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Division 36:  Western Australian Electoral Commission, $2 663 000 - 
Hon Simon O’Brien, Deputy Chairman. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths, Minister for Racing and Gaming. 

Dr K. Evans, Electoral Commissioner. 

Ms F. Colbeck, Deputy Electoral Commissioner. 

Mr P. McDonagh, Acting Manager Corporate Services. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: On behalf of the Legislative Council Estimates Committee, I welcome you to 
today’s hearing.  Government agencies and departments have an important role and duty to assist Parliament to 
scrutinise the budget papers on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  The Committee values that assistance. 

It will greatly assist Hansard if when referring to the Budget Statements volumes or the consolidated fund 
estimates, members give the page number, item, program, amount, and so on in preface to their questions. 

If supplementary information is to be provided, I ask for your cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the 
Committee’s clerk within five working days of receipt of the questions.  An example of the required Hansard 
style for the documents has been provided to your advisers. 

May I remind those members of the public in attendance that only accredited media representatives may take 
notes.  However, full Hansard transcripts will be available to the public within a week of the close of these 
hearings. 

The Committee reminds agency representatives to respond to questions in a succinct manner and to limit the 
extent of personal observations.  At this time, I ask each of the witnesses whether they have read, understood and 
completed the Information for Witnesses form.   

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Do all the witnesses fully understand the meaning and effect of the provisions of 
that document? 

WITNESSES:  Yes. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Yesterday I received the 2001 Western Australian state general election results and 
statistics, which are of benefit to all members.  Last year the Electoral Act was amended to streamline absentee 
voting on polling day, and absentee voters were checked using the online electoral roll.  Was this procedure 
successful at the February 2001 election and can this streamlining of absentee voting be taken any further? 

[10.50 am] 

Dr EVANS:  About 40 polling places in the metropolitan area were trialled for the computer-based easy absentee 
process, as we call it.  That trial was successful, because it avoided the need for people who wanted to cast an 
absentee vote to go to a polling place and make a written declaration that would then have to be checked at the 
headquarters after the election.  Under the trial process, people who wanted to cast an absentee vote made the 
same declaration as did people who wanted to cast an ordinary vote; namely, the polling officials asked them had 
they voted before at this election, what was their address, and did they still live at that address; and they then 
received the ballot paper for the appropriate Assembly district and upper House region, recorded their vote, and 
put it into an enveloped marked with the name of the district or region.  Those ballot papers were then 
transported, because they were in the metropolitan area, to our counting centre in Welshpool after 6.00 pm.  
About 20 000 absentee votes were cast in that way, and those votes were included in the progressive count on the 
night, whereas previously they would have been included in the count over the next several days.  We certainly 
could expand this further, although the spread of technology is a bit of an issue.  Although we restricted the trial 
to the metropolitan area and to the polling places in which we estimated about 300 absentee votes would be cast, 
there are some polling places in the country that we could probably trial next time, and perhaps some others in 
the metropolitan area.  However, if we spread it too far it will create a problem with servicing the electronic 
equipment on the day.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Now that the Commonwealth Government has tabled regulations that state that the 
identity of a person who applies for electoral enrolment must be verified by at least one document and all 
enrolments must be witnessed by a prescribed class of elector, does the minister propose complementary 
amendments to the Electoral Act of Western Australia so that enrolment procedures will be consistent?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  That is not a matter that I am familiar with; no doubt that is something that the minister 
who has direct responsibility for this portfolio will consider.  I understand that what the federal Government is 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 17 October 2001] 

 p669b-676a 
Deputy Chairman; Hon George Cash; Hon Nick Griffiths; Hon Adele Farina; Hon Bruce Donaldson; Hon Jon 

Ford; Hon Alan Cadby; Hon Ed Dermer; Hon Frank Hough; Hon Ken Travers; Hon Kate Doust 

