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DAYLIGHT SAVING AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 21 March. 
MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [4.01 pm]:  This Daylight Saving 
Amendment Bill 2007 is extremely important; it is about all Western Australians having a say, sooner rather than 
later, on the ongoing and controversial issue of daylight saving.  It is a fact that the issue was thrust upon 
Western Australians on a political whim.  The bill asks only to give all Western Australians the right to vote on 
daylight saving in a referendum to be held on 20 October 2007, rather than in a couple of years’ time.  The 
people will decide and the National Party will accept the decision, whatever it may be.  To me that is completely 
fair and reasonable.  Daylight saving was introduced on a political whim and the bill was brought about in less 
time than will have elapsed between the introduction of the daylight saving trial and the proposed referendum in 
October.  A year is a lot longer than a few weeks.  The bill was brought forward and rushed through Parliament.  
In fact, its passage was probably the quickest I have seen for any bill during my seven years in Parliament.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The National Party has received unprecedented lobbying from people in country 
Western Australia and, increasingly, from the metropolitan area, to hold a referendum this year.  During my 
seven years in Parliament, I do not think there has been another issue that has caused such intense lobbying 
through my electorate office and raised such interest in my electorate.  It has been absolutely incredible.  I would 
not be doing my job as the local member for Wagin if I did not respond to that overwhelming lobbying.  I can 
offer members a few examples of the lobbying I have experienced.  I spoke one day on the radio about a petition 
for daylight saving; before I had returned to my office in Narrogin, people had gathered there to sign the petition.  
It has been the number one point raised at the meetings, functions and social events that I have attended.  I have 
received emails, letters, faxes and phone calls on the issue.  There have been website polls.  I was virtually 
accosted at a ladies’ bowling day in Kojonup by ladies from across the region.  It was great to be accosted by 
those beautiful ladies!  However, they were really angry and upset and made that point in no uncertain manner.  
This illustrates the way in which this issue stirs people.  It hit me when I saw the number of signatures on those 
petitions.  Up until today we have presented over 50-odd thousand signatures, which is a huge number. 

The amount of lobbying of pollies on daylight saving at this year’s Wagin Woolarama was absolutely 
unbelievable.  People who are against daylight saving are completely cheesed off that the government has not 
respected the results of previous referendums.  At the last election there was a referendum on trading hours.  The 
result was delivered, but within 12 months the Treasurer was saying again that trading hours should be changed.  
People lose respect for members of Parliament who do not respect their decisions.  Daylight saving is a similar 
case.  We should give people the opportunity on 20 October to have their say.  I say to government members that 
referendums are designed to obtain a decision from the very people that all members represent.  We should 
respect the decisions people make in referendums.  If we do not respect those decisions, why have referendums 
at all?  As I said, there is growing support in the city for this bill.  There is overwhelming support for it in 
country Western Australia.  I have kept polls and support in the country is around 80 per cent.  Any country 
member of Parliament who represents his or her electorate must surely support this bill.  I do not see how there 
can be any other decision to make.  There is no decision for me; it has been made for me.  It has been made so 
clear to me, I could not go any other way.   

Mr Acting Speaker, we have had one summer of daylight saving and we have argued all the pros and cons.  
Many people want to speak today.  I will not go over all the pros and cons of daylight saving.  However, I am 
tired of people saying to me on an ongoing basis, particularly during the past summer, that they are tired of being 
tired.  I know that some people like daylight saving; I liked it when I was a young cricketer because it suited me 
at the time.  I liked the extra daylight because it gave me extra time to practise in the evenings.  I have no 
argument with those people who like daylight saving.  I understand that it is a personal issue.  I have no problem 
with people who say, “I like it; it suits me.”  I understand that and I say it is fair enough.  All I ask is that we 
have the vote in October, let people vote the way they want to vote, and go with whatever the outcome is.  This 
is a big issue for the state.  We cannot ignore the huge response to the trial.  I think that Western Australians are 
so passionate about this issue that if Australia was being invaded and someone piped up and said, “Hang on; 
we’ve got to do something about daylight saving,” we would forget about the invasion and concentrate on 
daylight saving. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 16 May 2007] 

 p2256a-2274a 
Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Matt Birney; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr John Quigley; Mr Grant 

Woodhams; Dr Kim Hames; Deputy Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Peter Watson; 
Acting Speaker; Mr Terry Redman; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr Gary Snook; Mr Murray Cowper; Ms Sue Walker; 

Mr Max Trenorden 

 [2] 

Mr Acting Speaker, I support this bill, which lets the people of Western Australia decide.  We are a democracy 
and a great state with great people.  Let us give the people a go and accept their decision by supporting the bill 
and supporting democracy in Western Australia. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [4.07 pm]:  I make my contribution to 
the debate on the Daylight Saving Amendment Bill 2007, and indicate that the Liberal Party will support the bill.  
I was a country member who supported daylight saving, given the groundswell that occurred when it was first 
proposed.  I thought that it would be in the best interests of the majority of the people of Western Australia.  
Having now experienced a summer of daylight saving, I have changed my mind.  It certainly does not suit my 
lifestyle; nor does it suit my family’s lifestyle.  On that basis, I will certainly oppose daylight saving in the 
future.  To be honest, when daylight saving was first mooted, many people opposed it on the basis that there had 
already been three referenda and it had been opposed in all of them.  The impression I gained when the current 
trial was proposed was that the majority of people, particularly in the city, supported it.  Country people have 
traditionally not supported it.  At the same time, there were about 400 000 people on the electoral roll who had 
not had the opportunity to have a say on daylight saving in any referendum.  I thought it would be fair to allow 
some kind of trial, bearing in mind, of course, that previous referenda had been conducted without any trial 
having taken place.  The unusual situation in this case was that the daylight saving trial was put in place before 
any referendum took place.  We have had a trial of daylight saving for one summer, and I believe that the 
majority of people are now opposed to it.  I know that some members still have bets on where the majority lies.  
However, it is important that we now allow people to have their say.  I accept that National Party members have 
said that whether the decision goes in favour of daylight saving or against it, they will live with that decision.  I 
am so concerned about this issue that I will seek the opinion of my members about whether they will consider 
supporting a two-year trial, given that an amendment was moved during debate on the bill in the Legislative 
Council and given that a free vote on the bill was granted to members.  There was some conjecture as to how 
free the vote was, certainly by the Labor Party, but it was certainly a free vote on the Liberal Party’s side.  A 
proposal was put forward for a two-year trial, which was regarded as a compromise, but that motion was 
defeated.  Once the decision to support this bill is made, I will encourage my members to debate whether we 
should again revisit the issue and conduct a two-year trial.  That is a matter for us to consider once this decision 
has been taken. 
However, my position obviously on this bill is the position that the Liberal Party has taken.  There was a very 
strong vote by Liberal members to have a referendum now to allow the people of Western Australia to have their 
say on whether they want to continue with daylight saving.  That is a fair position.  People have experienced the 
trial now for one summer.  Some of the feedback I am receiving from the polling that has occurred in rural and 
regional Western Australia indicates that the vast majority of people are against daylight saving; there is no 
doubt about that.  The polling is not even close.  Even some of the industry groups in the metropolitan area have 
polled their members.  I am talking about fairly strong polls of thousands of people, not just a Westpoll.  One 
response in particular from a poll taken, by either the Housing Industry Association or the Master Builders 
Association, indicated that 66 per cent of metropolitan people and 70 per cent of tradesmen were against daylight 
saving.  That is a significant result, given that we have had a trial for one season.  I am one of those people who 
get up early in the morning.  I like to get up slightly before dawn to enjoy the early morning and get my exercise 
out of the way.  A lot of people do that - cyclists, rowers and a range of people - and they are very angry about 
having daylight saving imposed on them.  At least we have had a trial now and people can make a decision based 
on their experiences.  I do not think many elderly people like daylight saving.  Like other members, particularly 
country members, some of my best and strongest supporters berated me mercilessly for the position I took 
previously on this legislation.  However, I took that position because I believed at the time that the majority of 
people, particularly those in the major populated area of the state, the city, were in favour of daylight saving.  I 
repeat: having experienced one season of daylight saving and having listened to the views of all the people, I 
believe it is fair and just that we now have a referendum to gauge the opinion of the community in the state and 
find out whether it supports daylight saving.  It is not a big ask.  The government would obviously want a major 
trial.  It will be up to each and every member of the Parliament, particularly the Labor Party, to decide and gauge 
for himself what he thinks public opinion is today on daylight saving. 
I say again that the overwhelming response I have received from people the length and breadth of Western 
Australia, in the city and regional centres, is that having had a trial of daylight saving, they now want a say about 
whether daylight saving should continue in Western Australia.  On that basis, I will support this bill very 
strongly. 
MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [4.14 pm]:  What a funny business politics is, Madam Deputy Speaker.  On the 
one hand the member for Merredin is holding himself out as the champion of the anti daylight saving forces, and 
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on the other hand the very same member for Merredin over a long period has espoused the virtues of daylight 
saving to the point that he indicated publicly he would introduce a daylight saving bill into this Parliament.  We 
therefore find ourselves in an interesting position.  Had things been slightly different and had the member for 
Merredin carried through with his promise to introduce into the Parliament a private member’s bill for daylight 
saving, he would in fact be in this place today amending his own bill!  I would not mind reading a few of the 
comments that my friend from Merredin has made publicly about daylight saving over the past short period of 
time.  I will quote from the Sunday Times of 18 December 2005, not all that long ago, which reads - 

Angry Nationals have quit the party to protest at leader Brendon Grylls’ pro-daylight saving stance, but 
Mr Grylls was defiant, saying WA should introduce daylight saving. 

