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Division 40: Western Australian Electoral Commission, $7 872 000 — 
Ms L.L. Baker, Chair. 
Mr W.J. Johnston, Minister for Electoral Affairs. 
Mr C.N. Avent, Deputy Electoral Commissioner. 
Mr P.J. Shimmings, Director, Business Services. 
Mr N. Roberts, Chief of Staff. 
Mr D. Alexander, Principal Adviser. 
Mr R. Sao, Principal Adviser. 
Miss P. Bond, Senior Policy Adviser. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 
The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
the following day. 
It is the intention of the Chair 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 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 account. Questions 
must be clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount in the current division. Members should give 
these details in preface to their question. If a division or service is the responsibility of more than one minister, 
a minister shall only be examined in relation to their portfolio responsibilities. 
The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee rather than asking that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week. I ask the minister to clearly indicate what supplementary information he 
agrees to provide and I will then allocate a reference number. 
If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to 
the principal clerk by Friday, 29 September 2017. I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put on 
notice, it is up to the member to lodge the question on notice through the online questions system. 

I give the call to the member for North West Central. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I refer to page 590 of budget paper No 2, volume 2, and the line item “Provision of 
Independent, Impartial and Efficient Electoral Services to Electors for Parliament and other Electoral Clients” 
under the heading “Service Summary”. The recent campaign by the Chamber of Minerals and Energy of 
Western Australia raises some questions about the ability of the commission to ensure compliance with disclosure 
requirements. Is there any intention to increase funding to the Western Australian Electoral Commission to ensure 
that it can react to the changing campaign environment? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Yes, the government has increased funding — 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No, the member did not ask that. He asked whether we were considering it. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: So the answer is yes? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Has the minister considered the means by which the government could curb the influence 
of third party factors in our democracy, such as big business and unions, in order to reduce the perception of 
conflict of interest and corruption? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Did the member ask whether we are considering those issues? Yes, we are. The election 
commitment states — 

WA Labor will conduct an inquiry into disclosure requirements for 3rd party fundraising bodies and 
address public concerns about who makes payments to the 3rd party, and who then subsequently 
decides and authorises to flow that money on to election candidates and political parties. 

I have already referred to this matter in the chamber. We are considering the terms of reference for a possible 
inquiry by a suitable entity. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Does the Western Australian Electoral Commission have the financial capacity to identify 
and investigate abnormalities in the electoral data, including enrolment data, voting data and complaints raised in 
this regard? 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Is the member asking a question relating to funding and exposure issues? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is about the provision of independent, impartial and effective electoral services. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I understand that. Is the member asking about the conduct of the election or the conduct 
of donations et cetera? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: No; I am asking about the financial capacity of the Electoral Commission to investigate any 
abnormalities in the electoral data, including enrolment data, voting data or complaints raised in this regard. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to move on to that new topic. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is the same thing. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, it is the same thing but it is a new issue. That is all I am saying. I am not saying that 
it comes under a different heading; it is a different issue. I am very confident that the WAEC has the adequate 
resources to investigate every complaint that has been made to it about conduct and data et cetera—the issues the 
member raised. I will ask the Deputy Electoral Commissioner, Mr Avent, to detail the number of complaints that 
we received on the items that the member raised, which I understand is about the data et cetera in relation to the 
election. Mr Avent, please let us know how many complaints were received on those topics. 
Mr C.N. Avent: We receive a general range of complaints from political parties or candidates at any electoral 
event. We investigate those and we report back. I cannot give the member the specific number of complaints we 
received during the March 2017 election. I would have to take on notice the total number of complaints that we 
received. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am happy to take that by way of supplementary. 
Mr C.N. Avent: Many of those complaints are inquiries. 
The CHAIR: Minister, could you summarise what you will provide by way of supplementary information. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There is a problem with the supplementary in that the member asked for it to be provided 
by 29 September. On 29 September this year I am going to be in Bandung, Indonesia, so I cannot — 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: But the government still operates. The minister cannot use that as an excuse for not giving 
supplementary information. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not have to agree to supplementary information if I do not want to. There is no 
obligation. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Clearly, the minister is not doing it because he is going on holiday over in Bali. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am not going on holiday. 

The CHAIR: Members, I do not know whether the minister is required to be in the country when the 
supplementary information is available. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I understand that but the point I am making is that I do not know whether it is something 
that relates to supplementary information arising out of the — 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Indonesia still has the internet. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It does too. I am not obliged to provide supplementary information. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Because the minister will be in shorts and thongs in Indonesia, the government still has to 
operate. I am asking for supplementary information. The commission said it is happy to give it. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There is no obligation on me to provide supplementary information. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Are you going to provide it or not? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The question that was raised with me was the question of the amount of resources 
available to do the investigation. The point I made in my answer, which the Deputy Electoral Commissioner has 
confirmed, is that there is no resourcing issue about investigations. If the member wants to put a question on notice 
about the number of complaints, that is clearly a separate issue to the issue that he has raised, which is about the 
resourcing for the commission. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Financial capacity is resourcing. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, that is right. It has the financial capacity to do it. There is no question of the 
commission’s capacity to do the investigation of the issues that the member raised. 
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The CHAIR: Rather than confuse me anymore, are we dealing with supplementary information or a question on 
notice? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: A question on notice, clearly. 

The CHAIR: Member, the minister is suggesting a question on notice. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: What can we do? If the minister is in Bali on holiday wearing shorts and thongs, all I can 
say is he should take some sunscreen because he might get burnt. 

The CHAIR: I think the member will graciously accept the minister’s request to put the question on notice by the 
appropriate date.  

