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ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL 2001 
Assembly’s AmendmentsAssembly's Amendment 

Message from the Assembly notifying that it had agreed to amendments Nos 1 to 3 and 8 to 18 made by the 
Council, and had disagreed to and substituted new amendments for amendments Nos 4 to 7, now further 
considered. 

Committee 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.  The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Adele Farina) in the 
Chair; Hon N.D. Griffiths (Minister for Racing and Gaming) in charge of the Bill. 

Consideration of the Assembly’s substituted amendment No 2 resumed. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I have been reading the comments in Hansard by the five great pretenders from the 
Greens - the members who join with the Australian Labor Party in government to have a jihad on country 
Western Australia, as far as country representation goes.  Between them, the Greens (WA) and the Labor 
Government have destroyed the forest industry in Western Australia.  I hope Hon Jim Scott has the courage of 
his convictions, and will place on the public record, once again, where he stands.  We hope that this time he does 
not misrepresent the truth, and can be honest about what he is doing.  The five Greens have been ducking, diving 
and carrying on since day one.  

Hon Robin Chapple interjected.  

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Of course they have, and they have been doing all these grubby deals.  I am waiting 
with great interest to see all the additional bits and pieces the Greens will get from supporting the Government’s 
legislation.  The benefits will be huge.  I can see them coming now, and the Opposition will keep telling the 
people in country Western Australia about not only the $1 million the Greens have just cost the taxpayers, but 
also the extra $1 million they will want for all the extra lurks and perks.  I do not think many more Greens will 
be seen in this House, because the people of Western Australia, particular in the country, have had a bellyful.  I 
oppose the amendment.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  I am keen to complete this matter.  In light of the President’s ruling, I move -  

That consideration of Assembly’s substituted amendment No 2 be postponed until after consideration of 
Assembly’s substituted amendment No 3.  

As I understand it, the principal amendment to be made is the one to the Constitution Acts Amendment Act, and 
then amendment No 4 will follow, as a matter of procedure, from new clause 5.  That would seem to me to be 
the appropriate order in which to deal with them.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The proposition is that the consideration of this amendment be postponed.  The 
Committee has been debating this amendment for some time, and I am opposed to postponing debate.  The 
members have heard the debate, and I think we should get on with it.  

Question put and negatived. 
Hon J.A. SCOTT:  All the wailing and gnashing of teeth by the landed gentry at losing their seignorial rights has 
probably gone a little too far.  There were so many references to unusual forms of intercourse and other such 
language, particularly from Hon Peter Foss, that I was not sure that some agreement had not been made to 
cognately debate this message with the Acts Amendment (Lesbian and Gay Law Reform) Bill.  In fact, Hon 
Peter Foss seemed to be so loud and agitated, I worried about the state of his braces.  He seemed to be so carried 
away with his own rhetoric about sodomy that he was fearful he was about to lose his trousers.  Why were 
opposition members so abusive?  Had this been any other workplace, people would have been in trouble for 
breaching the Equal Opportunity Act.   

Several members interjected.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Order, members! 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Hon Barry House was another member who used abusive language.  I am quite happy, 
personally, to listen to this.  I have worked in many rough places in my time.  I have been abused by people who 
are better at it than are members opposite; so it is like water off a duck’s back to me.  However, other people in 
this place have not had that experience and probably resent that abusive language.  That use of language is a poor 
reflection on those members.  Why have those members been so abusive to the Greens (WA)?  It is because they 
concede that from day one, the Greens went to the Labor Party, the Liberal Party and the National Party with a 
position, and we discussed that position openly and publicly at press conferences.  We still have the same 
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position.  There were no deals.  In fact, the Labor Party had a different position, and it agreed to amend its 
position to get this legislation through.  What was dirty about that?  It is not that it was dirty.  It is that it was 
effective.  These people opposite who call themselves an Opposition have been totally ineffective.  They have let 
down their electors.  Even though they now represent more country seats than city seats, which is why they have 
suddenly had this change of mind about one vote, one value -  

Several members interjected. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Do Hon Peter Foss, Hon Derrick Tomlinson and Hon George Cash really dislike having 
equality of votes for urban people and rural people?  I do not believe that for one minute, and neither do they.  
Do not give us this guff.  What they are angry about is their own ineffectiveness.  They have achieved nothing.  
We have seen the Labor Party’s position, the Liberal Party’s position and the National Party’s position.  We have 
tried to get something that will somehow bring the two sides, which have two totally opposing positions, into 
some agreement. 