He called on the Nationals to move with the times and become more than just a “farmers’ party”. 
That is what he said to the Nationals - move with the times and become more than just a farmers’ party.  This is 
from the leader of the farmers’ party; that is by whom those wise words were spoken.  The National Party leader, 
the member for Merredin, then went on to say in that very same article - 

“ . . . But others are happy that the party might be modernising and moving with the times,” . . .  

“We need to be more than just a farmers’ party to have relevance in WA politics. 

. . .  

“As the leader I have to also look after the interests of nurses, teachers and retail workers who have 
moved to the country and are now part of those communities.  And I have to know what they are doing 
and thinking. 

“If they think we are just a farmers’ party they won’t be interested in voting for us. 

Therefore, presumably, none of the nurses or teachers or retail assistants will vote for the National Party at the 
next election, according to the Leader of the National Party.  The article goes on - 

Mr Grylls said country people were not as anti-daylight saving as they used to be and a new generation 
could be in favour of change. 

This is a kicker, Madam Deputy Speaker, as the article goes on - 

He will seek party support for a private member’s Bill . . .  

Did the member for Merredin seek the party support - Mr anti daylight saving, Mr I’ll ride into town on the 
white horse with my shiny armour on and tell you all how bad daylight saving is?  I ask again: is politics not a 
funny business when somebody can be so profoundly in favour of something, only to find that when there are a 
few votes in it the other way, he simply changes his mind? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Are you looking in the mirror? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am still in favour of it. The member for Ballajura should not worry about that. 

I have saved this one until last, because this is actually an absolute pearler.  If we had a noticeboard in the 
chamber, perhaps above your head, Madam Deputy Speaker, this could be the quote for the day from the 
National Party leader and member for Merredin, the anti daylight saving crusader wannabe.  He said, according 
to the Sunday Times of 18 December 2005 - 

“My job is not about always running with the popular view all of the time, but coming up with new 
ideas and putting them in the public domain and seeing what people think. 

Then the real kicker - 

“Daylight saving has been a contentious issue for some time, but I am not in politics for the easy press 
releases. 

That is the bit that should be on the noticeboard above your head, Madam Deputy Speaker: “I am not in politics 
for the easy press releases”; so says the anti daylight saving crusader, the member for Merredin his very self. 

Having entertained members with the quotes from the member for Merredin, it is important that I move onto the 
actual issue and perhaps give members a little background to how the original daylight saving legislation came 
about.  Members will be aware that the bill was co-sponsored by my friend the member for Ballajura and me.  
The bill itself was actually written by me in consultation with the member for Ballajura.  When I wrote the first 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 16 May 2007] 

 p2256a-2274a 
Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Matt Birney; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr John Quigley; Mr Grant 

Woodhams; Dr Kim Hames; Deputy Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Peter Watson; 
Acting Speaker; Mr Terry Redman; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr Gary Snook; Mr Murray Cowper; Ms Sue Walker; 

Mr Max Trenorden 

 [4] 

part of the bill, it was my view that the trial period should be two years.  During the horse-trading that went on 
with the Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2), in order to secure the passage of the bill through the Parliament, we ended 
up changing the two-year trial to a three-year trial.  I do not think I am talking out of school when I say that the 
Premier and the Deputy Premier were two members who were firmly of the view that the trial should take three 
years.  They are on the public record as saying that, so I do not think I am talking out of school when I say that 
we had those conversations in order to secure the passage of the bill.  My view, as was written in the original 
bill, was that it should be two years.  I must say I am not overly concerned about the length of the trial - whether 
it is one, two or three years - albeit my personal view is that it should be two years.  I find I cannot support a 
one-year trial.  Members should bear in mind that we have not even had one full year of daylight saving.  It 
would be the shortest daylight saving trial in the history of daylight saving, given that it was not introduced until 
December.  Those people who say that we should have only a one-year trial should acknowledge that it was a 
three-quarter year trial, because effectively that is all it was. 

Mr T.K. Waldron:  How long did it take you and the member for Ballajura to get the daylight saving bill in? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I do not know.  Why? 

Mr T.K. Waldron:  I just wondered. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I am not sure of the point the member is making. 

Mr T.K. Waldron:  You said that a year is not very long, but it is a lot longer than three or four weeks. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Let us be honest.  If we say that we want to have a daylight saving trial for a year, it has to 
be for a year.  We cannot have it for three-quarters of the year, which is effectively what we are talking about 
here. 

Make no mistake, Madam Deputy Speaker, I remain firmly committed to the concept of daylight saving.  I 
remain firmly committed to allowing the people of Western Australia to experience it in a trial.  My personal 
view is and always has been that we should have a two-year trial.  The period of three years ended up in the 
Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2) because of the horse-trading that went on at the time in order to secure the support 
of some members.  A one-year trial really does not cut the mustard.  Even though I remain firmly in favour of 
the notion of daylight saving, as the original mover of the bill and the co-sponsor, it is incumbent on me to come 
up with the best possible model available.  That is why I have another bill on the notice paper that will change 
the months in which we experience daylight saving.  The fact of the matter is that never before in the history of 
Western Australian daylight saving trials has the month of March been included.  I notice Robert Taylor from 
The West Australian said that I was promoting some kind of lunacy.  I think those were the words he used when I 
said that we should drop March from the trial.  The reality is there must have been a lot of lunatics in history 
because March has never before been included in a trial.  When a few of us put our heads together this time to 
draw up a bill, it was decided we should stay in line with eastern states time frames and therefore we would 
include March in the trial.  I now take the view that the sunrises in March are far too late.  Towards the end of 
March, from memory, the sun will not rise until about 7.25 am.  I think most reasonable people, including our 
predecessors in this house, would accept that that is too late and therefore March should not be included in the 
trial.   

I further recognise that there is some community debate and, by way of finding a genuine compromise position, 
the month of February, which is statistically the hottest month in Western Australia, should also be excluded 
from the trial and from any future daylight saving.  That would effectively leave us with a minimalist version of 
three months for daylight saving, in recognition of the fact that we are in a different part of the solar spectrum 
from those in the eastern states.  There is nothing unusual about dropping March from daylight saving.  There is 
probably something unusual about dropping February.  I do not want to hold myself up as some kind of tough, 
uncompromising politician.  I want to find a genuine alternative that most people can live with, unlike my friend 
from Merredin, who absolutely espouses the virtue of daylight saving on the one hand and on the other hand 
becomes the champion of the anti daylight saving lobby.  As the original mover of the bill, I cannot support the 
concept of a one-year trial.  Having said that, I do not feel particularly strongly about it.  My personal view is 
that it should be two years.  If this bill reflected that, I probably would support it. 

MR J.B. D’ORAZIO (Ballajura) [4.24 pm]:  It is amazing how time changes politics.  First of all it was the 
Leader of the National Party, then the Leader of the Opposition, and now it is the member for Kalgoorlie.  It is 
amazing how they all seem to go to water.  I will remind members of how this all came to pass.  I think the 
member for Kalgoorlie’s memory is a little obscure on this matter.  I introduced the bill to this Parliament.  It 
proposed a three-year trial with no referendum. 
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Mr M.J. Birney:  You did not introduce the bill to Parliament. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The original Daylight Saving Bill was introduced - 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Your bill fell off the notice paper.  What are you talking about? 
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The original Daylight Saving Bill that was introduced to this Parliament proposed a 
three-year trial with no referendum.  In the horse-trading that occurred afterwards to make sure that only one 
view was put forward, the compromise bill was drawn up.  I agree with the member for Kalgoorlie that in the 
end we did compromise. 
Mr B.J. Grylls:  It was all your good idea, was it? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  It was a compromise bill that had parts with which I did not agree and still do not agree, 
but it was the only way to get a united point of view.  The important thing was to get some sort of trial of 
daylight saving in this state.  I ask members to recall what happened at the time.  All the polls at the time showed 
76 per cent to 80 per cent support for daylight saving.  I do not know about the member for Kalgoorlie, but I 
knew those figures were not correct.  It reflected a frustration by members of the community who wanted 
daylight saving.  At the time, we worked up a compromise and a solution that we thought as a Parliament would 
be acceptable to the community.  There would be a trial of daylight saving over a reasonable period and a 
referendum at the end to accommodate a number of factors.  Let us understand why we included the trial period 
of three years. 
Mr G. Snook:  To really jack us off! 
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I was the one who put in the period of three years.  It was not put in by the Premier or the 
Deputy Premier.  It was my idea and the reason is quite simple.  I did not want this issue to be around at election 
time.  One or other of the political parties would turn it into a political football and we would not get a fair result.  
Whichever side lost would then claim it was unfair and that the issue needed to be revisited.  Hence the three-
year trial period.  That takes this issue past the next state election and allows it to be voted on by the community 
independent of political interference.  We will then get a decent outcome.  We also need a period of time for the 
community to understand what daylight saving is about.  It is 15 years since the last referendum and that is why 
the trial period was important.  There were a number of people who either had migrated to the state or had not 
previously had the right to vote, or who had never experienced daylight saving.  They will now have that 
opportunity.  At the end of the three-year trial, there will be no excuses from either side of the equation.  They 
will have their chance to have their say.  Personally, I think this is not an issue on which there should be a 
referendum because the scary part about it is that the people who will decide the issue are those who could not 
give a damn.  Depending on which side of the bed they wake up on that morning, they will decide whether this is 
carried or not. 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I wish that was correct.  There are strong views on both sides, but there is a group in the 
middle who could not give a damn whether it is approved or not. 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I listened to the Leader of the National Party, so he should let me finish. 