[7.10 pm] 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The minister indicated that the Labor Party is committed to a review. Will the minister reiterate 
what the focus will be of that review on electoral funding? I would then like to ask some questions once I receive 
that answer. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As I said, the Labor Party is indeed keen to have greater transparency around third party 
fundraising bodies and for that reason the Labor Party believes that all donations to election candidates and political 
parties should be able to be tracked back to their origin. Currently, there are a number of third party bodies or 
associated entities such as think tanks or dedicated fundraising groups, such as the 500 Club, that fundraise and 
accept donations and then pass those sometimes significant amounts of money on to election candidates and 
political parties without disclosing the origins of the funds raised. This is not transparent and can lead to individuals 
and corporations anonymously donating indirectly to election candidates and political parties. Recent research 
shows that Australian companies do not tell their shareholders or the public much about what they do with 
shareholders’ money to influence Australian politics. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: It is not the job of the Western Australian Electoral Commission to regulate listed companies. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The June 2016, “Corporate Political Expenditure in Australia Report” from the 
Australasian Centre for Corporate Responsibility states — 

… in Australia, for substantial sums of money across many companies it is impossible to tell the full 
amount of political expenditure or the extent to which the expenditure reflects the personal whim or 
short-term interests of boards or genuinely advances long-term shareholder interests. It is also impossible 
to tell how much these contributions actually influence Australian politics. 

