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ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL 2001 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 20 September. 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.55 pm]:  First, I compliment Hon Peter Foss on his speech today on 
the urgency motion.  One aspect of being in this Chamber is that whether one likes or dislikes or agrees or 
disagrees with the arguments of Hon Peter Foss, he always presents them in a most entertaining and persuasive 
manner.  I felt that he was in full flight today. 

The proposals outlined in this Bill are the theory of an ideal.  If we lived in Utopia, one vote, one value would be 
fine.  If we lived in a society that was not motivated to a great extent and influenced by the greed of power, 
money and in many cases self-importance, one vote, one value would be fine.  If our system of government 
worked as it should, one vote, one value would be fine.   

The proponents of this Bill only talk in theory.  They make statements like, “Everyone in our society should be 
equal, or at least treated like equals.”  It sounds marvellous.  They say, “A country person shouldn’t be given 
more electorate power than a city person.”  That statement also sounds fair.  All the rhetoric and theory would 
prove to be ideal if we lived in a perfect world.  However, let us look at the facts.  We do not live in a perfect 
world, we do not live in Utopia, we do live in a society where the truth does not seem to be important. 

Hon George Cash in his speech on this Bill showed how the leaders of the Labor Party have lied to the public 
when they claimed that one vote, one value was a sacred cow and had been a core policy of the Labor Party for 
100 years or more.  Hon George Cash quoted from the speeches of two of the most respected Labor Premiers in 
our State’s history - one can say that whichever party one comes from.  When political leaders lie it brings into 
question the whole reputation of members within their party, and that is unfair and unwarranted.  It also demeans 
politicians generally in the public eye, which is far worse.  It seems as if the Labor Party is back to those 
dreadful days of Burke, Dowding, Carmen Lawrence and the lies of WA Inc.  The member may raise her 
eyebrows, but even as young as the member may be, she would remember those days.  No wonder the public’s 
perception of politicians is so low. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Before the dinner break I was discussing how bad politicians look in the public’s eye 
when they lie.  No wonder the public perception of politicians is so low.  It leads to much of the public having no 
confidence in our parliamentary process.  The public believe that politicians excuse almost everything that is 
done in the party’s interest.  There is an urgent need to reverse this trend.  The Labor Party gained approximately 
37 per cent of the votes in the last election.  It was enough votes to gain government, but hardly enough to be 
reasonably considered a huge mandate.  After all, a 37 per cent primary vote means 63 per cent of people voted 
against Labor, less the small fraction of informal votes. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  No, they did not vote against us; they just did not vote for us, which is a distinct difference.  
We have a preferential system and if we did not have that system, then many members in this Chamber would 
not be here. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  With all due respect, I am not talking about other members in this Chamber.  In this 
case I am talking specifically about the primary vote. 

The Government should also remember that many people who voted for Labor did not necessarily like every 
policy; they just preferred Labor to Liberal.  Gaining 37 per cent of votes does not give the Government the 
moral right to do whatever it likes on every issue.  The Labor Party has been voted the privilege of forming 
government.  It has been entrusted for a four-year period to govern and manage our State’s affairs even-
handedly, fairly and judiciously for all Western Australians.  Fairly and judiciously means with the wisdom of 
Solomon.  Tragically, the Government appears to be heading down the path that leads in the opposite direction.   

The so-called wealth tax, better known as the death tax, is an example of not being fair to all Western 
Australians.  I repeat that it is an example of not being fair to all Western Australians.  It discriminates against 
not only those who can afford to pay it, but also a number of elderly who cannot afford it and should, at their 
time of life, surely, have the expectation of protection and respect from the Government elected to do just that.  
May I remind you, Mr  President, that this Government promised that no new taxes would be levied.  This 
Government broke a promise it made and repeated several times during an election period less than a year ago.  
Therefore, it would be fair to ask whether this is a Government whose word can be trusted.  Obviously not, and 
the public knows it.  My main concern is that the credibility of every politician is jeopardised by such blatant 
dishonesty. 
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Let us now turn away from the theory of one vote, one value and examine some of the consequences should this 
proposal be passed in this Chamber.  When Hon Christine Sharp spoke on this Bill, she suggested - I apologise if 
I do not have the wording exactly right - that country people appear to be doing it tough under a favoured 
system.  She was quite correct.  She should have added, of course, how much worse country areas will fare when 
their political clout is further reduced.  Approximately 60 per cent of elected politicians now come from the 
metropolitan area.  I agree with Hon Christine Sharp that country areas are doing it tough.  Obviously, it will be 
worse -  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  That is a result of poor government policy.  They are doing it tough as a result of 
conservative government policies. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I have lived for considerably more years than Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has, and country 
people have been doing it tough for a long, long time - well before Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was born. 

