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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [5.00 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Federal Electoral Roll - Adjournment Debate 

HON LOUISE PRATT (East Metropolitan) [5.01 pm]:  I rise this evening because an issue of great concern has 
come to my attention today.  I note that generally speaking it is regarded as odd when members raise federal 
issues in this place.  However, the quality of our electoral franchise is very much an issue in which all members 
are currently engaged. 

It has come to my attention that next week in the federal Parliament the federal Government will seek to amend 
the enrolment procedures in the electoral regulations, which will potentially disfranchise a vast number of young 
voters.  One amendment seeks to close the electoral roll on the day on which an election is called.  Generally, 
about 80 000 new 18-year-old and 19-year-old electors are enrolled in the first week of an election campaign.  I 
am upset at the fact that so many young people will be disfranchised from exercising their first vote.  The 
Government should be encouraging young people to vote rather than making it more difficult for them to do so. 

Another proposed amendment to the electoral enrolment regulations relates to different witnessing provisions.  
We must all support measures that improve the security and integrity of electoral rolls.  The Australian Electoral 
Commission must have the ability to better cross-check enrolments and to increase the fines for false and 
misleading enrolments and false witnessing.  However, the high level of witnessing required whereby only 
certain categories of people will be able to witness an electoral enrolment form will make it more difficult for 
young people to enrol.  Young people do not come into contact much with professional and other people who 
have the power to witness electoral enrolment forms.  The changes will also create an issue of the integrity of 
this State’s electoral roll with the management of the federal electoral roll.  At a time when members are very 
much engaged in debating the issue of one vote, one value, this House should be broadly examining the quality 
of our franchise.  That is the reason for my raising this issue this evening. 

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [5.03 pm]:  I shall take one moment to 
respond to the member.  I remind the member - she may not be old enough to remember this - that a judicial 
inquiry by Judge Kaye was held in Western Australia back in the late 1970s or early 1980s into the way in which 
people were enrolled in Western Australia.  The recommendation of that judicial review was that WA should 
have justices of the peace witness the enrolment of electors because there was wholesale activity in respect of the 
enrolment of voters that the judge found unacceptable, particularly in the north of the State.  The amendments to 
the regulations to come before the federal Parliament are perhaps a reflection of that activity occurring federally.  
I say to the member that although these issues cannot usually be dealt with in this Parliament, she can talk about 
it to WA’s senators and other people who disallow regulations. 

However, she does young people a disservice by suggesting that they are incapable of getting on the electoral 
roll and that the federal Government’s making it harder for people to be enrolled will disadvantage young 
people.  It is fascinating that the Australian Labor Party should raise the question of electoral rorting in this 
Parliament when, as we heard in the interjection of Hon John Fischer, the most recent and dreadful examples of 
electoral rorting happened in the Labor Party in Queensland.   

Early Childhood Directorate - Adjournment Debate 
HON B.M. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.05 pm]:  I do not wish to delay the House for long.  I want to raise 
two urgent matters.  I am disappointed that the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education is not 
present in the Chamber.  I am sure a number of alarm bells will be ringing in the education field today when it is 
made public that the early childhood directorate is to be dismantled under the restructure and review of 
education.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Under the Harken regime.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Yes, which relates mostly to high-school children.   

We have heard in this Chamber in the past few years and this week of the importance of early intervention and 
early childhood programs.  People across the State have welcomed the introduction of the additional two years - 
kindergarten and preprimary - of early schooling, which the coalition Government introduced into this State.  
Those programs cost an enormous amount of money.  Since 1995 the Government has spent an additional 
$145 million implementing the early childhood education program with an additional 400 full-time equivalent 
teachers, 362 FTE teacher aides and more than 400 new and refurbished facilities.  By the time the program is 
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fully implemented in 2003, the Government will have spent an estimated additional $253 million to establish a 
world-class system of education in the early years of schooling. 

I do not need to remind this Chamber of my commitment to the fact that early intervention, sound early 
childhood programs and appropriate practice is critical to children’s later outcomes and competencies.  We as the 
coalition Government ensured that every Western Australian child would have access to a kindergarten program 
for four-year-olds and a full day program for five-year-olds.   