Therefore, WA Labor will conduct an inquiry into disclosure requirements for third party fundraising bodies and 
address public concerns about who makes payments to these third parties and who subsequently decides and 
authorises to flow that money on to election candidates and political parties. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Will the minister include in that organisations like GetUp! that were reported in the last federal 
election spent $10 million and trace the money? It did not so much give money to political parties, but ran parallel 
campaigns that often dwarfed the funding given to political parties. Will the government look at parallel campaigns—
that is, GetUp!, not a political party, running campaigns by itself and not passing money to any political party and 
running a parallel campaign on behalf of individual candidates? Will the government look at that? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Clearly, I am not going to investigate any matter related to federal elections, and if GetUp! 
raised $10 million and spent it during the federal election campaign — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The minister knows GetUp! campaigns here, too. He knows that. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Madam Chair, further question. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I am just waiting for an answer. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If I could actually answer the question, the member said that—apparently, I do not know 
this—GetUp! raised $10 million and spent it at the time of the last federal election. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Let us not be evasive. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is what the Leader of the Opposition asked; he said that. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: No, I said, “like GetUp!”. Will the review examine organisations that run parallel campaigns 
for individual candidates, but do not give money to political parties? There are a lot of them out there. All the 
minister said in his previous answer is that he is going to examine third parties giving donations to candidates and 
the parties. I am asking whether the minister is going to examine groups that run parallel campaigns—not giving 
money to political parties, but campaigning on their behalf? 
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Mr V.A. CATANIA: Fair question. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Good question. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As I said, WA Labor will conduct an inquiry into disclosure requirements for third party 
fundraising bodies and address public concerns about who makes payments to the third party, and who then 
subsequently decides and authorises to flow that money on to election candidates and political parties. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Let us cut the verbiage. No, it is not. Why is the government not doing that? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Consideration will also be given to Australian companies and their approaches to political 
expenditure, disclosure and oversight mechanisms. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Chair, we have heard this before. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: We have heard this; we can read it ourselves. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Point of order. The minister is not answering the question. 
The CHAIR: I am sorry, members; there has been a question asked and the minister is reading an answer. 
I apologise if it is the same one as he read a minute ago, but he is reading an answer. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: He does not have much depth, I suppose. 
The CHAIR: Would the minister like to finish or would he like me to move things forward? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The point I am making is that I am happy to look at any issue regarding state elections—
not a problem—but I will not be investigating anything to do with whatever the member talked about with the 
$10 million raised during the last federal election. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I did not ask the minister that. 
The CHAIR: We have a further question from the member for Mount Lawley. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Obviously, the constituency in my electorate of Mount Lawley advocates freedom of 
speech, so I just want to make sure that we are very cautious about how we deal with electoral processes and the 
way money is directed towards campaigns. Is the minister aware of recent proposed changes to legislation in 
Victoria around donations in political campaigns? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Just to clarify, what line is the member talking about? 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: This is not a supplementary question, minister; this is a further question. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am aware that a range of decisions have been made around the country to look at the 
vexed issue of these inadequate disclosure regimes. Fundamentally, this all flows back to the decision of the former 
Liberal government under John Howard to lift the disclosure threshold from $1 500 to $10 000, and then index 
that. The problem now is that because of the operation of the WA Electoral Act states that a party that is registered 
in both the federal and state jurisdictions only has to comply; it is called deemed compliance. Even though our 
disclosure level is significantly lower than the federal level, because of deemed compliance, a disclosure provided 
to the federal commission is deemed to have complied with the state act. Therefore, significant amounts of money 
are sloshing around in the political system that is not being held to account. That is wrong. We need to get to the 
bottom of that. I am not trying to protect GetUp!; I am not trying to protect any body. If there is any evidence of 
impropriety, it should be exposed. I have absolutely no problem saying that. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Is the WA government prepared to look at some of the provisions that the Victorian 
government has introduced as a guide to what might be an appropriate mechanism for addressing the issues that 
the minister has raised? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I thank the member for the question. Yes, we are very determined to make sure there is 
a better disclosure regime in Western Australia. It was an election commitment, and we will be fully implementing 
our election commitment. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: That is why there should be a parliamentary committee looking into it. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Under the Electoral Commission, there is a disclosure of gifts and expenditure by other 
persons. There is a summary of expenditure incurred in relation to the election, whether or not it was given to 
a political party. There is a requirement here. It is a substantial amount of money. For instance, the 
Electrical Trades Union provided $31 900 to the Labor Party, but spent $277 000 itself during the election 
campaign alone on campaigning exclusively for the Labor Party and Greens. The large funding is unparalleled; it 
is not giving to parties, but parallel funding. Is the minister going to include that parallel funding in his review of 
disclosure of election funding? Otherwise, it is skipping probably the majority of funding in election campaigns. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There are two parts to answer that question. Firstly, I have already said that we want to 
look at every body involved in the political funding process. No organisation that is involved in political activity 
will be exempt from being reviewed. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: That is good. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Is that even the Chamber of Minerals and Energy? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If it is a body, it must be included in no body being excluded—clearly. It is always 
amusing for us on the Labor side after so many years of being the victim of these unfair campaigns that the first 
time the National Party was held to account — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Victims! You are the organisers! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: — suddenly it is a criminal act, apparently. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: How are we being held to account? 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Do not worry—the gold industry is after you now! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If I can finish my answer? 
The CHAIR: I think that would be good, minister. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Before I was interrupted by the member for North West, I just make the point that no body 
will be excluded when having a look at these things. I make the point, too, about the Electrical Trades Union. The 
Electrical Trades Union ran its campaign, and it is entitled to do it. The Australian Services Union also ran 
a campaign. The Australian Services Union is not an affiliated union of the Labor Party. In fact, it had a vote in its 
membership—I know this because I am a member of the Australian Services Union—and it rejected an affiliation 
with the Labor Party. Some people in the community equate trade unions and the Labor Party as being the same 
organisation when in fact they are not. No body will be excluded from the conduct of the inquiry into third party 
fundraising issues, as we promised to do at the election. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I am glad to hear that all parties involved in fundraising and expenditure during a political 
campaign will be included in the inquiry, whether that money is run in parallel to campaigns or it is given to 
political parties. If that is the case, that is good news—whether it be GetUp!, the ETU or the CME.  
[7.20 pm] 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As I say, I am not going to investigate the involvement of GetUp! in federal elections. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I did not say that. Did I say that? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member did, yes. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: I said groups like GetUp! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not believe that anybody should be excluded from the third-party fundraising inquiry. 
I make another point. Let us take the Electrical Trade Union as an example. The ETU is required by the operation 
of the federal Fair Work Act and the Industrial Relations Act in Western Australia to publish its audited accounts 
so people can look at them. There are many organisations involved in political campaigning that do not do that; 
they do not make their accounts publicly available. That is wrong and it needs to be fixed.  
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The Electoral Commission publishes a list of disclosure of gifts and expenditure by other 
persons. It has a list of expenditure. Does the Electoral Commission audit these? Does it undertake either a random 
or thorough audit of various bodies making expenditure disclosures to see whether they are verified or adequate? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: There are two parts to the answer. I will make some comments about the first part and 
then I will hand over to the Deputy Electoral Commissioner to make further comments. If political parties that are 
registered with the state commission are also registered with the federal commission, which obviously the 
overwhelming majority are—Labor, Liberal and the National Parties are all registered in the other body—the 
Electoral Commission in Western Australia does not do the audit of them; it is done by the Australian Electoral 
Commission. The website of the WAEC has the published return for the political party, but it says that is actually 
the return for the federal commission. When the federal commission conducts its reviews, it informs the 
WA Electoral Commission of the outcome of those reviews. There is a long-established thorough process for 
registered political parties. I will ask the Deputy Electoral Commissioner to make further comment on the other 
groups lodging those returns. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: What happens if there is a political party registered in the state commission, but not in the 
national commission? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am sure that Mr Avent will be happy to include that in his answer. 
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Mr C.N. Avent: The commission does from time to time do an audit of returns from political parties. We do not 
universally audit every return that has been submitted to the commission. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: This is not about a political party; it is the disclosure of gifts and expenditure by other persons, 
whom I presume not to be a political party. Does the Electoral Commission do audits of those reports? 
Mr C.N. Avent: No audits have been conducted in respect of the 2017 election at this point. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Were any undertaken in the 2008 or 2013 elections? 
Mr C.N. Avent: I understand there were audits undertaken of some of the political returns. I would have to check 
whether there were any audits undertaken on returns by other persons. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Could I be provided with supplementary information about what audits were undertaken in 
previous elections due to the disclosure of gifts and expenditure of other persons? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is a very interesting question and I would love to know the answer, but the only thing 
is that it does not relate to the 2017–18 state budget. The purpose of the supplementary information is so that 
members can decide whether they support the budget or not. It is bit hard to see how what happened when the 
member opposite was the Treasurer or Minister for Finance relates to passing the 2017–18 budget. I suggest he 
talk to his colleague and friend Hon Peter Collier, who was the member for — 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: We are trying to judge whether there are adequate resources. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Hon Peter Collier sits in the member’s party room. The member should ask him that 
question, because he was the minister then. This is about my responsibilities and the budget here. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Are there plans to undertake any audits of the disclosure of gifts and expenditure from the 
2017 election by other persons? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to take that question. I expect that the independent officer of the Western Australian 
Electoral Commission will thoroughly exercise his responsibility in accordance to law. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: This is not law. We are dealing with policies of expenditure. The law is one thing. He has the 
power. He told us he has the power. Will the minister use any allocation in this budget to undertake audits of the 
disclosure of gifts and expenditure by other persons, given that the party in government now is concerned about 
the transparency of this and of the spending during elections? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to say that I encourage the Western Australian Electoral Commissioner to 
exercise all of his functions thoroughly and diligently in accordance to law. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I refer to the review that the minister cited when we first started this line of questioning. 
I wonder about the timing of that review. Before commencing it, does the minister intend on waiting until the 
Community Development and Justice Standing Committee returns its report on the 2017 election or will he 
undertake that review in advance of the delivery of that report? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: In fact, one of the reasons we have not kicked off the review is that inquiry, so I look with 
interest on that inquiry. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Did the member for Dawesville ask his substantial question?  
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: No. 
The CHAIR: I am coming back to that. Let me manage that; I will sort it. 