In my maiden speech I briefly mentioned some of the problems faced by country people.  The largest problem 
shows itself in two parts.  First, Australia is dependent on exports for the financial side of its standard of living.  
Secondly, our export income is almost entirely generated from primary production.  Primary production is the 
raft of industry, such as the sale of gas, fuel, gold, iron ore and coal etc.  Farming products such as wool; meat, 
both dead and live shipments; grain, such as wheat, barley and canola; and wine, vegetables, wildflowers and 
fish are other examples.  The timber industry is an area the Government seems determined to kill off without the 
slightest regard to the financial returns of this State.  The whole of Western Australia is affected, not just those 
directly employed in the timber industry.  There is a lot of talk of tourism, but that is mainly hype.  There is 
seldom real financial reward to Western Australia as a whole and I will explain why.  If someone from the 
metropolitan area drives, for example, to the Pinnacles in the north or to the south west, it is great for the cafe in 
which something may be bought to eat or the service station from which fuel may be purchased for the car.  
However, it does not generate one cent of wealth for Western Australia.  In fact, it absorbs money that might 
otherwise have been spent in the city.  It also does so at a cost, particularly for petrol, the use of which upsets the 
friends on my left.  The same applies to tourists who come from interstate.  They do not generate one single 
dollar for Australia.  Let us be honest and factual. 

Hon Ken Travers:  If they went overseas for their holidays they would lose that money. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  That is right.  Few tourists come to Australia from overseas.  Most tourists are 
backpackers, who tend not to be big spenders.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I have a small farm tourist business.  The visitors are almost entirely backpackers.  It is 
great that they visit this State, but for reasons that should not be confused -  

Hon John Fischer:  Members opposite would not know; they can’t find their way out of the metropolitan area.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  It is great that backpackers come here and that we benefit from that.  The benefits 
should not be confused with financial benefits.  We export some technology and expertise, but the bulk of our 
export income comes from rural produce.  We are seeing an increase in the population in our coastal country 
towns and cities.  However, the situation is the opposite in non-coastal towns.  Many of our inland towns and 
communities are in crisis, which is one of the reasons we see rationalisation of government services.  We see 
farmers in real financial trouble often caused by factors not of their own making.  When farmers are in trouble, a 
downturn in rural towns rapidly follows.  The Parliament and the Government must acknowledge the facts.  I am 
not talking about platitudes.  We must see some serious action to arrest what appears to be happening in rural 
Western Australia.  The bush is virtually in free fall.  

I warn members of this Chamber that unless these trends are changed quickly the number of people engaged in 
farming will reduce to virtually the point of no return.  That has already occurred in a number of localities.  In 
some districts the entire population has left.  One of the most important avenues by which people can achieve a 
satisfactory political solution to their problems is through reasonable access to their member of Parliament.  The 
removal of eight country seats will reduce not only accountability but also, more importantly, the number of 
politicians who have a clear understanding of their problems.  

The federal member for the seat of Forrest, Geoff Prosser, lives in Bunbury.  Albany happens to be the second 
largest town in his electorate, but it is a long way from Bunbury, the consequences of which are apparent.  Huge 
expenditure has occurred in Bunbury to provide some wonderful facilities, but Albany has become very much 
the poor relation.  