It is irrelevant what I think about that process.  The Parliament, after great deliberation and a free vote without 
the pressures of the political system - 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Oh, come on!  Break it down! 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Two-thirds of the Parliament - nearly three-quarters - voted in favour of this issue.  Never 
has a vote in this place been carried by such a margin on an issue such as this.  What has changed?  There have 
been a few phone calls and a few people have hassled a couple of members.  Why is the National Party pushing 
ahead with this bill today?  Why is it presenting petitions with 50 000 signatures?  Why has it instigated a lot of 
these petitions?  I will tell members why: this is the only issue on which the National Party has relevance in the 
community.  The National Party is facing obliteration at the next election and its members think this issue might 
save them.  What happened with the opposition? 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I am happy to face the music. 
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I thought the Leader of the Opposition was very good on this issue; he took a position that I thought was quite 
noble even though it might have cost him some votes.  Why has he changed his mind? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Because I don’t like it. 
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  No.  It is because he suddenly realises that the National Party might get some political 
advantage here.  He wants to get this vote out of the way early; he does not want this hanging around.   
Let us understand this issue.  This Parliament passed the Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2) because it was important.  
It was something we had to do.  The daylight saving bill that Parliament passed contained a sensible compromise 
of all the views.  The Daylight Saving Act has allowed those for and against to experience daylight saving.  At 
the end of the trial, the act provides for a yes or no vote in a referendum.  People will be able to express their 
point of view.   
The member for Kalgoorlie’s proposition that March and February should not be daylight saving months is 
absolute nonsense.  When the member for Kalgoorlie first spoke to me about making changes to daylight saving, 
he suggested that January not be included in a daylight saving trial.  I pointed out to him that school holidays are 
always in January and that if ever we were going to have daylight saving, that is when we should have it.  
Luckily, he agreed.  I find it absolutely unbelievable that we are now talking about halving the period of daylight 
saving.  One of the main reasons for introducing daylight saving was to allow Western Australian businesses to 
synchronise with businesses in the eastern states.  When I was an owner of a small business that had dealings 
with businesses in the eastern states, it was a nightmare trying to deal with those businesses when the eastern 
states had daylight saving.  As I have argued previously, daylight saving in the eastern states made ordering 
supplies, sometimes life-threatening supplies, inconvenient.  The member for Kalgoorlie also argued that 
February is too hot a month to be included in the daylight saving trial.  Some countries that have daylight saving 
include Egypt and Iraq, even with all its problems.  Texas in the United States has daylight saving.  Cuba, 
Guatemala, Honduras and Mexico all have daylight saving.  Do they have hot weather?  Let us get real.   
Mr G. Snook interjected.    
Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Let us talk about air conditioners, because they have been mentioned.  In the United 
States, daylight saving has been extended a further five weeks.  One of the reasons for that is that is has been 
estimated that daylight saving saves 100 000 barrels of oil a day because of the reduction in electricity use.   

An opposition member:  Rubbish! 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  That is what studies have found.  Daylight saving was introduced in the US because it 
was argued that it would result in a one per cent reduction in electricity use.  I am not saying that that will 
happen in Western Australia.  The data that will be available at the end of the three-and-a-half-year trial will tell 
us whether or not that is true.  

Dr S.C. Thomas interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  We will be able to tell from the data.   

Dr S.C. Thomas:  This year it went up. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Hang on a minute.  The member must understand that there are more users.  He should 
do the numbers properly.   

The member for Merredin should listen to what I am about to say because it is very important.  In America, some 
of the benefits -  

Mr B.J. Grylls:  I don’t want to argue for or against it; I just want to vote on it.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I understand that.  I want the member to understand some of the ramifications of 
allowing the vote to be taken.  

Mr B.J. Grylls:  You think you might lose.  

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Absolutely not!  I believe that the vote will be carried.  That is another issue.   

Some of the benefits of daylight saving include a reduction in the number of traffic accidents and deaths.   

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  If I could convince the member for Merredin that daylight saving leads to a one per cent 
reduction in the number of traffic accidents and deaths, would he not vote in favour of daylight saving?   
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Mr B.J. Grylls:  Do you concede that this year the road toll is 20 or 30 higher than what it was the previous 
year? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The member for Merredin should listen to me.  If studies have proved that daylight 
saving, in a statistical form, reduces the number of deaths on our roads by one per cent, would he not support 
daylight saving?  

Mr G. Snook:  Have a look at the state of Nevada. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Members should allow me to finish.  I said I would speak for only 10 minutes, and I now 
I have nearly taken up all my time.   

It has been argued that daylight saving has a number of other benefits.  When Parliament considered this matter, 
members put arguments for and against daylight saving.  We argued about whether there should be a one or two-
year trial.  We argued about whether there should be a referendum before a vote was taken on the bill.  
Parliament passed the Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2) with the biggest majority that has occurred in my time as a 
member of Parliament.  Nothing has changed other than the political shenanigans that are going on between the 
National and Liberal Parties.  National Party members believe that pursuing this matter will help them win their 
seats at the next election.  However, people are not that stupid; they will see this for what it really is.  

Mr D.T. Redman:  We are representing their views.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Absolutely, I agree!  National Party members do that very strongly.  They hope that we 
will vote against this bill.  I am sure they will continue to represent their views right up to the next election.  I 
understand the politics involved.  The community must properly assess this issue.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  If people want daylight saving, they will vote yes in a referendum.  

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The Leader of the Opposition was one of those who suggested that we should support the 
compromise bill.  Nothing has changed.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What compromise? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The compromise bill that was passed in this house.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  We have had a trial.  If people do not like daylight saving, they will vote against it.  If they 
are in favour of daylight saving, they will vote for it.  

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Thousands of people loved the daylight saving trial.  The bottom line is that we set up a 
goal.  In my estimation, the matter should be decided by a referendum.  Parliament resolved that the matter 
should be decided by a referendum.  In the end, we must all live with that decision.  Parliament also resolved that 
there be a two-and-a-half-year trial.  I remind members that when the daylight saving bill was introduced, we 
were all aware that the first three months of daylight saving would happen only if the bill was passed through 
Parliament in time.  Luckily, as a result of cooperation between the parties and both houses, the bill was passed 
in time.  Had it not, the daylight saving trial would not have started in December last year; rather, it would have 
commenced this year.  The three months of daylight saving we have just had were a bonus.  Let us understand 
where we are coming from.  

Mr T.K. Waldron:  Bonus!   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  It was a bonus period, absolutely.  We must allow the trial to continue.   

During my additional research, I looked at some of the places that are talking about extending daylight saving.  
Christchurch is considering extending daylight saving by two hours.  England and some states in America are 
also talking about extending daylight saving by two hours.   

Mr B.J. Grylls:  Maybe you should go there!   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Thanks.   

The bigger issue that we must resolve - this was alluded to by the member for Kalgoorlie - is the issue of fitting 
in with the eastern states.  I point out to the member for Kalgoorlie that the reason that our forefathers never had 
daylight saving after the end of February is that until 1993, daylight saving in every state, except Tasmania, 
finished in February.  That is why it did not extend to the month of March.  

Mr D.T. Redman:  With respect, what is your position on the COAG agreement?   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I will refer to that in a moment.  
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As was said during previous debates on this issue, the trial included the month of March to fit in with the eastern 
states.  We wanted to ensure that we were in sync with the rest of mainland Australia and that we had one time 
period.  Changing that would be a problem.   

The member for Stirling just asked me about the Council of Australian Governments agreement.  That has 
thrown a curve ball into the equation.  For those members who are not aware, the new COAG agreement states 
that daylight saving in the mainland states - except for South Australia; it may join, but has not yet decided - will 
commence at the beginning of October and finish on the first Sunday in April.  The last two or three weeks of 
that proposition may pose a problem for WA.  However, as I have said to those who have asked me about this 
issue, the trial as it has been scheduled must be completed.  At the end of the trial, the community will decide 
whether or not it wants daylight saving.  If the referendum has a positive outcome - that is, if daylight saving is 
voted in - it will be important that the Premier and his government negotiate with the other states.  Although an 
October daylight saving start time will not pose any problems, extending it so far into April may pose problems.  
We must look to our colleagues in the other states to reach a compromise that will suit everyone.  It is important 
for business that we maintain a uniform daylight saving regime.  However, should daylight saving be voted for 
and should the eastern states decide not to change their daylight saving time, I would support extending daylight 
saving to ensure that daylight saving is uniform across Australia.  However, I hasten to add that before doing so, 
we would need to be involved in strong negotiations.  The last two to three weeks may be a problem; it would 
still be dark in the morning.  

Mr D.T. Redman:  You would need a big capital works program in Ballajura to get up.  