Mr S.A. MILLMAN: I just wanted to make sure the opposition had a fair opportunity to ask all the questions of 
the government. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: I have still got some. 
Mr S.A. MILLMAN: No, we have got plenty. I suspect that the member for North West Central will be interested 
in this question, because it is something that I am concerned about, being a strong believer in widespread 
participation in the democratic and electoral process. My question is about the 2017 state election. Were there any 
specific advertising strategies or campaigns aimed at encouraging voting or enrolments amongst remote or regional 
Aboriginal communities? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, there were specific advertising strategies and campaigns to encourage voter 
enrolment amongst remote or regional Aboriginal communities. There was television, radio and press advertising, 
leading up to the close of the roll for election day. There was $41 848 of television advertising, $73 030 of radio 
advertising and $40 836 of press advertising. The view was that those advertising campaigns were quite effective, 
although of course it was hard to know. The impact on participation and voter turnout in elections can be due to 
a range of issues, but it was felt that those campaigns were quite effective. 
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Mr S.A. MILLMAN: Over which period of time were the campaigns conducted? What metrics were used to 
determine effectiveness, if any? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The advertising was conducted both prior to roll close and closer to election day. On the 
WA Electoral Commission website there are reports on the effectiveness provided by the advertising agency about 
the reach and frequency details of the ads.  
[7.30 pm] 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: It is a good question, because my electorate covers the lands, which are difficult to get to and 
also very costly to service. One of the issues that I picked up during the four-day period that the Electoral Commission 
staff were out there—I do not know whether the advertising worked, because I did not see the advertising; all I saw 
was a small notice on the community noticeboard, which is behind closed doors—was to do with the language barrier. 
For a lot of people on the lands, English is not their first language, so they found it very difficult to understand how 
to fill out a ballot paper. Often the Electoral Commission staff would tell them that they had to number the boxes 
from one to eight, so in their mind, they thought they had to go 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8. The explanation of how to fill 
out a ballot paper probably was not up to scratch, but the language barrier was a huge inhibitor. Even just finding 
their name on the electoral roll was difficult, given that some names are quite difficult to pronounce. Will the 
Electoral Commission perhaps look at having a translator in areas like the lands for future elections? I am sure the 
Kimberley would have the same issue. I think that would be a good addition in remote communities. I just thought 
I would put that on the record. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is a very important issue. One of the important issues, of course, is the low voter 
turnout in remote locations. There is consistently a 20 per cent lower voter turnout in the Kimberley than there is 
in other regions, and I am sure that many parts of the member’s electorate also have a low voter turnout. One of 
the questions I ask people is about the availability of voting. If a polling centre is available for only four hours on 
a Wednesday in a remote area, it is not the same as it being available for 10 hours on Saturday. Before the 
National Party tries to tell me that I am trying to take things out of the wheatbelt, I make the point that some very 
small communities in the wheatbelt get a full day’s opportunity to vote—I am not saying that that is a bad thing; 
I am just making the point—whereas Aboriginal communities that are equal in size get a reduced capacity to vote. 
I raised this with the Electoral Commissioner in our first discussion. Of course, there are resource implications and 
we will have to see how that goes. But I would be very happy to talk to the member separately about the question 
of Indigenous languages. I will just make a point about the instruction. Do not forget that that is required by law. 
Mr V.A. CATANIA: Yes, I understand. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I do not want to be seen to be criticising the electoral officials who are complying with 
the instructions that they are legally obliged to fulfil. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I refer to the breakdown of the expenses in the cost of services table on page 593 of budget 
paper No 2. I note that $15.575 million has been allocated for employee benefits in the 2020–21 forward estimates. 
I assume that the jump of about $9 million is because of the election to be held in that year. Is there any reason that 
that amount is less than the amount expended in 2016–17, knowing that we also had an election in that financial year? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Thank you for the question. I have just confirmed my suspicion with the Deputy Electoral 
Commissioner; that is, the impact of the efficiency dividend has been applied to all agencies, including this one. 
There is no question that this is a difficult budget. I support the budget decisions through cabinet and I support this 
one, but it is certainly something that we will have to look at. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I note the surplus of $1.576 million in 2016–17 outlined at the bottom of the cost of services 
table. I believe that is correct. Given all the commentary about resourcing and the need to make sure that we 
appropriately bolster the Electoral Commission, can I ask for some clarification of why there is a $1.5 million 
surplus, given that we have just had an election? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I ask the chief finance officer to answer that. 

Mr P.J. Shimmings: When we run the election, it is over a three-year period. The first year is the lead-up, the 
second year is the election, and the third year is the shutdown, if you like, which involves the follow-up of 
non-voters. We get our $17.5 million, but it is a bookkeeping entry. We get $17.5 million in the middle year and 
a little before, and then that is the carryover to fund the salaries and wages involved with the follow-up of the 
non-voters and things of that nature. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In relation to the follow-up of non-voters at the most recent state election, when fines are 
levied, does the agency receive any of the fines as income? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is a very good question and that is probably why the member put it on notice a couple 
of weeks ago. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I do not know that I have; have I? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. The answer is no, the fines do not go to the agency; they go to consolidated revenue. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I refer to the service summary on page 590 of budget paper No 2 and the line item for the 
provision of independent, impartial and efficient electoral services to electors for Parliament and other electoral 
clients. Was the commission’s budget stretched, given the three-week period for early voting in person? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy to get the CFO to answer that. 