Hon Ray Halligan:  Who is telling porkies now? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  No-one sitting here is telling porkies, but those sitting over there are.  Prove it!  Give us one 
example of our changing our position!  We now have a lot of people who are angry that we are trying to give the 
people in those huge country electorates better representation in the Council.  That is what the message is, 
fellows!  The message is not gay law reform.  The Bill is a message about giving country people better 
representation in this Chamber.  That is what it is about, and suddenly members opposite are against it!  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Order! 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Last week they were all for it.  This week they are all against it.  Be consistent!  We have 
been consistent all the way through.  Members opposite have been all over the place, not us.  Do not give us that 
guff.  Look at the facts, not the rhetoric.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Members opposite should let go of their braces, calm down and look at the facts, not the 
rhetoric.  We have had all this nonsense that Hon Bruce Donaldson was going on about, and all this stuff about 
how the Greens have done this and the Greens have done that.  We have told members opposite our position 
from the beginning.  If their leader, Colin Barnett, and their deputy leader do not talk to them and tell them what 
is going on, I am not surprised, because -  

Hon Ray Halligan:  Are you saying we have to agree with your position?  We disagree with it, and you cannot 
get the message!   

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Members opposite may disagree, but they did not tell anyone at the time.  They just sat there 
silently and did not put a position. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  Madam Chair, I understand that Hon Jim Scott has the floor.  However, I am having 
difficulty hearing him because of the noise in the Chamber from members who are interjecting.  I seek your 
assistance, Madam Chair, in allowing the debate to proceed in an environment in which I can hear Hon Jim 
Scott.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Adele Farina):  I would appreciate it if members would show some courtesy 
to the speakers who have the call and hear them in silence; and if members are having extreme difficulty in 
doing that, perhaps they can leave the Chamber.  

Committee Resumed 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I understand that members are worried.  They feel very disempowered by their own 
effectiveness.  We know what happens when people are disempowered; they get angry and abusive.  However, 
the reality is that the Greens (WA) have ameliorated this situation and tried to reach a compromise; not members 
on the other side of the Chamber.  As much as they scream and yell, they have made no improvement at all to 
representation for country people.  It was the Greens who wanted better resourcing for country members; not 
members opposite.  They were in government and did not do it for all those years.  A short while ago, when a 
coalition Government was in power, those opposite held a different position on the matter, or so they told the 
Commission on Government.  The Liberal Party can change its mind if it really wants to, but members should be 
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honest and not try to pretend that each and every one of them takes up that position.  They are trying to tell us 
that they are different from the Labor Party.  I know that they do not all believe that. 

Hon George Cash interjected. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  How is it then that the opposition members all have the same opinion? 

Hon George Cash:  It is not the same opinion on this matter, but we might have the same opinion on something 
else in the near future.  

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  That is okay; members opposite can do that.  I do not care - 

Hon George Cash:  It will be an open deal and we will tell the people what it is about. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I do not care because we are doing what we think is right.  We are not thinking about our own 
necks and the rights of a seignior, such as Hon George Cash.  He wants to keep the advantages of the rural rump, 
who have done virtually nothing for their electorates.  They are in trouble in rural areas today, but not because of 
the number of members of Parliament they have - 

Hon Paddy Embry:  Why do country members not represent the interests of their electorates on this issue? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  Because they believe in fairness and equity and because - 

Hon Paddy Embry:  Are you saying that we are not representing their views? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  One Nation is now talking.  Its members are totally against one vote, one value, but they 
think this might given them an advantage over the National Party in the upper House, and they will support it 
because it will help them. 

Hon Paddy Embry:  You need to go back and read Hansard.  

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I heard the member speak 10 minutes ago.  Therefore, do not worry about it -  

Hon Paddy Embry:  Are you ashamed of the answer? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  No, I am not ashamed of any answer.  I heard the member speaking before the tea break.  I 
heard what he said and I do not need to read Hansard; I am not deaf. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Order members! 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I am used to interruptions like that from Hon Paddy Embry when I am trying to be heard by 
Hansard.  This Opposition has achieved nothing.  It is very angry about achieving nothing and it is feeling 
disempowered.  If members opposite had talked to people and negotiated in good faith, they might have achieved 
something.  

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I am convinced that Hon Jim Scott has not completed his tirade.  I have stood, in 
accordance with standing orders, so that I can now sit down, allow him to resume the floor and continue his 
tirade as it is the first time I have ever seen him get as excited as he has just been. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  I had almost finished.  I would hate to disappoint Hon George Cash but - 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Order members!  Having had the courtesy extended to Hon Jim Scott to continue 
speaking, I hope members will extend the courtesy of hearing him in silence.  

Hon J.A. SCOTT:  All I must add is that I am pleased that at last Hon George Cash is wanting to hear some 
sense. 

Assembly’s substituted amendment put and a division taken with the following result -  
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Ayes (14) 

Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon G.T. Giffard Hon J.A. Scott Hon Kate Doust (Teller) 
Hon Sue Ellery Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Christine Sharp  
Hon Adele Farina Hon Dee Margetts Hon Tom Stephens  

Noes (13) 

Hon George Cash Hon Peter Foss Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon B.K. Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon M.J. Criddle Hon Ray Halligan Hon N.F. Moore  
Hon Paddy Embry Hon Frank Hough Hon W.N. Stretch  
Hon John Fischer Hon Barry House Hon Derrick Tomlinson  

            

Pairs 

 Hon E.R.J. Dermer Hon Simon O'Brien 
 Hon Ken Travers Hon B.M. Scott 
 Hon Louise Pratt Hon Alan Cadby 

Question thus passed; the Assembly’s substituted amendment agreed to. 
Point of Order 

Hon PETER FOSS:  Earlier, we dealt with the Electoral Distribution Repeal Bill on which we decided how 
many members the Legislative Council should have as part of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act.  It was 
resolved at that time that there should be 34 members.  We are now making a resolution on the same provision 
but in a different manner.  We are now seeking to resolve the same question, but that there be 36 members.  
Standing Order No 170 states -  

Subject to SO 227, no question or amendment shall be proposed which is the same in substance as any 
question or amendment which, during the same session, has been resolved in the affirmative or 
negative, unless the order, resolution, or vote on such question or amendment has been rescinded. 