On the state scene I will cite an example of what is happening on some school bus routes.  Due to reduced 
numbers of children on some school bus runs, the distance the buses travel has been reduced to the point that 
farmers must drive in some cases more than 100 kilometres to put their child or children on the school bus.  Let 
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us examine what that means to a family.  A family I know, no longer employs a farm worker due to the 
economic downturn.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  It is not a laughing matter, as Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich would appreciate if she lived there.  
The children are getting themselves ready for school.  The wife has been out helping her husband until the time 
comes for her to drive to meet the school bus, which, in this case, means a drive of more than 100 kilometres.  
She probably allows at least an hour and a quarter for the drive, but ideally a little longer.  She arrives at the 
pick-up point safely and waits for the bus to arrive.  After the pick up she drives back to the farm, taking another 
one and a quarter hours.  As a result, three hours plus of her working day has gone.  She probably has a quick 
change and maybe a cup of tea before going out to help her husband.  Later, they both have a hurried lunch 
because they are very busy and time is ticking away before she must once again stop work to drive the 100 
kilometres to meet the bus and bring the children home.  There is a quick snack for the children and out to the 
paddock again, but probably with school-age helpers this time.  

Members should consider the pressure that family is under.  The mother’s driving time alone is in excess of four 
hours over a distance of 400 kilometres.  The Royal Automobile Club WA cost per kilometre is 57.01c for a 
Falcon and 80.29c for a four-wheel drive.  I do not have Hon Alan Cadby’s ability with figures or the use of a 
calculator, so I have used the simple rate of 70c a kilometre, which is slightly more than the rate for a Falcon.  A 
distance of 400 kilometres a day, five days a week amounts to 2 000 kilometres.  Calculated over 40 weeks - the 
school year - the total distance is 8 000 kilometres and the total cost at 70c a kilometre is $56 000.  The 
Government provides a rebate of 16.08c a kilometre for people who live beyond a certain distance from school 
bus runs. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Are you saying it costs that family $56 000 a year?    

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I am quoting RAC figures at the least expensive rate. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Are you sure it is not $5 600?  It is very high.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich should work it out; it is $56 000. 

Hon John Fischer:  That is more kilometres than all the Labor Party members would drive in a year. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Rubbish. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I am shocked.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Of course Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is shocked.  She does not live in the bush and she does 
not understand the difficulties.  When politicians are taken out of the bush, country areas will receive less 
second-hand information than they get now.  The rebate to that farmer at 16c a kilometre is just under $13 000.  
That leaves a cost of $43 000 per annum to drive the children to school. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Are you blaming a Labor Government for all this? 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I am blaming a situation. 

Hon Kim Chance:  How did the former Government let that happen, with its weighted voting? 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  The Leader of the House is in the elected Government and it is his job to fix it. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Maybe we will. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The Leader of the House will come to order.  

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Thank you Mr President.  We have confidence in the Government, but it is waning.  As 
most journeys of that nature often involve rough gravel roads and include the risk of hitting kangaroos, those 
farmers do not incur the cost of a roo bar because it is fashionable.  The RAC costing does not allow for those 
factors.  For the reasons stated, my calculations are on the low side.  I will now give members the calculations of 
the Royal Automobile Club of WA for the four-wheel-drive vehicle.  It is 80.29c a kilometre, and I will take it at 
80c.  The cost is $64 000 a year.  The $13 000 refund leaves a deficit of $51 000.  When a public servant uses his 
car on government business - for example, a school principal going to an interschool meeting or a teacher going 
for an in-service day - that person is paid at the rate of 50.2c per kilometre, 56.5c per kilometre and 65.1c per 
kilometre, depending on the size of the car.  That is a far cry from the 16c per litre that is paid to the parent who, 
in many cases, pays a higher price for fuel than do most of the school principals and teachers who go on in-
service days.  In-service days are paid at the one rate, no matter the price of fuel.  The people I am talking about 
live a long way from cheaper fuel.   
Hon W.N. Stretch:  It was 107.5c in Boyup yesterday.    
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Hon PADDY EMBRY:  With all due respect, people in Boyup probably do not have to drive in excess of 
100 kilometres to get on a school bus.   
For those members who are not familiar with the primary extension and challenge program, it is for gifted and 
talented children.  Special classes are available for those children on a limited basis.  However, parents must 
meet the full cost of transport both ways.  These are good examples of why people with school-age children are 
leaving the more isolated country regions and generally moving to the metropolitan area.  They can rent a good 
home in Perth and be at least $40 000 per annum better off financially.   
The Minister for Education has promised that every child in Western Australia will have equality in education 
opportunities.  That is a mighty big promise, and I look forward to its implementation.  I wish the equality had 
been around in my time when I paid school fees.   