Mr P.J. Shimmings: It depends on what the member means by “stretched”. We plan early voting. It was 
something that we engaged in. We spent more money on early voting. It is something that we are headed towards 
doing more of. We planned it and we knew that it would cost more, so we just looked at the total picture and we 
catered for it. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Were any early voting centres understaffed or closed during this three-week period? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I will hand over to the Deputy Electoral Commissioner to answer that, but I want to make 
a comment about being understaffed. If I were an electoral official, I would say that every polling booth was 
understaffed. Unfortunately, we have only the budget that is allocated. I am not criticising the former government 
for allocating that budget; I am just making the point that all agencies need to work to the budget. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I understand. I want to know so that we can perhaps help the minister get more money. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, it would be nice to get more money in the future. It would have been nice to have 
more money in the past. I defer to the Deputy Electoral Commissioner. 

Mr C.N. Avent: We do not believe that any of the early voting centres were under-resourced in staffing allowance. 
We ran this election on the same budget that we ran the 2013 election on, and that is an issue that will prove to be 
difficult to continue to do if we are going to deliver increased early voting services. I think we need to expand the 
number of early voting centres. We have identified that issue. Certainly, at the 2017 election, no early voting 
centres closed early and none, in our view, was under-resourced. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Can the minister provide the breakdown of the number of voters using early voting centres 
by week? Does the minister believe that the three-week period delivered a higher voter turnout? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I note that the information has been provided to the Community Development and Justice 
Standing Committee. I understand from the commissioner that it is not a confidential document. Of course, it is 
now the property of the committee. If the committee wanted to release it, it could. The point I am making is that it 
is probably already available. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: My observation is that at the 2017 election, pre-polling centres were packed on many days 
and, as a result, on the afternoon of voting day, centres were less than packed—that is, people voted early relative 
to previous elections. Is that the minister’s feeling, and could he reallocate more resources for the pre-polling 
period than to election day as there might be a capacity constraint? 

[7.40 pm] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is an interesting question. I will hand over to the Deputy Electoral Commissioner in 
a moment. As a former party secretary, and anybody who is involved in these things on the member’s side will 
confirm this, I will let the member know that over two-thirds of voters vote by 1.00 pm. At the halfway point of 
the day, we have two-thirds of the vote. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Okay. I did not know the accurate number. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It has always been the case that afternoons are slower on election day. I note that at 
Parkwood, which is a polling booth that the member is familiar with—which we swapped at the last election—
I am not making any criticism of the party workers but the Liberal Party packed up at 5.00 pm because nobody 
was turning up at that time of the day. It was quiet for our team, but the member’s team went early. There is 
a pattern change in the voting process. The voters at this election did not have to provide an excuse—let us face 
it, it was not really a reason—to vote early, as they did in the past, which probably put more people in. I am happy 
for the deputy commissioner to make some comments as well. 

Mr C.N. Avent: The increase in early voting is a nationwide phenomenon. At every election at both federal and 
state level, the proportion of people voting early has increased dramatically over the last couple of decades. The 
change in the act that removed the requirement to give a reason clearly had an impact. The three-week period that 
applied at the election will also apply in the next election unless there is legislative change. It is a very evident that 
the numbers are quite low in the first week of early voting. They dramatically increase in the second and third 
weeks. It is also true, as the minister commented, that the pattern in Western Australia for a long time now has 
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been that most people vote in the morning, compared with some other jurisdictions where it is more evenly spread. 
Western Australians tend to vote early in the day. The proportion of people who voted early was around the 
24 per cent mark. Unless there are legislative changes, I can only imagine that that will continue to increase at the 
next election. Some polling places had lighter queues because of the proportion of people who voted early. 
However, it varied a bit from one district to the next. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Just to conclude, the member for Riverton and I stood together at the Cannington pre-poll 
on the Friday before the election. The queue at the pre-poll stretched right around the whole building that the 
pre-poll was in and back again. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: That candidate was busy that day and, in fact, that whole week. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Given that we have early polling, can the locations of these polling booths be looked at? 
The complaints that I got from my polling booth workers and the Liberal Party workers—not from the Labor Party; 
they did not turn up for the whole three weeks—was that there was no shade. The Carnarvon courthouse is probably 
not conducive to early voting. Can the commission reassess some of these early voting centres and perhaps put 
them in the middle of town where party workers can be under cover because it is quite hot during the March 
period? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is a great question. Every party worker who has handed out how-to-vote cards joins 
with the member in supporting this issue. I will hand over to the deputy commissioner in a second, but I make the 
point that the commission has to work with the clay that it is given and it is often hard for it to find locations. In 
my community, the state commission did a much better job than the federal commission. In Swan the federal 
commission had a place on the second floor of a building with no parking. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: And no place for signs. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes. There was no place for signs. The state commission chose better for us. I will hand 
over to the deputy commissioner. 

Mr C.N. Avent: Under the act, a Magistrates Court has traditionally been the place where people could vote early. 
As the number of people voting early has increased, a number of courts have been deemed to be unsuitable because 
it is too disruptive to their normal business processes. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: There is no privacy for those entering the court. 

Mr C.N. Avent: That is true. We came to an agreement with the court’s directorate of the department not to use 
some courts that were deemed to be unsuitable or for which early voting could be too disruptive to their operation. 
In the past, we also used the network of Australian Electoral Commission offices. There used to be 15 but they 
have been collapsed and the AEC no longer uses them itself as a venue unless someone insists. In 2013 we trialled 
using local government offices but in two of those locations the mayor decided to run as a candidate so we could 
not use them. That has forced us to look at commercial premises. The difficulty with that is that we cannot go out 
six months in advance and say, “I’d like to book that venue for three weeks in February–March next year.” 
Typically, the leasing agent would say, “Come back and see me at the beginning of February. If it’s still available, 
and hopefully it won’t be, I’ll rent it to you.” The difficulty is that we are looking for a very short term lease. 
Finding suitable locations is difficult so we are reviewing the whole arrangement for early voting. We will certainly 
increase the number of early voting centres because feedback we have received from various stakeholders has 
indicated that there were some gaps at certain locations in the state. I do not believe that anyone who wanted to 
vote early in person did not have an opportunity to do so apart from in some remote and regional areas of the state 
where, clearly, the distance between locations was too great. We will increase the number of venues and we will 
continue to use courthouses that are suitable. Will have to endeavour to find other locations. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I will start planting trees now. 

