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DAYLIGHT SAVING AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2007 
Second Reading 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [4.05 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

When I wrote and introduced the Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2) 2006, I adopted the principle that we should start 
and finish daylight saving at the same time as the eastern states.  I did that even though Western Australia has 
different sunrise and sunset times to those of the eastern states during the same months.  I also did that to enable 
the Western Australian business community to enjoy times a bit closer to those in the east and so that we could 
lessen any possible confusion about the starting and finishing times of daylight saving within the community.  
Effectively, this meant that the month of March was included in the daylight saving trial even though March was 
not included in any of the three daylight saving trials in 1992, 1984 and 1975.   

March is a month of the year that Western Australia, as opposed to the eastern states, experiences very late 
sunrises and they are, of course, even later during daylight saving.  The latest time that the sun rises at the end of 
March in Sydney is about 6.55 am, whilst in Western Australia it is more like 7.25 am.  In my second reading 
speech on the Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2) 2006, I recognised that this might be a problem and indicated that I 
would act to remove March from daylight saving if the really late sunrises during the month of March became a 
problem.  This is evidenced by the following paragraph of that speech - 

 I have sought to coincide our daylight saving trial with daylight saving in the eastern states, which 
means that each trial will conclude at the end of March.  In doing so, however, I recognise that because 
of our position in the spectrum and our relatively late sunrises in March, it may not be ideal to have 
daylight saving during that month of March.  If this is recognised as a problem during the first trial, I 
will consider moving, prior to the referendum, an amendment to the legislation that would remove 
March from any future daylight saving program. 

Having now experienced the very late sunrises in March and fielded a number of legitimate complaints about 
dark March mornings, I now move to excise March from the daylight saving trial and from any future daylight 
saving model, as I said I would.  I gave this commitment in my second reading speech on the Daylight Saving 
Bill (No. 2) 2006 and it is one that I intend to carry through.   

Most reasonable people, having experienced a little bit of daylight saving, would now say that 7.25 am for 
sunrises in March really is just too late.  I note that our forefathers in this place obviously held the same view 
because they also did not include the month of March in their daylight saving trials.  In short, the notion of 
sticking to the eastern states’ finishing times, whilst noble, is not practical and does not recognise the fact that 
Western Australia exists in a different part of the solar spectrum to the eastern states.   

This bill goes one step further by excising February from daylight saving, effectively bringing the length of 
daylight saving from five months to three months, which still represents a quarter of the year.  February is 
scientifically the hottest month of the year and the majority of complaints about heat that I have received from 
the public related to February.   

Some members might recall that a restricted version of daylight saving involving just three months of the year 
instead of five months was a model first floated by me in an article in the Sunday Times on 11 November 2005.  
It states - 

Mr Birney is floating the idea of having a restricted daylight saving period in summer.  “Daylight 
saving could start in November but end in January before children start school,” he said. 

However, when we started doing the horse trading at the time the original bill was introduced, it became clear 
that, in order to secure the support of some individuals, we needed to stick with the five-month model, with 
which I have no personal problem. 

It would be very easy for me to just sweep this issue under the carpet by telling people to like it or lump it, 
having successfully managed to pass the original bill.  Indeed, some members in this place would rather do just 
that.  I am not one of them.  As the original mover of the bill, I have an obligation to produce a final model that 
most people in the community can live with, even if it does not support their absolute arguments.  I have no 
interest in trying to portray myself as some kind of tough, uncompromising politician who will not and cannot 
see reason, as some members of the media suggest I should.  However, I do have a real interest in leaving a 
legacy in this place that does not continue to be a constant source of anxiety and harsh debate in some sections of 
the community.  I genuinely want to find a sensible, workable compromise that most people can live with, and I 
believe that compromise is contained in this bill. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 21 March 2007] 

 p514a-515a 
Mr Matt Birney 

 [2] 

My own view, for what it is worth, is that the five-month model is actually the best and that daylight saving 
during February is fine, and I can live with it in March.  However, I do not get paid to promote my own views 
exclusively.  Politics is the art of the possible, not the stubborn.  I know that the pro-daylight saving people, of 
whom I am one, will want to stick with a five-month model and the anti-daylight saving people will want to get 
rid of it all together.  The truth is that in light of the vigorous and passionate views both for and against daylight 
saving in the community, a compromise position is undoubtedly the best public policy.  The daylight saving 
model that starts the same time as the eastern states, at the end of October, and finishes two months early, at the 
end of January, just before the kids go back to school, is just such a compromise.  I commend the bill to the 
house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr E.S. Ripper (Deputy Premier).  
 