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  In the end, common sense - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  Let us all understand where this came from.  It came from the President of the Senate, 
Paul Calvert, who before I moved the bill in this Parliament, lobbied me and asked if I would include in the bill a 
suggestion that we include the Tasmanian dates rather than those for mainland Australia.  He thought he would 
be able to convince the rest of Australia to adopt the Tasmanian model.  I suggested to him that I would not do 
that because I wanted to be in sync with the eastern states and that, if the decision was in favour of daylight 
saving, it would be a matter of discussion between the states.  He understood that.  That is why the duration each 
summer is equal to the duration in the rest of mainland Australia.  If the decision was positive, we would have to 
argue - I would argue quite strongly - to reduce the period.  That would be a decision for the Council of 
Australian Governments.  The rest of Australia would be sensible to accommodate our request for a minor 
change at that end.  The October end is not a problem; I think it would be quite acceptable.   
It is important that we allow this trial to run in its present format.  I apologise to the Leader of the House; he is 
looking at me because he thinks I have spoken for too long.  However, this issue is something I feel passionate 
about.  I have copped more flak on this issue than on any other issue in which I have been involved in 25 years.  
I have heard threats to break my legs and smash in my head and have been called every name under the sun by 
the people who oppose it.  Interestingly enough, every time publicity surrounds the people who are negative, the 
people who support it come out and tell me how fantastic daylight saving is and that I should stick to my guns 
because they are relying on me to make sure that daylight saving gets a fair trial.  It is important that we not be 
swayed by people who are reacting on a whim, and it is important that we allow the full trial, at the end of which 
we will all abide by the result of the referendum.  

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [4.41 pm]:  I rise this afternoon to inform the house why I intend to vote 
against this measure and to offer a further suggestion to the member for Kalgoorlie concerning the compromises 
he is seeking to achieve.  Firstly, I am very proud to have had some role in bringing about this trial and 
prompting members to bring forward this private member’s bill, because it has given some 400 000 young 
Western Australians the opportunity to cast their vote on the issue of daylight saving.  As the member for 
Warren-Blackwood has pointed out, those 400 000 people have never had the opportunity to vote on this very 
important lifestyle issue.  
Secondly, I am very proud to have come before this Assembly to promote this issue because it was in direct 
response to my constituents in the electorate of Mindarie.  That is what precipitated it.  Members might recall 
that there was some publicity in the Sunday Times about my newsletter/referendum, which I was distributing to 
every household in my electorate, in advance of the bill being introduced, to gauge the level of community 
support.  I had been approached by many people in the Mindarie electorate - a new area - who had come there 
from interstate, overseas and other parts of Perth.  They were pressing me about why they had come to Perth but 
could not enjoy the sunshine after work.  That is why I circulated the referendum.  The result of the referendum, 
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which was put into every letterbox and to which I received thousands of responses - all of which were reply-
paid - was that 76 per cent of the respondents were in favour of daylight saving.  I must say that I did not, at that 
stage, refer to the length of the trial because that community referendum was prepared by me in advance of the 
bill being introduced into the chamber.  I am proud on that second count to have given 76 per cent - three-
quarters of the population - of the electorate of Mindarie the opportunity it wanted.   
Since the first summer of the daylight saving trial, I have received further feedback.  I wrote to everyone after 
that and thanked them for sending in the paper and for their interest, so they knew that I was engaged with and 
interested in them.  Some constituents responded again to me in reply to that letter.  I sent a letter to the yes 
voters and a letter to the no voters advising them that we had adopted the referendum model.  At the end of 
summer, the only people in the electorate of Mindarie who had changed their minds were people who then 
contacted my office saying, “You have recorded me as a no vote, but having experienced a summer of it, could 
you please record me now as a yes vote in favour of daylight saving.”  Not one of the 76 per cent majority of 
people who answered that referendum rang to change their view the other way.  I understand, however, that there 
are some very deeply held beliefs in the community.  I believe also that they are age-related to some greater or 
lesser degree.  For example, if we listen to Radio 6PR, although afternoon presenter Howard Sattler is strongly in 
favour of it, we would readily gather that most of the listeners - at least those who get through the switchboard - 
are against daylight saving.  Conversely, if we listen to youth radio stations such as 92.9 or 96.1, although they 
do not run talkback programs, in the morning they take callers, and almost to a person those callers wonder why 
we will be holding a referendum rather than getting on with the job.  There is an age split.  I can recall voting in 
the 1975 referendum after the first daylight saving trial.  I was very personally enthusiastic for it then.  As I have 
gotten older, I am perhaps a little less enthusiastic because my life has become settled in the time regime we 
have.  I therefore understand that attitudes change as the population gets older.  However, on the beaches I have 
met many people in the community of an older age group who are very enthusiastic.  
The problem seems to be in this place that faced with such an issue that generates so much debate within the 
community, members want to be all things to all people.  That is the point that Robert Taylor was making in his 
well-constructed article on the suggestions of the member for Kalgoorlie that, first of all, March be taken out 
because it is too dark, and then, when we got into February, I think he said that February was too hot and we 
should not have daylight saving on days that are too hot.  As Mr Taylor in his article so cryptically and cleverly 
responded, perhaps the member for Kalgoorlie should be consulting the weather bureau to predict in advance the 
hot weeks and then the cooler weeks, and we could have daylight saving during the cooler weeks and not the hot 
weeks!  It was a wonderfully humorous article.  The only suggestion he left out, and the only further suggestion I 
have for the member for Kalgoorlie, is that, so that he could truly be all things to all people, perhaps he might 
like to amend the motion this afternoon to suggest that daylight saving be attached to sprinkler watering days!  
That way, everyone could have one or two days a week of daylight saving!  That illustrates how ludicrous the 
member for Kalgoorlie’s argument is in trying to be all things to all people.  One thing that is frustrating the 
community about this issue is the indecisiveness of this chamber.  It made a decision, and people said, “Well, 
let’s get on with it.”  Some of them are not happy that it is a three-year trial, and some are happy that it is.  What 
they want from their Parliament and their leaders is certainty.  We have delivered to the community and to the 
business community of Western Australia certainty for the next three years.  What has been demonstrated this 
afternoon is the unfitness of the opposition to take the reins of government - its total unpreparedness, as shown 
by the backflips it is prepared to perform to pander to little sectors of the community based on whether we have 
daylight saving on a particular watering day, or whether it is too hot this February.  What if we have a hot week 
in the third week of January?  Will the member for Kalgoorlie then want to also exclude the third week of 
January?  That is traditionally a hot week.  His proposal is just ludicrous.  In this matter the community just 
wants to get on with it.  We have delivered a model, and the community knows it will have a vote, so for 
heaven’s sake let us have certainty, quickly defeat this bill this afternoon and get on to discuss things that the 
people of Western Australia want discussed, such as the infrastructure needed for our mining boom and such 
matters, rather than this bit of nonsense.  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [4.49 pm]:  It gives me great pleasure to stand and talk about the Daylight 
Saving Amendment Bill 2007 tonight.  I wonder about the curious circumstances that were involved in the 
daylight saving trial being concocted and developed.  It came from two exiles who were previously on the main 
street but who are both now doing time in the sin-bins of their respective parties.  How did they get together?  
Was it over a late-night omelette in the strangers’ bar?  I can imagine the two of them sharing an omelette, the 
sensitive New-Age guys that they are.  The member for Kalgoorlie may have said, “What do you think of this, 
member for Ballajura?”  “What, the tomatoes?” the member for Ballajura replied.  “No, the daylight saving bill, 
you reprobate from the northern suburbs”, responded the member for Kalgoorlie.  The member for Ballajura 
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would have looked over the top of his mortar and pestle and said, “Yes, this’ll fix them.  I’ll just stir in a drug for 
three years’ worth.”  What is the real purpose of this trial?   
Mr J.R. Quigley:  This is nonsense!  It is public knowledge how it happened.  This is just nonsense that is 
wasting the time of this chamber.  You know how it happened.  There was no stirring of drugs in a mortar.  What 
is all this hocus-pocus?   
Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  That was a most unruly interjection, when we are very keen to hear from the member for 
Greenough.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Indeed.  There is no point of order.  I ask the member for Greenough to continue. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  What is the real purpose of this trial?  Is it to save the political careers of the Cheech 
and Chong of this Parliament?  No way, man, no way!   
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Member, are you one sheep short of a tie?   
Mr G. WOODHAMS:  I will share my tie with the Leader of the House.  I am sure that there would be 
occasions when he would appreciate being able to wear one of these.  The soft-headed modernists are at it again.  
I was always under the impression that the member for Ballajura was soft.  I think he has proved that.  I have 
always thought that the member for Kalgoorlie was modern but not soft.  Perhaps opposites attract.  This 
proposal was the result of a curious marriage between these two members.  However, there seems to have been a 
very public divorce today; there seems to have been a parting of the ways from these spectacular members.  I 
prefer to think of them as soft-boiled eggs - cracked and running in all directions.  Out of the wilderness of the 
Brian Burke-athon that was occurring at the time came the ludicrous proposal to have a daylight saving trial.   
I will share with members a few letters that I have received.  I will not read them out in their entirety.  They 
really summarise the feelings of people who are being disadvantaged by this trial.  If the trial is allowed to be 
voted on in a referendum on 20 October, the people who have written these letters will at least have the 
satisfaction of partaking in a democratic process.  The first letter is from Chris Bothe and reads in part - 

As usual children are the forgotten ones in our society + daylight saving is nothing short of child abuse 
by the rich, idle + powerful.  Nothing has changed in thousands of years.   

Another letter from the Dongara-Denison Local Rag, which is a newspaper in my electorate, reads - 

Last Tuesday when the Nationals announced they would be lobbying government to hold a referendum 
in October 07, this insignificant senior person from the Labour Party appears on the TV news and states 
that they will run it for three years so that people get used to it.  That’s like telling a kid to start 
smoking; you may not like it now but in three years you will be hooked and we can tax the pants off ya.   