Mr C.N. Avent: It is certainly not easy to book a venue. Even at places such as local government halls the local 
yoga group does not want to be kicked out for three weeks. 

The CHAIR: Members, we have a request from the member for Geraldton to have a question. With your 
indulgence—member for Geraldton. 

Mr I.C. BLAYNEY: Thank you, Madam Chair. I really appreciate the opportunity. I am aware that at the last 
Northern Territory election the rule was brought in that how-to-vote material could not be handed out within 
100 metres of a polling booth. On behalf of my booth workers, I have come to the conclusion that it is a waste of 
time even though we were the only party that manned every booth for every hour in Geraldton. They told me that 
nearly everybody under 30 did not take a card and was using their mobile phone. I am wondering whether there is 
any appetite within the government to consider putting that on the table. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY ESTIMATES COMMITTEE A — Thursday, 21 September 2017] 

 p445c-458a 
Chair; Mr Vincent Catania; Mr Bill Johnston; Mr Zak Kirkup; Dr Mike Nahan; Mr Simon Millman; Ms 

Cassandra Rowe; Mr Donald Punch 

 [10] 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member has asked the wrong person because I support the handing out of how-to-vote 
cards. I think it is a critical part of democracy. It is people being reminded that we are interested in them. They can 
ignore us if they want—that is their business—but I think that asking people for a vote is very important. When 
I was state secretary I used to tell candidates—Madam Chair will probably confirm this—to go down and talk to 
voters. Back then candidates were not allowed to hand out how-to-vote cards, but we now have the Christian Porter 
amendment so we are allowed to hand out how-to-vote cards. If that is their best use of time, they should do that. 
There are some interesting rules in other states. New South Wales has a limit to the size of any individual sign on 
election day. That effectively bans bunting. I think that is an interesting rule. I have worked on New South Wales 
elections and I found that an interesting approach. The member for Dawesville has said parties can just put up lots 
of them. That is true but it changes the dynamic because bunting is a bit of an eyesore. It is certainly an eyesore 
by two o’clock in the afternoon. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: There is nothing like a good bit of wrap. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I once wrapped my union car with bunting, so it can be used creatively. I had parked it. 
It was on the day of Michelle Roberts’ by-election in 1986. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: In Midland? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: No. It was 1993, when she ran for the seat of Glendalough. We have all used bunting 
creatively, but that is an interesting idea. We will have a look at those sorts of things. I have not spoken to any 
cabinet ministers about it, but personally I do not support it and it seems that the three opposition members do not 
support the member for Geraldton. 
[7.50 pm] 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Tasmania bans bunting, too. There was a motion on this issue at the Liberal Party’s national 
conference, and everyone said the same thing, “It sounds like lazy members.” 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Can I make a point about Tasmania—the ACT also does not allow bunting, but that is 
because it has the Hare–Clark system with Robson rotation. People literally cannot hand out how-to-vote cards, 
because every ballot paper is different. That is designed to stop people handing out how-to-vote cards. 
Ms C.M. ROWE: I refer to page 563 of the Budget Statements, Western Australian Electoral Commission, 
delivery of services. I am really interested to hear from the minister about whether at the last election there were 
any specific advertising strategies or campaigns aimed at encouraging the vote or enrolment of culturally and 
linguistically diverse communities; and, if so, were they effective? 
[Ms J.M. Freeman took the chair.] 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, specific advertising strategies and campaigns were aimed at encouraging voter 
enrolment amongst culturally and linguistically diverse communities, and they were considered by the commission 
to be effective. I can let the member know that $7 000 was spent on direct mail, $15 000 was spent on digital 
advertising and $18 466 was spent on ethnic media. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Was that ethnic media? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, ethnic media, including The Epoch Times, and Chinese and Indian newspapers. 
Those ads ran both prior to the closure of rolls and closer to election day. Noting that a range of factors impact on 
enrolment and participation, the commission considered that the advertising was effective. The commission also 
introduced culturally and linguistically diverse ambassadors to promote enrolment and voting amongst 
communities. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: The minister and I both have very diverse electorates. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: My electorate is the most culturally diverse in the state. 
The CHAIR: No, it is not! 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: It depends how we define diversity. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The Chair cannot interject, can she? 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: She would have something to say about that. 
I would like the minister’s ideas and thoughts about communicating on election day in languages other than English 
on how-to-vote cards. I did that in each case in Chinese. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Was it authorised? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Yes, and properly translated. What does the minister think about that? 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Should the commission be doing that? 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: The commission should provide information, particularly on proportional representation in the 
upper house, because many people from certain countries do not get it at all. It is an issue that came back to me 
over and again, particularly amongst people from mainland China who were participating in democracy for the 
first time this year. They did not understand the voting processes and the allocation of preferences. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: That is an excellent question for the member of Parliament in this state who represents 
the largest ethnically diverse community. Chair, I seek that the deputy commissioner might make some further 
comment. 