Standing Order No 227 states -  

A Bill may amend or repeal an Act of the same session. 

That, of course, is not an Act of the same session.  It continues to be a Bill.  It has not gone to the Governor for 
royal assent nor has royal assent been received.  It does not look like that will happen in the near future.  It is not 
even prospective at the moment.  It appears that this amendment is a same question and should therefore be ruled 
out of order. 

Deputy Chairman’s Ruling 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Adele Farina):  I rule against the point of order made by Hon Peter Foss.  
Clause 4 of the Electoral Distribution Repeal Bill did amend the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899, but 
did not change the number of members; therefore, the same question has not been determined in the same 
session.  All we did was delete certain words from section 5 and delete section 6.   

Committee Resumed 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I move -  

That substituted amendment No 3 made by the Assembly be agreed to. 

Section 5 of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 regulates the number of members in this House.  The 
proposal for six members for each region will increase the number of members to 36.  Therefore, section 5 of the 
Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 is required to be amended by deleting the number “34” and inserting the 
number “36”.  That numerical alteration is what is proposed in the amendment.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Section 5 of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act reads - 

The Legislative Council should consist of 34 elected members who shall be returned and sit for 
electoral regions as defined under section 6.   
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The other day in this Parliament we deleted the words as defined under section 6 in another Bill that was before 
the Chamber.  That Bill was read a third time and moved on to greater things; namely, the Supreme Court of 
Western Australia.  The fact that the Chamber has agreed to amendment No 2 to provide for each region to 
return six members, which amounts to an aggregate 36 members, creates a need to adjust the numerical figure in 
section 5 of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act.  The Opposition does not object to the amendment, because 
it is consequential on the clause that has just been passed.  Perhaps that deals with another section which might 
be ruled to be outside the scope of the Bill.  However, as this is a consequential amendment, the Liberal Party 
will be supporting it. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE:  I seek leave to table three maps produced by the Western Australian Electoral 
Commission, as requested by Hon John Fischer earlier in the debate. 

Leave granted.   

[See paper No 1110.] 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (14) 

Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon G.T. Giffard Hon J.A. Scott Hon Kate Doust (Teller) 
Hon Sue Ellery Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Christine Sharp  
Hon Adele Farina Hon Dee Margetts Hon Tom Stephens  

Noes (13) 

Hon George Cash Hon Peter Foss Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon B.K. Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon M.J. Criddle Hon Ray Halligan Hon N.F. Moore  
Hon Paddy Embry Hon Frank Hough Hon Simon O’Brien  
Hon John Fischer Hon Barry House Hon W.N. Stretch  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Ken Travers Hon Derrick Tomlinson 
 Hon E.R.J. Dermer Hon B.M. Scott 
 Hon Louise Pratt Hon Alan Cadby 

Question thus passed; the Assembly’s substituted amendment agreed to. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I move - 

That substituted amendment No 4 made by the Assembly be agreed to. 

This consequential amendment to the long title of the Bill is necessary because the Legislative Assembly’s 
proposal is that the Bill should also amend the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899, on which we have just 
voted.  Therefore, the Bill will amend two Acts, namely the Constitution Acts Amendment Act 1899 and the 
Electoral Act 1907.  Therefore, this consequential amendment to the long title of the Bill is appropriate.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  The Opposition agrees that this is now a consequential amendment.  As such, it is 
questionable whether the Opposition will agree or disagree.  I will await my leader’s decision on the matter. 

Question put and passed; the Assembly’s substituted amendment agreed to.   

Report 

Resolutions reported. 

HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan - Minister for Racing and Gaming) [5.17 pm]:  I move - 

That the report be adopted. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (14) 

Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Graham Giffard Hon J.M. Scott Hon E.R.J. Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Sue Ellery Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Christine Sharp  
Hon Adele Farina Hon Dee Margetts Hon Tom Stephens  
 

Noes (13) 

Hon George Cash Hon Peter Foss Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon B.K. Donaldson 
(Teller) 
Hon M.J. Criddle Hon Ray Halligan Hon N.F. Moore  
Hon Paddy Embry Hon Frank Hough Hon Simon O’Brien  
Hon John Fischer Hon Barry House Hon W.N. Stretch  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Louise Pratt Hon Derrick Tomlinson 
 Hon Ken Travers Hon B.M. Scott 
 Hon Kate Doust Hon Alan Cadby 

Question thus passed. 
 