The final letter was from Danielle Bowman, who is aged 12.  She took it upon herself to organise a petition.  
Unfortunately, the petition cannot be presented to Parliament because it does not conform to the standards that 
we require.  This 12-year-old made the effort to attempt to reflect the feelings of her community.  She is one of 
more than 50 000 people who have shared their concerns about not just this trial but also daylight saving 
generally.  The Bureau of Meteorology is often accused of and abused about many things.  The Bureau of 
Meteorology declares on its website that it does not have any responsibility for managing daylight saving time.  
It has received a range of questions from many people on daylight saving.  It suggests that if people have an 
inquiry on daylight saving, they should contact the relevant state government authority.  I thought I would follow 
through on that point.  However, there is no relevant state government authority in Western Australia.  Shall we 
compare ourselves to New South Wales?  No, I will not go down that road.  However, the New South Wales 
Attorney General’s Department manages daylight saving in that state.  Daylight saving is well and truly 
embedded in the political process of that state.  I am sure that that is the concern and fear of people right across 
the spectrum in this state; that is, that daylight saving will become a purely political piece - a toy of this place, if 
members like - to be inflicted upon people.  It is embedded in the political process in New South Wales.  I 
suggest that it is social engineering gone mad.  I cannot wait for the lawsuits to start. 
I have two final points to make.  If we asked Western Power about power usage during the first trial period, I 
think we would find that power usage definitely went up, which could mainly be attributed to the use of air 
conditioners in those parts of Western Australia in which they work.  The second thing that we need to look at is 
the road toll in Western Australia, which is significantly higher this year.  I am certainly not going to promote 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 16 May 2007] 

 p2256a-2274a 
Mr Terry Waldron; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Matt Birney; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr John Quigley; Mr Grant 

Woodhams; Dr Kim Hames; Deputy Speaker; Mr John Kobelke; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr Peter Watson; 
Acting Speaker; Mr Terry Redman; Dr Graham Jacobs; Mr Gary Snook; Mr Murray Cowper; Ms Sue Walker; 

Mr Max Trenorden 

 [11] 

the argument that this has been caused by the daylight saving trial, but I have been approached by various 
members of my community and other communities and people who work for various departments who are most 
concerned about the impact of daylight saving.  Under daylight saving, some people have to drive to work in the 
morning in the dark when they previously did not, and they often work longer hours because it is still light later 
in the day.  It would be worth this place contemplating an investigation into the possible impact on the road toll 
of daylight saving.  I do not say that lightly.  That is something that the house should consider.   
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [4.57 pm]:  I rise to put the government’s position on 
this matter, which is to not support the Daylight Saving Amendment Bill 2007.  We will clearly be voting against 
it.  The whole issue of daylight saving impacts directly on people’s lives.  Therefore, many people have quite 
strong views on it, both for and against.  Of course, there are many people in the middle whom it does not really 
affect and who are not particularly perturbed by it.  For those who do have strong views, it is a very important 
issue.  I know from the contributions that members have made in this and other debates that they appreciate how 
strongly some people feel about matters relating to daylight saving, such as whether we should have it at all, and 
how it should be put in place.  The bill that we are dealing with proposes that daylight saving should not 
continue for a proper trial, after we have experienced less than one year of the actual trial.  That would not give 
people the chance to take advantage of daylight saving, because a large part of being able to take advantage of 
daylight saving is how one adapts one’s lifestyle to find the benefits from it.  Daylight saving was an immediate 
benefit to some people because of their lifestyle and the things they wanted to do.  Others found it to be to their 
disadvantage, because it impacted in a negative way on their lifestyle, the things they wanted to do and the time 
of day at which they wanted to do things.  If we are going to have a proper trial, it needs to go for longer than 
just part of one year.   
I will not go through the pros and cons of daylight saving because we have debated them at length.  I want to talk 
more about the procedures involved in putting it in place and why it would be quite inappropriate, after a trial 
that has lasted for less than one full summer, to decide that we will not continue the trial.  Parliament had a free 
vote on the Daylight Saving (No 2) Bill 2006.  Members were able to cross the floor and vote according to what 
they thought their constituents wanted or what they believed was in the best interests of the state.  In doing that, 
we put in place a trial for three years, with a referendum to follow.  Nearly 75 per cent of the members in this 
chamber voted for that proposition.  There was an overwhelming majority on a free vote who were in favour of 
the trial we now have in place, which this bill seeks to overthrow.  This bill is seeking to create instability in the 
state of Western Australia.  The view will go out that Parliament can flip-flop; it can have a strong view on 
something with nearly three-quarters of the members of the Assembly voting for it, and, then, after less than a 
one-year trial, they do not want it any more because people cannot take the heat and they have changed their 
minds.  There is an impact on business, which has to plan ahead.  Business wants reliability.  In terms of any 
monitoring, whether it is for power consumption or a whole range of other things, longer than just part of one 
summer is needed.  As I have said, if people are to take advantage of daylight saving, it is a matter of how they 
may wish to adapt if they choose to do so.  People cannot just in the course of part of one summer and in their 
personal life and pursuits decide whether they will change what time they get up in the morning or how they will 
arrange their day to take advantage of daylight saving.  The test of whether people want daylight saving needs to 
run for a considerable time.  Parliament has decided that the test will be for two and three-quarter summers, or, 
basically, three years. 
How did we get to the position of having a three-year trial of daylight saving?  Why is there now a move to undo 
it?  In his contribution, the member for Wagin said - I wrote down what I think he said - that it was something 
thrust upon the people on a political whim.  It was a comment of that nature.  There is a little element of truth in 
that comment, except that the whim was that of the Leader of the National Party, not the government.  The 
Leader of the National Party was one of the proponents of raising the issue.  The member for Mindarie had been 
an advocate of daylight saving for some time, as was the member for Ballajura.  I was the leader of government 
business when these debates came up, and I made it very clear to my colleagues that I did not think that it was an 
issue that should have priority.  I voted for it because I think my electorate wants it.  We had been to an election 
two years ago and it was not on the agenda.  My view, in terms of proper management of government, was that 
we should not be raising this issue and bringing it in.  What changed that was the Leader of the National Party 
and the Leader of the Liberal Party putting it on the agenda.  It is worth reading a few quotes on this matter.  The 
Leader of the National Party was quoted in the Sunday Times of 11 December 2005 - 

“If I was voting for myself, I’d vote for it,” Mr Grylls said.  “My age demographic is strong supporters 
of it because more leisure time after work is something all my peers would support.   
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“Because the issue has been lost in a referendum a few times before, people are frightened to go down 
that path.  But just because people voted against it before doesn’t mean we shouldn’t at least debate it 
again.” 

He was saying that we should revisit it and open up the issue.  My response to my colleagues at the same time 
was no.  Although it may be a valid issue, it was not part of our political agenda.  However, the Leader of the 
National Party was back in the Sunday Times the next weekend.  I quote from an article of 18 December - 

“I have had supporters (of the National Party) angry with my response.  But others are happy that the 
party might be modernising and moving with the times,” Mr Grylls told The Sunday Times.  “We need 
to be more than just a farmers’ party to have relevance in WA politics.   

“The demographics of country areas have changed in the last 10 years with people from the city moving 
to rural areas.  As the leader I have to look after the interests of nurses, teachers and retail workers who 
have moved to the country and are now part of these communities.” 

He goes on and on espousing that we should be considering daylight saving.  The Leader of the National Party 
was stirring it up and putting it on the political agenda and creating debate.  Of course, governments respond to 
debates.  The Leader of the Opposition had to respond to the same debate.  I move forward to 30 July 2006 and 
quote again from the Sunday Times - 

Paul Omodei has seen the light on daylight saving.   
Previously opposed to the concept, the Liberal leader says he now has an open mind on it.   
Mr Omodei said there was pressure from some sections of the Liberal Party to go to the next election 
with a promise to introduce daylight saving.   
He said he would judge the mood of Liberals towards the issue at the state conference before taking the 
idea to the party room for discussion.   
His comments were echoed by deputy leader Troy Buswell, who said he, too, had an open mind about 
daylight saving. 