Mr C.N. Avent: We produced material in 25 different languages other than English. We used Australian Bureau 
of Statistics data and interpreter service data to determine which were the most commonly utilised languages 
outside of English. We produced that material and loaded it onto tablets, and every queue controller and 
information officer in polling places throughout the state had on those tablets, as well as in a printed booklet, 
a simple explanation in those 26 different languages, including English, of how to cast a vote. The CALD 
ambassador program was a trial program in which we engaged people from different ethnic backgrounds to 
participate in paid training involving a raft of information about the electoral system that they could then take back 
to their communities. We included various brochures and so on that they could distribute. As a trial, we engaged 
22 of those ambassadors as information officers on the day of the election and we placed them at polling places 
that had a high proportion of electors who spoke a different language or had traditionally recorded very high rates 
of informality, such as Mirrabooka and Girrawheen. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If I can speak again, Chair, I think the deputy commissioner has just made your day! 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Wait a minute—not Perth? 

Mr C.N. Avent: No. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: I refer to page 589 and the heading “Significant Issues Impacting the Agency”. The next 
redistribution of electoral boundaries is costed at $2.4 million. When does the process for redistributions start? 
What does it cost? Is the agency thinking about any changes to the timing of the next redistribution? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I will hand to the deputy commissioner, but I remind the Leader of the Opposition that 
the redistribution obligations are actually contained in legislation, and there is a specific date—I cannot remember 
what it is right now, but I am sure the deputy commissioner will tell us—when they do an effective close of roll, 
which then determines the elector numbers, and then do the redistribution based on that. I know, as a party activist, 
that people ask why it is not done earlier, but the problem is that it is all on fixed dates. 

Dr M.D. NAHAN: Before we go to the deputy commissioner, can I ask a question. At the last few elections, we 
had very rapid population growth in the preceding years that affected everything, but population growth has now 
slowed up quite a bit. Does the minister think there will be a significant change in this coming redistribution, as 
there has been in the last two, at least? 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am very happy for the deputy commissioner to answer the question, but I will just make 
the point that the last enrolment close date was before direct enrolment arrived, and I think about 120 000—the 
deputy commissioner will tell us—extra people were added to the roll after that date, so there will be quite an 
impact this time. I will hand back to the deputy commissioner. 

Mr C.N. Avent: The date on which the roll closes is conducted is exactly two years after the conduct of the 
election, so in March 2019 the rolls will close and then the commissioners will use that data to draw the next 
boundaries. As the minister said, the time frame is dictated by the legislation and it is about an 18-month process. 
Prior to the next election, we will cut over to the new boundaries, and members and so on will be provided with 
rolls under the new boundaries, even though they will still be a member under the former boundaries until the 
night of the election. With regard to the cost, the independent chair of the commission needs to be a Supreme Court 
judge, the head of the Australian Bureau of Statistics in Western Australia is the other commissioner, and the 
Electoral Commissioner is the third. Those three commissioners independently arrive at the new boundaries, 
having gone through a process of publishing them and seeking comment and so on. The process as laid out in the 
act is quite prescriptive. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The people who decide the boundaries are members of the WA Boundaries Commission, 
which is a separate legal entity to the Electoral Commission. Although the Electoral Commission provides support 
to that commission and the Electoral Commissioner is a member of that commission, it is actually a separate 
organisation. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: The minister referenced a jump in enrolments as a result of direct enrolment—which is 
probably the issue of the National Party in the Pilbara. I am keen to understand whether an enrolment jump has 
been experienced as a result of the attention toward the same-sex marriage campaign. Has there been an enrolment 
jump there? 
[8.00 pm] 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Again, I will hand over to the deputy commissioner because I am interested in his answer, 
but I point out that Antony Green did a presentation here last Thursday to the Australasian Study of Parliament Group. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I was stuck in here. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I was out there listening to him and he put up a chart that showed the decade-long growth 
in the federal and state electoral rolls, and it matched almost exactly until the direct enrolment started, then state 
enrolment flatlined and federal enrolment continued on the same trajectory. When direct enrolment came in for 
the state, it went back to match that exactly. Had it not been for the change in the procedures, I think growth would 
have been steady over that whole time. It was incredible to see how it matched on the screen; it matched except 
for one little dip on the side. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Does the minister think the changes to direct enrolment were due to certain geographical 
regions or certain ethical compositions? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I think the deputy commissioner will be very excited to answer that because he will have 
two bites. It is important to remember that because enrolment on the state roll required people to sign a piece of 
paper and the federal roll did not, many people simply did not sign the piece of paper. That was the cause of the 
gap. It was not a certain demographic or whatever, it was just that people were only doing what they needed to do 
to stay on the roll. They were not signing a piece of paper and that needed to be fixed. I will hand over to the 
deputy commissioner; I am sure he is excited to answer. 
Mr C.N. Avent: Very! The driver for the introduction of direct enrolment at a national level was the fact that, as 
indicated, when a letter was sent to someone to tell them they had been directly enrolled at the commonwealth 
level and to get onto the state roll, they had to fill in a form, the response rate was about 20 per cent. Typically, 
before the introduction of direct enrolment at a national level, people would move house and change the details on 
their driver’s licence, bank credit cards and so on, but they would not update their enrolment details. Traditionally, 
the roll would decline and then, in the lead-up to an election, there would be a sudden spike. Indeed, there has been 
a bit of a spike with the same-sex marriage postal survey. The roll has closed for that and there was quite a blip. 
In fact, it delayed the close of our local government roll in terms of getting the data from the Australian Electoral 
Commission. Certainly, major events—whether it is a postal survey or an election—will create a spike in the roll 
but with the introduction of direct enrolment, it has become far steadier and the size of that spike has diminished. 
Generally, when we introduced it, about 45 000 new people, from memory, were not on the state roll but over 
100 000 people were on the state roll but under a former address. Their details were updated on the commonwealth 
roll, but, because they had not responded, they were still on the state roll under their old address. That was the 
other factor—updates as well as new enrolments. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I again refer to page 593 and the cost of services table. I have a couple of questions on that. 
I suspect under “Supplies and services” or “Other expenses” some cost must be incurred for the likes of IT and 
equipment associated with the network and things like that that the Western Australian Electoral Commission 
maintains. Has any expenditure been allocated for electronic voting equipment within that? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Again, I think I will get the chief finance officer to answer, but that is an expenses item. 
Capital purchases would not be in the line item. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Right; it would be under asset investment program, sorry. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, but I will hand over to the CFO. 
Mr P.J. Shimmings: Sorry, I did not hear the last bit. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I might just redirect it to AIP, if I can. It was in relation to the asset investment program. 
I noted there was an allocation for the purchase of new computer hardware over the forward estimates. I wonder 
whether any of that relates to electronic voting equipment. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I had a briefing on iVote. This is really interesting. For the 2017 state election, the 
commission was tasked with developing an internet voting system for use by people with disability. In the time 
available following the passage of the enabling legislation, the only realistic option available to the commission 
was to use the New South Wales iVote system, which had been successfully deployed at the state’s two previous 
general elections. The commission invested $600 000 of its own funds to make enhancements to the system and 
adapted it to ensure connectivity with other election systems. Electoral commissions throughout Australia have 
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committed to a collaborative approach to develop a national internet voting capacity using their best available 
technology. I recently received a letter from—I will not get the name right—but, believe it or not, there is 
a committee of all the Electoral Commissioners. 