 [2] 

seeking to do with regard to enrolment procedures is against the proper interests of democratic practice, and no 
doubt the reaction of the Attorney General to that matter will take that into account.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  In due course, we can pursue that matter, because I disagree entirely with the minister’s 
subjective statement.  Given that the amendments to the Electoral Act last year introduced a formal registration 
of political parties, will the Electoral Commissioner comment on how this procedure has worked in practice?  Is 
the Electoral Commissioner able to give details of any investigations into claims of multiple voting at the 2001 
election?  Is there any possibility of improper enrolments prior to the 2001 election?  Will the commissioner 
comment on any police action that may have been taken or any feedback that he received from the police? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I will refer the question to the Electoral Commissioner. 

Dr EVANS:  Will the member repeat the first part of the question? 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Last year, amendments to the Electoral Act introduced the formal registration of political 
parties.  How has this procedure worked in practice?  I want to know about investigations into claims of multiple 
voting and improper enrolments, and I want to know about any police action that may have resulted from that.  I 
rely in part on some of the comments made in the Electoral Commissioner’s documents.  

Dr EVANS:  The registration process came into effect late last October.  At that time, the five parties represented 
in Parliament were registered by a provision in the Bill.  Subsequently, about five groups applied for registration.  
Two of those groups were successfully registered before the state election.  They were Pauline Hanson’s One 
Nation party and the Christian Democratic Party.  The other groups that applied did not comply fully with the 
requirements.  Generally, they did not have 500 members of the party correctly enrolled on the electoral roll; 
therefore, I could not proceed with their applications.   

After the election, an application was pending from the Liberals for Forests, which I had initially rejected on the 
ground of the name of the party.  That party had also applied to be registered federally, and had been refused on 
the same ground.  It then appealed to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal, which indicated that the party should 
be registered federally.  I received legal advice that I had no grounds for not registering that party, and it was 
duly registered after the by-election in Nedlands.  The registration process has worked.  There might be a group 
now attempting to register; however, at present I am not dealing with any applications.   

After the election, we always check for people who appear to have voted more than once.  Oftentimes, they 
appear to have voted twice, but that is usually because of a clerical error.  Members can well imagine that there 
is often a deal of confusion in the polling places on the day of the election when many people attend at once.  
Sometimes in their haste the officials mark the wrong name off the roll.  They sometimes mark the name above 
or the name below the name they should have marked, and occasionally they forget to mark a name at all.  We 
always follow up those matters.  I am not sure of the exact figure, but a number of people appeared to have voted 
twice in the recent state election.  We have investigated all those cases, and the vast majority were clerical errors.  
However, several elderly people probably voted twice because they had forgotten that they had already voted.   

Four people appeared to have voted three or four times, and I referred those cases to the police.  The police 
investigated each case and interviewed the people concerned.  The police could not obtain any evidence on three 
of them, who had denied having voted more than once.  However, the fourth person did not vote more than once 
but went to several ballot places, had his name marked off and took ballot papers out of the polling place.  I am 
still pursuing that matter.  I have not decided whether it is in the public interest to prosecute the individual.  
There may be grounds to do so, but it may create more publicity about the matter than it is worth.  

[11.00 am] 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  On page 593, one of the major policy decisions made since the state election relates to 
local government postal elections.  How many local government authorities have opted for postal elections, as 
opposed to the standard election format?  Can the minister comment on the success or otherwise of those postal 
elections? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I invite Dr Evans to comment. 