The point of putting those quotes on the record is to show who promoted this bill, which led to the adoption of 
daylight saving.  It was not the government.  The member for Mindarie was certainly promoting it.  However, it 
moved forward because the Leader of the National Party and the Leader of the Liberal Party said that it should 
be on the political agenda.   
Mr D.T. Redman interjected. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Members opposite promoted it.  Here are the articles.  People opposite went out and 
promoted daylight saving.  Of course, the momentum built up and the government therefore said that it was on 
the political agenda and that we will not back away from it.  It was not the government that initially put it on the 
agenda.  It was individual members.  It was given real momentum by the National Party and the Liberal Party.  
On that basis people went through some discussion and it resulted in a private member’s bill.  Members were 
given a free vote.  On the basis of that, we introduced a three-year trial. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  I understand that you said earlier that there was a free vote, certainly among Labor and 
Liberal members.  That was the situation in this house.  Can you explain to me why in the upper house there was 
a free vote as far as the second reading went, but when it came to the amendments that brought the daylight 
saving referendum forward a year, your members were instructed not to vote for that? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I am not sure of the facts of that, but I am not denying it.  The point is that the 
government has to deal with these matters and get decisions made.  We cannot be indecisive.  I know that 
members opposite make an art of being indecisive, but that is not government.  Government has to move on and 
get decisions made.  Once members had a free vote on the principle, there was then the issue of getting it dealt 
with. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Just the principle? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  That is absolutely crucial: do people want daylight saving or not?  Otherwise, the debate 
could go round for months and months.  The member well knows that we have had a number of debates in this 
place on which members had a free vote; we had one in the past few weeks.  If members were able to make up 
their own minds on every clause, a matter would take a huge amount of time.  Therefore, the issue is to manage 
so that a decision can come out of it.  The basic issue of whether people wanted a daylight saving trial was a free 
vote in both houses.  As Parliament has put that trial in place, it would make Parliament, and therefore by 
inference the government, in this state look indecisive and ineffectual if we were to flip-flop backwards and 
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forwards.  Business and a range of constituent groups have accepted that there is a three-year trial, and they will 
all have their say.  Members on both sides will have individual votes at the referendum.  They will decide how 
the referendum goes forward and how they campaign and talk to their constituents about what the outcome may 
be.  It will be a genuine democratic referendum to let people decide whether they want to maintain daylight 
saving.  The key issue of debate today is: if we support the bill, what will be the consequences in the 
community?  Some people might like it, because they are against daylight saving, but the issue will be that 
members have not carried through on what was a properly made decision of Parliament, and they will overturn it 
just on the whim - or panic - of the Leader of the National Party.  He is not willing to stick to his guns when he 
was one of the key people who put it on the political agenda. 
Mr M.J. Cowper:  Are you concerned that if a referendum were held this year, the people of Western Australia 
would not sustain daylight saving? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  They may or may not.  We can debate that, because there are myriad views.  It would 
make this Parliament a laughing stock if, after getting a three-quarters majority in this place for a three-year trial, 
we went less than one full summer and people were panicked by certain constituencies.  This is about showing 
that the Parliament has some standing.  When we make a decision, we are willing to go through with it by having 
the trial and letting the people decide.   
Mr B.J. Grylls:  Why didn’t you employ that same strategy with Yarragadee?  You listened to public opinion 
and you have gone against the tide and against Yarragadee on public opinion.   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Where is the parallel with daylight saving? 
Mr B.J. Grylls:  The parallel is that you are saying you should not do that with daylight saving.  The people 
have had the trial.  
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Where is the parallel with the south west Yarragadee?   
Mr B.J. Grylls:  The parallel is that you are saying that we should not be changing our mind on daylight saving, 
but you clearly did on Yarragadee.   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  That is absolute nonsense.  The Leader of the National Party cannot get away with those 
nonsense statements.  He has been caught out putting the flag up to get himself a headline in the Sunday Times 
and then, when he sees the consequences, he runs scared from the issue.  As the Leader of the National Party he 
can take that on board and handle it how he likes, but he should not expect this house of the Western Australian 
Parliament to behave in that scurrilous way.  This house of this Parliament made a proper, democratic decision 
and we will not have it overturned so that people might question whether we have a house of Parliament and a 
government that are decisive, can be relied upon and are trustworthy.  The Leader of the National Party will have 
a real problem with his reputation in the electorate, because his action undermines any view that he can be 
trustworthy and reliable.  He says one thing and then he does a backflip.  He can handle that and work out how 
he wants to project himself.  Clearly, in this case, he is seen as a person without substance.  He has gone one 
way, and now he wants to go the other for some reason of pressure or political advantage.  This house is about 
giving the people of Western Australia an opportunity to experience daylight saving with a three-year trial.  The 
people can then make a democratic decision on a matter on which members on both sides will have different 
views.  They will either support or not support daylight saving.  We will not have this chamber made a mockery 
of because the Leader of the National Party wants to do a backflip every time he thinks there is a bit of pressure 
on or he can get some political advantage out of it.   
DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [5.12 pm]:  I will take only a few moments to make one point.  It refers to 
something that you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr G. Woodhams) mentioned in your speech a few moments ago when 
you said that we used a lot more electricity during daylight saving.  I will refer to the Energy Policy Act 2005 
that was passed in the United States’ Congress.  When this legislation was initially presented, one of the points in 
it was to increase daylight saving by two months because the data showed that with daylight saving, electricity 
could be saved right across the US.  For almost every household it was a tiny saving, but added up across the 
country the saving was 100 000 barrels of oil a day.  That is a really important point for members to know and 
consider.  In the end there was a compromise because of the electricity saving and daylight saving was increased 
by three weeks at the beginning and by one week at the end of the original daylight saving period. 
Dr S.C. Thomas:  Will you take an interjection? 
Dr E. CONSTABLE:  No, I will not.  I have not finished what I want to say.  If that is the case, and if that could 
be shown to be the case in Western Australia, it is the sort of thing that we need to know.  Over the next two 
years we can gauge these things and assess them.  Instead of being emotional about daylight saving, perhaps we 
can look at the facts.  How does it help business?  Does it save money?  Are more people employed?  I do not 
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know the answers.  Does it save energy?  If it does, in the current climate, in which we are concerned about 
climate change and the environment, we need to know these things.  I hope that government agencies will 
monitor the effects of daylight saving and will let us know the results.  If the situation that applies in the US 
applies to Western Australia, it is a very good reason for us to have daylight saving.  If we use more energy and 
electricity, that is a good reason not to have it.  We do not know that.  The daylight saving trial will come up 
with a lot of facts and statistics that will help the community make a sensible decision on daylight saving.  We 
should not be listening to all this emotional nonsense that we hear over and over again.  Let us throw that 
challenge up to the government and see whether the relevant agencies can come up with some good, hard data, 
which is what the agencies in the US did when Congress debated daylight saving.  People will then be able to 
decide whether they support or do not support daylight saving.   
I do not have a particular view on daylight saving.  My electorate is pretty balanced on this issue and that is the 
reason I voted for it in the first place.  On past referenda in the Floreat area - I know there have been changes to 
boundaries over that time - there were more people who supported daylight saving than people who did not.  I do 
not know whether that is still the case, but I think it is fairly close.  I will not support this bill.  I urge the 
government to look at the data from other countries to see whether we can come up with the same sort of 
information on which we can make a proper, sensible, intelligent and considered decision.   
MR P.B. WATSON (Albany - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.16 pm]:  I congratulate the member for 
Churchlands on her contribution.  She made the first constructive comment that I have heard in this debate so far.  
This is a very passionate debate, but the member raised an issue I had not given any thought to.  I will take her 
comments back to my electorate.  I do not like daylight saving.  I get up at 5.30 every morning - summer and 
winter.  I enjoy walking along the beach in Albany in summer.   
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  Do you wet the bed?   
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I thought we were in this chamber to debate this issue.  I do not remember which 
electorate the member who interjected is from.  He does not make much of a contribution to this Parliament; 
therefore, I will not consider replying to that interjection.  My electors and I were not happy with the way in 
which the issue of daylight saving was first raised, and that is the main point that they raised.  Some people are 
vehemently against daylight saving.  They make their views known to me by way of email.  I phone them and 
talk to them about it and I find that all they want to do is get it off their chest.  They do not want to change what 
is occurring; they want to have their opinion heard.   
Mr G. Snook:  Will they vote for you?   
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I am talking about the people who do not like it.  Some people who are vehemently against 
it ring me to complain.  It is something people either love or hate - there is no middle ground.  I will refer later to 
a couple of letters from schoolchildren that will explain what people think about daylight saving.   
I was disappointed that daylight saving was thrust upon us so quickly.  Unlike the member for Mindarie, I did 
not have a chance to carry out a survey.  I advertised in the local paper, the Albany Advertiser, on Radio AM 
1611 and the ABC asking people to come into my office and speak to me on this issue.  As the member for 
Albany, I thought people would not want daylight saving.  That survey showed 60-40 in favour of it.  It was the 
only chance I had to gauge the views of my electorate before I voted on the daylight saving legislation in this 
Parliament.  I said to my wife that I thought the result of the survey would have been the other way around.  The 
Albany Advertiser conducted a survey.   
Mr D.T. Redman:  Do you think the view is changing now?    
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I will give an example.  I have two children who live in Western Australia and one who 
lives in London.  The one who lives in London said that he would not like it.  He went to London and loves it.  
My older daughter, Kristy, said that she loved it because she is a sports person, but she hates it.   
Ms S.E. Walker:  London has a completely different lifestyle.  
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I am talking about Australia now.  My younger daughter, who has a young child, said that 
she did not want daylight saving, and she loves it.   
Several members interjected.   
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I can go only on the number of people who contacted me.  I go to Emu Point Tennis Club 
and the farmers there tell me that they hate daylight saving.  I go to basketball and 80 per cent of the people there 
love it.  I think the ratio is approximately 50-50.  Each member had the opportunity to vote on the daylight 
saving legislation and each made a decision in this house.  The legislation went to the upper house and was 
passed under whatever circumstances.  If we say that we have completed only a few months of the three-year 
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trial, but we will change that decision, how will that make us, as legislators, look?  We cannot do that.  The 
Western Australian Parliament is probably considered to be one of the best Parliaments in Australia.  What will 
happen if we reverse the decision on other pieces of legislation that we have passed recently?  A minority 
group - but it makes a lot of noise - in Albany is against the foreshore development.  If we change the decision in 
Albany because of that small minority of people who say they do not like it, the whole of Albany will miss out.  
The silent majority are the ones who send me emails.  They do not want to write letters to the paper, but they 
send me emails, telephone me and stop me in the street.  They are the people I listen to because they are the ones 
with the courage to come and see me.  Other people might write letters to the paper and hide behind anonymity.  
I always respect the people who come and see me or stop me in the street and make the decisions.  In Albany at 
the moment we are dealing with a very contentious issue, but it is opposed by only a very small minority.  I 
appreciate their concerns, but they think that their issue is the most important.  It is the same with daylight 
saving.  Some people who support it think it is the most important issue in the world, and so do many people 
who oppose it.  As the member for Stirling said, if we had a survey now, it might be different.  When the next 
referendum comes around, I will send a letter to everyone in my electorate asking what their opinions are, and I 
will vote on the basis of that, because such a letter would have time to get to everyone.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  You might not even be here then.  
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I must have confidence in these things.  
Mr R.F. Johnson:  You might miss out on preselection; you might be done over by one of the factions. 
Mr P.B. WATSON:  When I see that the member for Hillarys has lasted this long in the Parliament, I think I am 
in with a chance.  
Mr D.T. Redman:  Did you vote for or against the bill when it was passed through the house? 
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I voted for it.  In Albany I noticed that more families were out and about after school and 
after work in the evenings.  There were families in Eyre Park, near the beach house of Monty House, the former 
member for Stirling; along the Esplanade; and along the boardwalk.  We do not generally see people there during 
normal summer hours, but during daylight saving hours there are people having picnics on the beach.  
Mr M.P. Murray:  Is that where the golden pavers are? 
Mr P.B. WATSON:  I did not realise the member for Collie-Wellington was awake! 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams):  Member for Collie-Wellington, you are not in your own seat. 
Mr M.P. Murray:  I am the acting Whip.  
The ACTING SPEAKER:  So long as you are the acting Whip, it is okay. 