Another good example of how one vote, one value works in practice - members should forget about the theory 
for a while and look at the practice, because that is what matters - is in New Zealand.  It is a good example, 
which I will share with members of this Chamber, because, in spite of what many people think, New Zealanders 
have many similarities to us.  Our European settlement is relatively recent.  We speak almost the same language, 
but with a different accent.  However, most of the words have a similar meaning.  We both believe in a fair go.  
This means giving the underdog a fair go.  Most of the electricity for the city of Wellington is generated in the 
South Island.  The population of the North Island is far greater than that of the South Island.  The power is then 
transferred by undersea cables to the North Island.  The crunch is, however - surprise, surprise - people of the 
South Island pay a higher price per unit of electricity than do the people of the North Island.  That is a perfect 
example of how democracy often works - the majority is looked after and the minority is forgotten.  That is one 
vote, one value in practice 100 per cent.   

I could go on giving examples of the disadvantages that many people will suffer under the theory of one vote, 
one value when it is put into practice.  In practice, under a Government - not just the present Government, but 
any Government - minorities must be catered for.  As I stated earlier, the real income generated in this State 
comes from rural areas.  The Government is responsible for assuring and maintaining the standard of living of all 
Western Australians, both for the present and into the future.  This can be done only by encouraging a viable and 
attractive livelihood in country regions.   

I implore the Government to be fair and sensible, and admit it is making a disastrous mistake by proceeding with 
this ridiculous Electoral Amendment Bill.  I ask the members on the other side of the Chamber to be brave and to 
follow the oath or affirmation they all took on 22 May to govern for all Western Australians.  If they vote for this 
Bill, they will become partially responsible for the disaster that will undoubtedly follow. 

Hon Kim Chance:  By providing equality!  What a nonsense!   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  In theory yes; however, in practice it is a disaster.  The minister knows that.  He used to 
live in the country, but he saw the light and moved some years ago. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I heard you telling us what was wrong with the weighted system.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  If members vote against the Bill, they will gain the respect of most country people.  I 
am speaking to and imploring members as individuals.  That respect would be long lasting and the Labor Party 
would gain electorally in an honest way.  I say to the new Labor members of this Chamber especially, when we 
were elected to Parliament, we were elected to listen to all arguments raised in debates in this Chamber.   
Hon Sue Ellery:  We were elected with a mandate for electoral reform.   
Hon PADDY EMBRY:  Members of the Labor Party, like all members, were elected here to listen sensibly and 
calmly to the logical and the illogical arguments raised in this Chamber and to make their judgments on that; not 
to make their judgments because of a Caucus.  Members of the Liberal Party are told how to vote and they do it 
too, usually.  Under the parliamentary system, members must make their judgments on what they believe to be 
fair and reasonable.  They should look to the future.  Their obligations are to maintain the standard of living and 
improve it for this State.  

Hon Ken Travers interjected. 

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  I beg the parliamentary secretary’s pardon. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  The parliamentary secretary will come to order.   

Hon PADDY EMBRY:  If the parliamentary secretary had been listening, he would realise that I divided this 
subject into two.  I said that of course in theory it is fair.  However, I have shown quite simply so that everyone 
can understand how and why it does not work that way in practice.  I thank the Chamber for its time.   

Debate adjourned until a later stage, on motion by Hon B.K. Donaldson. 
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[Continued on page 4224.] 
 