Dr EVANS:  In the May elections this year, we conducted elections by post for 45 local governments, I think.  
That was out of a total of 47.  Two local governments did not have elections.  One local government filled its 
positions unopposed, and the other did not get enough nominations to fill its positions.  We have subsequently 
conducted elections in Margaret River, and South Perth is still working under commissioners.  They are 
customers and use postal voting.  I think the total number of local governments is now 50, which has grown from 
34 two years ago, and from seven two years before that.  Postal voting appears to be successful in getting a much 
higher participation rate.  We have not finally analysed the figures from this year.  However, from the 1997 
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results, on average, postal voting had trebled the participation rate in the city, and, on average, had doubled the 
participation rate in country local governments.  Therefore, it is successful from that point of view. 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to the major initiatives for 2001-02 on page 596.  The second dot point refers to 
implementing an Internet enrolment checking facility that will enable members of the public to check their 
enrolment on line.  Can the minister provide details on the progress of this initiative? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The Internet enrolment checking facility will require anyone who makes an inquiry to 
know the full name, date of birth and address of the person about whom he or she is inquiring.  In a sense, the 
system enables a person to check that he or she is on the role for his or her current address. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  The first major initiative for 2001-02 on page 596 is to provide support for the state 
electoral boundary redistribution that must occur.  We hear a lot of statements.  However, if I remember 
correctly, the Act provides that, in the cycle in which a redistribution must take place, the redistribution should 
commence as soon as practicable 12 months after an election has taken place.  Is there any defining date, or does 
“as soon as practicable” mean maybe one month, two months or three months afterwards?  Is there a set time for 
the completion of the redistribution? 

Dr EVANS:  I think “as soon as practicable” means that everyone concerned must be given time to get started.  
If the present Act is not repealed or the new provisions are not in place, the date is 10 February next year, and we 
would aim to start the distribution virtually as soon as possible.  The practical arrangements are that the Chief 
Justice is the chairman of the commission, so he must be available for a period.  We need premises, for which I 
am presently searching in my building, so that we can undertake this process separate from the Western 
Australian Electoral Commission, because it is carried out by the electoral distribution commissioners.  Issues of 
that sort mean that the process cannot necessarily begin on 10 February, but it is anticipated that it will start 
within several months after that date.  The Electoral Distribution Act, and the proposed amendments to the 
Electoral Act, both provide for this to happen within a six-month period.  If the process were commenced at the 
beginning of May, it would be finished by the end of October.  

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  If, hypothetically, the Electoral Amendment Bill 2001 were carried, and the next 
redistribution were to be carried out on the basis of enrolment equality projected four years ahead, will the 
Western Australia Electoral Commission make available, for the purposes of preparing the initial submissions, 
all projected enrolments for each census collection district, as now occurs with redistributions conducted by the 
Australian Electoral Commission on a similar projection basis?  I ask this question because, when this 
information is made available after the initial proposals of the redistribution committee, it would preclude any 
meaningful comprehensive submissions from a political party or an interested elector.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  The answer is yes, but after the information is received from the Australian Bureau of 
Statistics.  

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  That is not really what I am asking.  For the redistribution to take place, that 
information must be available to the commissioners.  I am arguing that it would have to be made available if a 
redistribution is to made on that basis.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I think I have answered the question, but I will invite Dr Evans to elaborate.  

Dr EVANS:  There is no reason that the information would not be available.  It must first be obtained from the 
ABS, but once it has been obtained, it will be made available to anyone who is interested, and it may be placed 
on the commission’s web site, because that is what the commissioners will be using.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Simon O’Brien):  I do not have a significant list of members indicating that 
they are waiting to ask questions, so a little bit of extra time is available.  I am allowing some latitude for 
members asking questions to ask several, so long as it does not go on for too long, to establish some continuity.  
I am allocating questions partly by time, as well as the number of questions.  

Hon JON FORD:  I refer to the Western Australian Electoral Commission’s annual report for 1999-2000.  On 
page 21, under subprograms enrolment, the objective is given as ensuring that the state electoral roll is accurate, 
complete and secure, and that all products and information meet customer needs and expectations.  Can the 
minister or his advisers expand on the methodology the commission uses to achieve that objective, particularly 
referring to remote areas and people with literacy problems, and those who are transient?  