The point of the issue I want to take up with the House tonight relates to a question I asked of the Minister for 
Education, which was answered by Hon Graham Giffard.  I asked the minister to inform the House whether the 
early childhood directorate would be dismantled under the restructure.  The answer was yes, just a plain yes, as if 
it was not terribly important.  The importance of it, Mr Giffard, is that next year Western Australia will enter a 
phase that is critical in the fulfilment of the programs put in place by our Government.  This Government has 
such disregard for early intervention programs that it has dismantled one of the critical components of the 
Western Australian Department of Education.  The personnel in that department are dismayed and shattered.  
They have built up an expertise, and the answer I have been given today disregards the fact that their expertise 
will be critical next year. 

Hon Graham Giffard may not be aware that the gradual introduction of the five-year-old preprimary program for 
23 000 young Western Australians next year will move to five full days.  Because of the industrial situation, 
teachers will have the children for only four days and an additional teacher will be introduced for the fifth day, 
for the duties other than teaching or DOTT day.  It is outrageous for this Government to give me an answer that 
manuals have been prepared and sent out already.  What good will a manual be for the management practices of 
personnel to ensure they handle little children appropriately in their first and second years of school?  What will 
they get out of a manual?  The manual will probably contain content of the curriculum but nothing on the 
practice of handling this new situation next year.   

As I mentioned in my question, we will move to a full cohort of four-year-olds next year, when 23 000 four-
year-olds will spend four half days a week at school.  This year they are spending two half days a week at 
school.  Catering for that half cohort this year has been a major management task.  I give credit where it is due - 
it has been handled very well.  I spend a lot of time in schools and the principals have told me that they do not 
know how they will manage the introduction of the extra four half days of schooling, let alone ensure that 
appropriate programs are delivered.  A manual is not the answer.   

I am totally dismayed, as I am sure many people will be, that a specialist directorate devoted to promoting good 
practice in the field of early childhood teaching is to be dismantled.  It has been the focus of and reference point 
for the development of this major change in the primary school education system in this State - the most 
significant change in the past 20 years.  The previous Government brought on two new streams by adding 46 000 
children and two years of primary schooling.   

This is an absolute disgrace!  I do not know how the Labor Government can say in a public arena that it will 
provide appropriate practice in appropriate buildings with appropriate teaching staff if that teaching staff and the 
parents do not have a specialised directorate on which they can call for help when it is needed, and it will be 
needed in many instances.   

The staff of the directorate work hard.  Specialist early childhood education areas were dismantled in America 
about 15 years ago, and 12 years later they had to be re-established.  We must have specialist advice, otherwise 
programs lose their importance and impact.  This is a very specialised area.  I will say more about this issue 
when I have an opportunity.   

My electorate telephone rang hot this morning with parents from Waikiki calling to say that they have learned 
that a permanent school will not be established at Waikiki Gardens.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Shame!   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The disgrace is not that the temporary buildings - 

Several members interjected.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  That is not the disgrace.  Having schools in houses can work well.  However, my 
constituents are disgusted that the Minister for Education, Mr Carpenter, categorically promised a new school at 
Waikiki Gardens this year.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Was it a core promise?   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  It was, and it will not be honoured.   

I asked for the date when the school would be built.  The response I received contained no date, but stated that it 
would be built when the demand existed.  The parents of that area feel very let down by the Labor Party, and 
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they have every reason to feel that way.  The Labor Party promised during the election campaign that this school 
would be built.  It is disgraceful that it has now turned the tables and said it will not be provided.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  I bet it hasn’t even said sorry.   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  It has not.  The answer provided - which I will circulate in my electorate tomorrow - states 
that the children will be taught in houses until the appropriate demand exists.  The demand has been proved.  It 
has been demonstrated that Warnbro, Waikiki and Port Kennedy have huge numbers of young children.  It is not 
called “nappy valley” for nothing.  Many young children live there and they need a school.  It is a disgrace that a 
party that made a concrete commitment to those parents has reneged on that promise so early in its term in 
office.  The Government has let down these parents and lied to them.   

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 5.14 pm 
__________ 

 