Mr P.B. WATSON:  I do not change my lifestyle because someone else changes the time.  I still go to the beach 
in the early morning during summer, but I must admit that there are fewer people there.  It is dangerous for 
young girls to go there, but the guys are still there; there is no difference.  We do not see the young girls walking 
that early in the morning, but they are coming later, at seven o’clock rather than at five or six o’clock.  We must 
give sufficient time for people to adjust.  If, at the time of the referendum, people do not like it, perhaps we 
should say that, for the next 15 years, the decision will stand.  When was the last referendum - 15 or 20 years 
ago? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think it was 15 or 16 years ago.  

Mr P.B. WATSON:  That is generally the time of change.  I must thank Wendy Chaloner, who is the year 7 
teacher at Flinders Park Primary School in Albany.  The class did a survey on daylight saving.  I will read two 
letters written to me by the children in the class.  The first reads -  

Dear Mr Watson, 
See, I do have respect in Albany.  The letter continues -  

My class and I have been doing surveys on Daylight Savings to try to find out what people think of it.  
The answers I got where 50% yes they do like it and 50% no they don’t like it.  I would like to know 
what you think.  I think it will be a close vote at the next referendum. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That was written by your grandchild - “Dear Mr Watson”! 

Mr P.B. WATSON:  I had to listen to the speech of the member for Hillarys when I was in the chair, so he can 
now listen to mine.  The letter continues -  
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I didn’t notice too many patterns or trends except that kids preferred it more than adults.  If I had of 
surveyed more people I might have found more patterns and/or trends.   

That was part of the exercise they had to do.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You have a lovely granddaughter. 
Mr P.B. WATSON:  She is 23 months old, but she is nearly that clever.  The letter continues -  

In total I surveyed about 30 people aging from 11-54 people who worked and people who don’t. 
All of my family enjoys Daylight Savings because we like that extra hour of daylight so we can go too 
the beach, garden or whatever.  I hope that the community votes in favour of Daylight Savings because 
I would like to keep it. 
In my summary I found out that Daylight Savings affects Adults more than kids.  Thankyou 
Yours sincerely 
Adam Groszewski 

The other letter reads -  
Dear Mr Watson 
Over the last couple of weeks the year sevens from Flinders Park were collecting and presenting a 
survey on daylight saving. 
The results from my survey was that out of the 10 people I surveyed 10% said they like it, 30% said it 
does not bother them, 60% said they didn’t like it.  The trends and patterns I found was that most adults 
disliked it.  Both kids said it didn’t bother them. 
In my opinion I think that when the next referendum is out I think that not many people will vote in 
favour. 
Once I had finished my display, I thought of the things I could improve on like a bit more organised 
neater.  
Yours Sincerely 
Tom Maslen 

Tom Maslen is also from Flinders Park Primary School.  Young people in schools are talking about this issue.  It 
is not an issue only for the adults in our community.  One thing I have noticed is that many seniors like daylight 
saving.  The usual trend is that older people do not like daylight saving.  However, when I am out doorknocking 
in my electorate, many older people say either that it does not bother them or that they like it.  I do not know 
why, but when I am doorknocking and surveying people on uranium mining, the foreshore or seven-day trading, 
probably 80 per cent of the older people say they either like it or do not care.  Only about 20 per cent say that 
they really against it. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Maybe they say that they have not got much time left, so it does not matter to them.  
Mr P.B. WATSON:  Well, I could interview the member for Hillarys!  I cannot support this bill.  I can 
understand the position of the members of the National Party, because I know it is an issue in their areas.  I know 
that they have real problems and that people in their areas are really against it, but I can only vote on what the 
people of Albany think, and I cannot support this bill. 
MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [5.27 pm]:  I will begin by reflecting on what I felt were the attitudes of the 
people of Western Australia, particularly country people, when the first bill was introduced.  It was very clear 
that, in the areas represented by the National Party, people were against daylight saving.  As the member for 
Wagin indicated, the amount of contact we had in our offices, in the street and at shows, functions and sporting 
events was unprecedented and showed the concern that people have about daylight saving.  As far as the city was 
concerned, there is probably a feeling of uncertainty, and people probably wanted to give it a go, especially 
people in coastal suburbs.  I think some of the inland suburbs were less supportive and that was probably 
reflected by the members for Riverton and Midland voting against the bill.  I think even the Treasurer reflected 
that there might have been a strength of feeling in his electorate against the notion of daylight saving.  However, 
it was clearly a publicly sensitive issue. 
It was also quite hard to gauge, from a Western Australian perspective, the public opinion, with the sheer number 
of petitions that were being delivered from all quarters.  A lot of them were repetitious, as though someone had 
hit the multiplier button and was pumping them out.  It was very hard to use those petitions to gauge what the 
views were.  The politicians in this room had a choice in their decision.  They had a free vote, and that is the 
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concept on which I wish to focus some attention here.  The member for Vasse made a very good point last time 
this debate was held.  It was about the notion of whether we should vote in support of what we understand the 
position of the electorate to be, or whether we should take some leadership by taking a position we strongly 
believe in and arguing that it is the best thing for all Western Australians.  The member for Vasse put forward a 
very good point.  His decision, which I agree with, is that because we have had three referendums in the past, 
people feel a strong sense of ownership of the issue of daylight saving.  One of the strong views that came 
through was the anger in the community about the fact that politicians made it their decision, rather than it being 
a decision of the people.  The member for Vasse and I came to the conclusion that in voting on this issue, we 
should hold the view that we believe the electorate holds.  As I believed my electorate was against daylight 
saving, that was the position on which I took my vote forward.  That was certainly reflected in the National Party 
vote, and I believe it was reflected in the vote of a lot of the country members who are in the house today. 
I now focus on the issue of a free vote.  The government chose to offer its members a free vote when the original 
bill passed through the house.  The member for Mindarie and the Leader of the House have indicated that they 
made a decision, as this government is decisive, and, as a group, they made a call.  However, they do not appear 
to have any confidence in the decision-making capacity of government members, if they were given a free vote, 
to maintain the position that they say is the government’s position.  I find that a little inequitable.  I do not 
understand that.  I think there should have been a free vote for members on the government side.  That would 
have given those members an opportunity to say either, “I have made a decision; this government is decisive, 
and I am part of that team and that is the way I am going to go” or, “I think there has been a change in the 
position of my electorate.”  If they truly believe it is the people’s decision, they can reflect that view.  That is one 
of the shortfalls in the decision that has been made today on how the government stands on this amendment bill.  
It is my belief that there has been a significant shift in public opinion on daylight saving.  As I said before, it is a 
publicly sensitive issue.  It is an issue on which people have strong views one way or the other.  I do not believe 
that those views will change, and certainly that has been reflected to me by both people who support it and 
people who are against it.  The National Party has brought forward this amendment bill because its members 
have been lobbied extremely hard to take up the issue through the democratic process, and that is what we are 
doing in this place today.  We are reflecting these views in this place in the hope that we will reflect what we 
believe has been a change in public opinion on daylight saving.  People’s minds are made up.  This is a chance 
for members to reflect those changes in public opinion.  It may well be that they believe public opinion has not 
changed, but at least they can get their names in the book and show the position that they are taking for their 
electorates.  It is a position that Country Labor has an opportunity to stand up for. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Who? 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Who?  I am disappointed that Country Labor will fall into the fold, because I know that 
those members are getting hit hard in their electorates on the issue of daylight saving.  I do not concur with the 
view of the member for Albany about his electorate’s position.  I think its position has moved significantly 
against daylight saving.  People have had a good taste of it so far and are in a position to make a decision.  This 
is a chance for Country Labor to stand up.  It may well be its last chance to do so. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [5.32 pm]:  I have always been opposed to daylight saving, and I believe that my 
electorate has said that to me strongly.  We can see today that the Leader of the National Party has certainly done 
a backflip on his position.  The member for Merredin has been quite duplicitous.  My opposition to daylight 
saving has always been strong.  I will support this bill, and I have a few minutes in which to say why.  However, 
before I do so, I will outline some of the political opportunism of the National Party.  The member for Merredin 
in particular tried to look as though he was leading the issue.  He was going to be a statesman and lead the 
National Party out of the dark and into the light and show that the National Party has some relevance in its own 
right.  It was the same political opportunism that led the National Party to call my region of Esperance, which is 
in a purely agricultural region, a hinterland grazing area.  It did so for the sole reason of trying to hive me off 
into the Mining and Pastoral Region.  It is another move in political opportunism.  The National Party believes 
that it is politically opportune to be a leader on the issue of daylight saving and that it will bring the National 
Party out of the dark and into the daylight.  It will hive off a purely agricultural region because it has given up on 
the seat; it has given up on Esperance.  It is politically opportune for the National Party to say that it will get rid 
of Esperance, it will close the doors of the office in Esperance and it will hive off Jacobs and the electorate into 
the Mining and Pastoral Region.  That is political opportunism. 