[11.10 am] 

Dr EVANS:  The basic information for the state roll comes from the Australian Electoral Commission.  When 
people enrol, their green card goes to AEC, which places the name on the federal electoral roll for Western 
Australia.  Each week the Western Australian Electoral Commission receives a computer dump of any changes 
that have taken place.  The information is then checked for correctness.  Sometimes there are errors in addresses, 
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especially if people are changing their addresses, in names, or in information already recorded, such as dates of 
birth.  When the WAEC is satisfied that the information is correct, the details are added to the state roll.  Local 
government information is also added, because the AEC does not keep that.  We keep the ward and local 
government area that is relevant for the electorate.  That is an ongoing process.  In the past couple of years we 
have carried out data matching with some state and federal agencies.  Again, the Australian Electoral 
Commission does that on our behalf; it does it the same way for all States.  The principal agencies from which 
we get data matching information are Australia Post and Centrelink.  We have an agreement with the 
Departments of Land Administration and Transport in this State, through which we get motor vehicle licensing 
data, and similar agencies in other States.  The roll is continually updated, rather than once every two years 
through the collection of information by doorknocking.  Continual data matching occurs through the AEC.  
There is evidence that the roll is probably more accurate now than it was a few years ago when we relied simply 
on the biannual doorknock.  Remote areas present a problem because there are not as many facilities for people 
to access.  The AEC has an office in Karratha and the basic enrolment card is available at every post office and 
post office agency.  Enrolment cards can be downloaded from the Western Australian and Australian Electoral 
Commission Internet sites and mailed in.  The current arrangements enable anyone who is eligible to be an 
elector to witness those cards, which makes it reasonably easy for people in remote areas to find a witness.  I 
understand political parties and the AEC carry out activities in remote areas to increase enrolment.  We also do 
that before an election.  The Western Australian Electoral Commission carried out some enrolment activity in the 
remote parts of the State in September-October last year, because we knew that a state election would probably 
be held at the beginning of this year.  That activity occurs in those areas.  The roll is reasonably accurate and 
complete. 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  My question relates to a question asked earlier by Hon George Cash, but deals with 
matters of practice rather than policy.  I hope that the response will be more constructive.  What are the practical 
consequences of establishing separate enrolment procedures at the state and commonwealth levels?  What will 
this do to joint roll arrangements with the Commonwealth?  My third question does not necessarily relate to that 
matter.  What has been the success of the section of the community electoral education program aimed 
specifically at getting 18-year-olds enrolled to vote? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I will ignore the introductory comment and invite Dr Evans to respond. 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  I will ignore your defensive approach to most answers. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Order!  I ask Dr Evans to respond to the substance of the questions. 

Dr EVANS:  It would be unfortunate if we did separate out from the single enrolment procedure that has been in 
place for a number of years.  I can remember when people had to enrol separately for state, commonwealth and 
local government elections.  That is not desirable.  It means that people do not enrol for all three.  The present 
system means that a person can fill out the one card and be enrolled for the three jurisdictions.  The practical 
application of setting up our own enrolment system would be costly to the State.  I would need more staff and a 
distribution and collection system to get enrolment cards from around the State.  That would probably not be 
impossible if an agency like Australia Post were used.  A cost would certainly be involved in collating that data, 
whereas under the current joint roll arrangement we pay the Commonwealth a sum each year for the service it 
renders, which is to input the data and give us the weekly data tape that I mentioned earlier.  It would be 
unfortunate if we had to separate from that process, which is simple and convenient for the public to use. 

As for the enrolment of 18-year-olds, young people up to even the age of 30 years are a difficult group to get 
onto the electoral roll, although we have some success with very young people.  We have been targeting kids in 
the school system who have just turned 17 years.  We did it last year and have done it again this year.  We have 
material in all the high schools in the State.  I believe that, with one exception, every school in Western Australia 
was participating last year.  We encourage the schools to get students who are already 17 years of age to enrol, 
which they can do, but of course they do not become active voters until they are 18 years old.   

