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Division 34:  Western Australian Electoral Commission, $8 622 000 - 
Mrs D.J. Guise, Chairman. 

Mr J.A. McGinty, Minister for Electoral Affairs.   
Mr W.M. Gately, Acting Electoral Commissioner. 

Mr G. Harrington, Manager, Business Services.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The first dot point on page 593 under “Significant Issues and Trends” refers to the electoral 
boundary distribution.  I have understood from previous discussions with the Electrical Commission that a disk 
containing information was to be made available in the first half of this year so that the parties could run through 
the redistribution and consider alternative scenarios.  The first half of this year is almost over.  Is that disk soon 
to be made available?   

Mr W.M. Gately:  The distribution will occur next year.  I am in the process now of setting up the 
administrative arrangements, as I have indicated in a letter to that effect to the parties.  I anticipate the 
commissioners will hold an informal meeting towards the end of next month.  We are still in the process of 
getting together our information support systems.  I anticipate making a disk available certainly in the next few 
months.  At this time, our software support is not yet entirely together, but we are advancing it.  

Mr B.S. WYATT:  The third dot point under “Major Initiatives For 2006-07” on page 596 refers to a “proof of 
concept” trial on Internet electronic voting in a limited way, with the support of the Office of e-Government.  
Can we have some brief details on “proof of concept”? 
Mr W.M. Gately:  The Electoral Commission has obtained funding from the Office of e-Government to conduct 
a proof of concept trial of voting over the Internet.  We secured one of our fee-for-service clients, who is keen to 
participate in this trial.  It is a non-parliamentary election as such.  We will conduct the trial towards the end of 
the year.  The client has an elector base that is very diverse in ages and gender.  That will be a good test to gauge 
whether it is a system that we can develop for the future.  Given the expanse of the state, it would be of great 
benefit if voting could be done over the Internet.  There will be more on that towards the end of the year.  We are 
very confident that it will work well, not unlike Internet banking, but I cannot say much more at this point.  We 
will have a conclusive report at the end of the year, when that trial is complete.  
[10.00 pm] 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  I am looking at the forward estimates figures under “Major Policy Decisions” on page 593.  
They indicate that the funding for the redistribution associated with new one vote, one value electoral boundaries 
is predominantly scheduled to occur in 2007-08.  Do I take it from that, therefore, that those boundaries will not 
be prepared until what would effectively be 1 July 2007, running through until 30 June 2008?  Can the minister 
give any indication of when he expects that process to be completed, given that the majority of the funding is 
slated for the financial year after next? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will ask Mr Gately to provide a detailed response about the time frames, which is what 
the member has really requested, and when information about the distribution will be available to the parties and 
in the public arena.  

Mr W.M. Gately:  A total of $1.6 million has been allocated to the redistribution.  Of this, $482 000 will be 
spent in 2007-08.  The formal time line for the redistribution will commence on 26 February next year.  The 
redistribution process will take in the order of seven to eight months, so the new boundaries will not be displayed 
or promulgated until about November 2007, hence the spread of the expenditure.  The statutory time line process 
will take seven or eight months from February next year.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Are there risks that that time line could slip out or factors that the Electoral Commission 
could reasonably see that might lead to that time line being extended beyond November of next year, and into 
2008? 

Mr W.M. Gately:  There is no risk.  It is a statutory time line.  It is the duty of the commissioners to achieve it.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  From memory, there is a suggestion that one of the time lines could be a bit flexible, but 
everything else is a statutory time frame, so it cannot be altered.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Just for my clarification, is November 2007 when we can reasonably expect to see the one 
vote, one value electoral redistribution boundaries that will apply in the 2009 election? 

Mr W.M. Gately:  Again, as part of the process, public submissions are called for and parties have an 
opportunity to put in their preferred boundaries.  The commissioners consider that, and they go out for public 
comment.  The Electoral Act has that time line quite clearly displayed, and the commissioners work to that time 
line.  As I said, in 2003 they met the time line that applied.  The legislation change in May last year added an 
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additional 30 days so that the commissioners would have more time for consideration.  The draft comes out for 
comment at about the 60-day point.  It is in the act.  

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I refer to the significant issue and trends on page 593.  Can or should the concept of 
community of interest play a part in the upcoming redistribution? As the minister might be aware, in the last 
redistribution, two communities of interest in my electorate were decimated.  One was Darlington, with 1 800 
people, which was split in half.  It is a very parochial community.  When voters got to the polling booths they 
had made up their mind, and then all of a sudden, if they wanted to vote for me, they could not.  If they wanted 
to vote Labor, the candidate was somebody else, and that shocked them.  The Swan Valley, another strong 
community of interest, was also split.  I put it to the minister that small communities should always be kept 
together wherever possible.  Is consideration given to that in legislation or in the process of redistribution?  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Apparently a couple of people were devastated by this.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  They were!   

The CHAIRMAN:  We will all be devastated when I finish this session.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I defer to the acting commissioner.   

Mr W.M. Gately:  There are a number of factors in the Electoral Act that the commissioners must consider in 
deciding on a boundary distribution.  One of those factors is community of interest.  Of course, other factors, 
including the quotient, affect of the allocation.  Community of interest figures highly in the commission’s 
determination.  Indeed, the legislation requires the commissioners to consider that factor.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I have a follow-up question.  

The CHAIRMAN:  If the member is quick, she will be lucky.   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  If there were a choice between taking 900 votes out of a suburb or taking 900 votes from 
a whole suburb and putting them somewhere else, would the commission’s inclination be to keep the suburbs 
together?  

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Swan Hills will need to seek an answer to that question another time.   

The appropriation was recommended.  

Committee adjourned at 10.00 pm 
__________ 

 