Returning to the issue of daylight saving, I believe that it has been an unfortunate distraction.  There are little 
babies in my electorate with lead levels of 20 and 22 micrograms per decilitre.  People in my electorate who fall 
within my shadow portfolio responsibility cannot get disability services such as accommodation and intensive 
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family support for acutely disabled people.  People in the bush in my electorate are screaming for basic services 
such as power, water, schools and health.  What has happened?  The member for Mindarie has stood in this place 
and said that he is very proud that this bill has been brought forward.  He should not be proud of this major 
distraction in Western Australia because we have real issues to deal with.  I do not believe that I have been 
elected to Parliament to talk about an issue that provides mostly good media copy and good media fodder.  I am 
absolutely over this issue.  I am absolutely sick of it.  Many people in my electorate say to me, “Graham, what 
really irritates me is that I believe there has been a breach of democracy here.  The government has decided that 
this is going to be, and instead of giving us just one year, it gave us three.”  Those people feel cheated.  They feel 
that they have not had a say because they have been lumbered with daylight saving for three years.  I want this 
issue taken off the agenda.  It will be an election issue.  Let us vote for this bill and get this issue finished with!  
Let us have a referendum and get on with the real issues in Western Australia. 

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [5.37 pm]:  I shall speak for only a few minutes to leave adequate time for the 
member with responsibility for this bill to sum up.  There are “Captain Daylights” at work everywhere.  I fear 
that there are a few “Captain Moonlights” slipping around this place trying to create some diversions.  That is 
how the people in my electorate view the introduction of daylight saving.  That is what they think about this 
issue when other matters of state, as the Treasurer would agree, hold far more importance.  The Leader of the 
House was spot on.  He said that there are more important issues.  This bill is a waste of time.  It is a charade.  It 
is a diversion.  It is a claim by some people to get attention. 

Several members interjected. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  Members opposite have access to regular electricity supplies and to amenities such as 
swimming pools, oceans, parks, gardens, walkways and public barbecues.  They can spend their time enjoying 
those amenities.  Members should try doing that out the back of Dalwallinu, Merredin or Perenjori.  It is an 
abomination for those people, and members opposite should be ashamed of themselves for putting this on to 
people. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr G. Woodhams):  Order!  Members should take a few deep breaths and relax. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  Thank you for your protection, Mr Acting Speaker.  I found inspiration in your address, and I 
found that I was getting wound up and intimidating members on the other side.  I shall detest -  
Mr R.F. Johnson:  You detest them! 
Mr G. SNOOK:  I detest them, all right!  My electorate is not unlike your electorate, Mr Acting Speaker, and 
many other rural electorates.  Eighty to 90 per cent of the people in my electorate are opposed to daylight saving.  
That is a clear message that I am getting.  We do not need to hold a referendum.  When we went back to our 
electorates after this bill had been passed, the first thing we were approached about was daylight saving.  It does 
not matter which side of politics people are on; they are very much to the point that they are opposed to daylight 
saving.  It was interesting to hear what the school bus drivers were saying.  The proponents of daylight saving 
argue that daylight saving makes no difference to schoolchildren, because an hour is an hour whether it is spent 
on a school bus or at school.  However, the point is that instead of resting in the cool of the morning, children 
had to get up an hour earlier to go to school - and that was after they had gone to sleep an hour later at night.  
The school bus drivers told me that they often had to wake up the kids to get them off the bus.   
Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  The member has probably never experienced it.  
Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected.  
Mr G. SNOOK:  Where is the member’s dignity?  Young working mothers who live on a farm have said to me 
that during a stinking hot week in the middle of summer, they had to get their kids ready for school and their 
husband ready for work, and, as a result, their personal recreational hour in the cool of the morning, was taken 
away from them, because it was still dark.  The Leader of the House made a point that we cannot change this 
legislation; we need to stick with what we have now.  Change takes place all the time.  Governments change 
their minds for many different reasons.  The government’s budget reflects many changes of mind.  It reflects 
many different directions that have been taken to cut this, stop that, go this way, or, no, go that way.  I will give 
members a couple of examples from the budget of how the government has changed its mind.  The $45 million 
for Indian Ocean Drive has been cut out.  The $45 million for the Department of Agriculture and Food has been 
cut out.  The $23 million for a research institute has been cut out.  The new police complex has been cut out. The 
government has changed its mind.  The Parliament is the place in which change is made.  That is what this 
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motion is all about.  It is called democracy.  We have every right to make changes.  Commonsense should 
prevail.  Another two years will make no difference.  No matter where people live, another two years will 
achieve nothing.  If we need another two years, please explain to me why it should not be three, four or five 
years, so that we all get a good taste of daylight saving! 
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [5.42 pm]:  I will not take much time on the Daylight Saving Amendment Bill 
2007, for a number of reasons, but in particular because I do not want to add too much to the cacophony of 
debate on this issue.  However, I need to put on the record that the introduction of the daylight saving bills was 
nothing but an attempt to divert people’s attention from the problems that were confronting the government at 
the time.  I refer specifically to the failings of the then Minister for Education and Training, Hon Ljiljanna 
Ravlich.  That diversion was orchestrated by my good friend the member for Mindarie.  The member for 
Mindarie is taking great delight in this debate today, and in watching people crash their heads together on this 
issue, because that is the sort of thing that pleases him and encourages him.  The fact remains that the people of 
Murray, which is the fourth oldest municipality in Western Australia, have said to me in a number of 
referendums that they do not support daylight saving.  They never have supported daylight saving, and I doubt 
they ever will; end of story.  The people of Murray say no.  They said no during the last debate.  They said no in 
the three previous referendums.  That is what the representation that I bring to this place will be.   
MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [5.44 pm]:  I support the Daylight Saving Amendment Bill 2007.  When I 
supported the Daylight Saving Bill (No. 2), it was for this reason.  I was actually personally opposed to that bill.  
However, I believed that the young people in my electorate should be given the opportunity to see whether they 
want daylight saving.  Mostly, they do not want daylight saving.  I know that because early one Monday 
morning, when I was at Cottesloe Beach in the member for Cottesloe’s electorate, a young woman asked me 
whether I was opposed to daylight saving.  When I said yes, she asked me whether I would sign her petition.  I 
said no, I could not do that, because I am a member of Parliament.  However, I told her that if she would give me 
a copy of her petition, I would take it back to my office.  I have done that, and people are coming in and signing 
it all the time.  I must bring that petition to the Parliament.  The point is that the young people in my electorate 
have had the opportunity to see whether they like daylight saving.  Basically, three individual members of 
Parliament got away with a bit of a stunt.  If they were truthful, they would admit that the reason that the trial 
will be for three years is that an election -  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  It is to do with the election cycle. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member for Ballajura has said it!  That is what it is about!  It is so that people will not 
get the referendum confused with the election.  I believe the people of this state are intelligent enough to make 
up their own minds.  They have experienced daylight saving, and they have made up their minds.  I am happy to 
put my trust in the people of this state to know how they are voting and why they are voting.  I take on board the 
comments of the member for Churchlands.  I am also very interested in the “State of the Environment report: 
Western Australia: draft 2006”.  That report states at page 30 -  

Australia’s greenhouse emissions constitute about 1.5% of global emissions.  However, Australians 
have the highest greenhouse gas emission per capita for industrialised nations and Australia’s total 
emissions exceed those of other countries such as France and Italy, which have approximately three 
times our population . . .  

It states also that in Western Australia -  

There are currently no formal, enforceable state, national or international targets to which Australia and 
WA are signatories.   

The issue that the member for Churchlands has raised is very appropriate, given that report.  I do not know that 
we need to alter the lifestyles that we are used to in Western Australia.  We are talking about Western Australia.  
We are not talking about the United States.  I think there are ways - and there should be ways - in which Western 
Australians can reduce their greenhouse gas emissions.  I have friends who are baby boomers, and older.  During 
the daylight saving trial, they were not able to go to the beach in the morning, because it was still dark.  I know 
mothers who had difficulty getting their babies and children to sleep at night.  Daylight saving affects people of 
all ages.  As I said during the second reading debate, the older members of my community are against daylight 
saving, but the younger ones want to try it.  They have tried it, and they do not like it.  Therefore, I will support 
the bill. 

Question to be Put 

On motion by Mr M.W. Trenorden, resolved - 
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That the question be now put.    

Second Reading Resumed 

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (19) 

Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr A.J. Simpson Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr T.R. Buswell Mr R.F. Johnson Mr G. Snook Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr J.E. McGrath Dr S.C. Thomas Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Mr M.W. Trenorden Mr T.R. Sprigg (Teller) 
Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Mr T.K. Waldron  

Noes (26) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr P. Papalia Mr M.P. Whitely 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr J.A. McGinty Mr J.R. Quigley Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mrs D.J. Guise Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Mrs J. Hughes Ms S.M. McHale Mr E.S. Ripper  
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr T.G. Stephens  

 
            

Pairs 

 Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.N. Hyde 
 Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs M.H. Roberts 

Independent Pair 

Dr E. Constable 

Question thus negatived. 

Bill defeated. 
 