Mr C.N. Avent: ECANZ—Electoral Council of Australia and New Zealand. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is ECANZ; there we go. I received a letter. I could not believe it when it arrived on my 
desk, but it is independent; it does its own thing. It was signed by every single Electoral Commissioner in the 
country and set out their program of work for electronic voting. This committee is looking at this well in advance 
of the debate in political circles. I know that people might see me as an old fuddy-duddy—the Chair does not have 
to agree!—but in 2002, I was lucky enough to visit the United States as a guest of the state department. That was 
the first election after the famous “hanging chad” and they were moving to electronic voting, big time. Everywhere 
we went, we heard about serious problems. I am pleased that ECANZ is doing this work but us political types have 
some distance to go to be convinced that it is the best way forward. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: There has been recent commentary that perhaps electronic voting should be rolled out for 
local government elections. Is the commission in a place to do that? Does the minister support that? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I will get the deputy commissioner to answer whether it has the capacity then I will come 
back to answer the first part. 
Mr C.N. Avent: We do not have a local government electronic voting system in place that we could roll out. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: To answer the first part, Western Australia has the lowest turnout in Australia at local 
government elections. I think that is a much bigger issue than electronic voting. Some states have compulsory 
voting, but we are the only state with both non-compulsory and first-past-the-post voting in multi-member 
electorates in particular. I think they are serious challenges for the system. I think there are 38 candidates for the 
single constituency in Gosnells—I am corrected; it is 32—where seven people will be elected, and there are 
32 candidates in a first-past-the-post, multi-member system. It is a dog’s breakfast. 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: I refer to page 589 and the Western Australian Electoral Commission appropriations under 
delivery of services. I refer to the Dark Lord and Judgemental Booth campaigns that were conducted in the lead-up 
to the 2017 election. Was any post-election research conducted into the effectiveness of the campaigns? If it was: 
who did it, how much did it cost and when was it carried out? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: That is my question on notice! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Really! There you go! The member will not have to wait for the answer. 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Like I said, there is not a lot of imagination with the dorothys here. 
Dr M.D. NAHAN: Are you guys close? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: No, we are not close! 
Mr D.T. PUNCH: No, not close at all! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Yes, post-election analysis was done of the effectiveness of the campaigns. The 
advertising agency reported utilising standard industry and analytical data sources. The commission also included 
several questions relating to its advertising campaign in its post-election elector survey. The advertising agency 
did not separately charge for the post-election report. However, the entire post-election elector survey cost $34 370. 
That was not just for this component but the entire body of work. Data analytics were captured during the campaign 
and the elector surveys were conducted over a three-week period immediately after the election. Noting the range 
of factors, it was believed that the advertising was successful in supporting voter turnout at the election. The reports 
have been posted on the state elections report section of the WAEC website. In respect of the post-election survey, 
that is the answer to that part of the question. 
[8.10 pm] 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: I thank the minister for the answer; I look forward to the signed copy! 
I refer again to page 593 and the table headed, “Details of Controlled Grants and Subsidies”. With regard to the 
line item, “Public Funding of Political Parties and Candidates in State Elections”, I am keen to understand if the 
minister can table or provide a breakdown of dispensations of grants or public funding to each political party and 
independent candidates. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Has the member checked the website? 
Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: No. Is it there? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: It is normally up there pretty quickly. 
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Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Okay, that is great. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I will just make a point about the Western Australian system. It is a reimbursement of 
receipted expenditure, so parties cannot get a reimbursement if they have not spent any money. I know that has 
been a controversy in other states, so I was very pleased when the funding rules included that provision. I note that 
there has been some controversy lately about the question of inflated invoices from parties to their own candidates, 
and that is something I think we should go away and have a look at. 

Mr Z.R.F. KIRKUP: Just further to that and to clarify, I was not aware that it was published online. Is it a legislative 
requirement to do so? 
Mr C.N. Avent: I believe so, to publish it or make it available. We used to have files stretched along a bench, and 
now we put it online. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am pretty sure it does not say in the act that it has to be published online, but it says that 
it has to be published, and the electoral commission, in the modern era, has done that. That legislation was from 
2006, I think; it was soon after the 2005 election—that is all I remember, so another great achievement! 
The appropriation was recommended. 
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