed-related services .  The member for Stirling said that people cannot telephone anybody to find 
out about skeleton weed problems.  Maybe the member should try to call, because 90 people at the Agriculture 
Protection Board are waiting for his phone call so they can give him the answers that he wants.   

The fourth point that the member for Stirling raised was the footrot eradication program.  He said in this 
Parliament - 

I fear greatly . . .  
Point of Order 

Mr JOHNSON:  The member is a good friend of mine, and he comes from Croydon.  However, he is quoting 
from the uncorrected Hansard, which is against standing orders.   

Mr LOGAN:  In the corrected Hansard, members will see that the member for Stirling claims that he cannot 
even find the footrot eradication program in the budget; therefore, it does not exist.  Unfortunately, I must tell the 
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member for Stirling and the representative of the National Party who is in the House at the moment that the 
footrot eradication program -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Andrews):  Was the member for Cockburn seeking the call on the point of order?  
Was he addressing the point of order? 

Mr LOGAN:  No, I was not addressing the point of order.  I apologise, Mr Acting Speaker.  I was continuing my 
remarks. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Was the member for Cockburn quoting from an uncorrected version of Hansard?   

Mr LOGAN:  I began to quote from an uncorrected version. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Cockburn should know better than that. 

Mr LOGAN:  Mr Acting Speaker, you are right; I do know better than that, which is why, when I continued, I 
mentioned the corrected version, and then I did not quote from it. 

Mr Johnson:  I tried to help you by saying you should paraphrase. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Cockburn now has the call to address the question. 

Mr LOGAN:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker; and I thank the member for Hillarys for all his help. 

The point I was making is that in the corrected version of Hansard - 

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Mr LOGAN:  It is available now.  In the corrected version, members will see that the member for Stirling claims 
that the footrot eradication program has disappeared from the budget.  In closing, I point out that the footrot 
eradication program currently receives project funding of $845 000 and involves 10 full-time employees.  That 
program will continue.   

Mr McRae:  If that is a good foot and mouth disease eradication program - 

Mr LOGAN:  No, footrot. 

Mr McRae:  I was going to ask whether it would work for the member for Hillarys, because he very often has his 
foot in his mouth. 

Mr LOGAN:  I do not know whether the jurisdiction of the APB extends to this House.  However, for the benefit 
of the only National Party representative who is still in the Chamber, I point out that the footrot eradication 
program is continuing.  The chair of the footrot eradication campaign committee, Chris Richardson - he is also 
the chair of the APB - has had meetings with the Western Australian Farmers Federation and the Pastoralists and 
Graziers Association to discuss the future funding of the footrot eradication program.  Despite the fact that the 
member for Stirling could not find it in the budget -  

Mr Waldron:  I could not find it either. 

Mr LOGAN:  I will put everyone at ease by saying that the campaign continues.  My wonderful and erudite 
appropriation speech now comes to an end, unfortunately. 

MR BOWLER (Eyre) [5.04 pm]:  I will give the shortest speech on the budget in the history of this House.  I 
want Hansard to get ready because it will be finished very quickly.  Listen to this: they promised; we delivered.   

MR RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [5.05 pm]:  I thank members for their interesting comments on the budget 
for this forthcoming financial year.  I look forward to the questions that will be put to our ministers and public 
servants during the estimates committee process, and I am confident that the budget will withstand the scrutiny it 
will be subjected to next week.   

Question (that the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 1) 2002 be now read a second time) put and 
passed. 

Bill read a second time. 
 