Young people move around a lot for various reasons, such as beginning tertiary education or a new job.  It 
appears that until they settle down at around the age of 30 years, they are often not on the electoral roll.  They 
might be on for a period, leave to go somewhere else, and not get back on the roll at their new address.  Finally, 
we might find out about them through an election.  They get back on, and then go off again.  That is reflected in 
the voting patterns.  We think that approximately 80 per cent of 18 to 20-year-olds enrol, of whom only about 80 
per cent vote, so only about 60 or 65 per cent of that age group vote.  It is a difficult problem.   

Before the last election, I had a campaign running in nightclubs and hotels where young people gather.  
Advertisements were placed in toilets and places they visit in nightclubs.  We understood it worked pretty 
successfully because our posters were pinched and the agent had to keep replacing them.  Therefore, we knew 
that at least people were taking them; I do not know whether they were enrolling.  There was a slight increase in 
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enrolments in the 18 to 19-year-old group before the election.  About 2 000 17-year-olds were enrolled before 
the school program, and now the number is about 8 000.  If they stay on the roll, the campaign will have been 
effective; but it is a difficult group to keep on the roll. 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  One of the major achievements listed on page 597 is the implementation of drive-in 
voting facilities for voters with limited mobility.  Could I have a brief description of how that works? 

Dr EVANS:  We took this initiative bearing in mind the need to make voting more accessible for people with 
disabilities or limited mobility.  We put it in place before the last election.  We were able to find nine sites 
around the city.  The four universities have seven campuses between them in the metropolitan area.  We used the 
Thornlie campus and Midland College of TAFE.  That gave us a reasonable coverage of the metropolitan area.  I 
cannot remember exactly how many people used the facility, but I think between 3 000 and 4 000 people voted 
in drive-in polling booths.   

Drive-in booths are useful for people with physical or other disabilities, and also for people with temporary 
disabilities.  If somebody has a broken leg, he can drive into the facility, sit in the car, and have the ballot papers 
and then the ballot box brought to him.  I visited two of these booths on election day.  I saw a number of people 
using them.  Some of them were really old people who said to me that it was a great invention and that, because 
they could not walk or stand very easily, being able to drive in was a good way to go.  I certainly intend to 
expand the service into the larger country centres.  I imagine they would be set up in Kalgoorlie, Bunbury, 
Albany and Geraldton next time, and even in several more locations around the metropolitan area.  Not only the 
person with a disability, but also anyone driving the person could vote there.  Sometimes children take their 
parents.  It means they can all vote at the same time from their car.  It has been very successful and we intend to 
expand that. 

[11.20 am] 

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  Dr Evans, have you considered the confidentiality aspects of voting - that is, achieving 
the secret ballot - when more than one person is in the vehicle when an elector exercises this option of the drive-
in vote?   

Dr EVANS:  That issue needs to be looked at.  We did have wooden boards on which voters could mark their 
ballots.  I guess, if a car were absolutely packed, it would be difficult to have privacy; however, if only two or 
three people were in the car, it would be possible to vote in that way.  Nobody has complained about that, and I 
did not see any problem at the drive-in facilities that I observed.  

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  Have any steps been taken for the Western Australian Electoral Commission to share the 
commission’s understanding and experience of this with the Australian Electoral Commission, or, conversely, 
has the AEC approached the WAEC about the success of the program?   

Dr EVANS:  I am not sure what the Australian Electoral Commission is doing.  Mr Andy Becker, the federal 
Electoral Commissioner, was here on election day.  It is usual for electoral commissioners to visit other agencies 
at election time to see what they are doing.  A bus with all the electoral commissioners travelled to several 
polling places, one of which was a drive-in polling booth, and quite a deal of interest was shown in it.  I do not 
know whether the Commonwealth will pick up the idea.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Has the Government forecast any funding to support political parties similar to that 
which is provided in all other States and in the federal arena?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  That is not on the Government’s agenda.   

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  My second question is to Dr Evans.  At the last election there was a subject dispute in 
the Mining and Pastoral Region.  Hon John Fischer was elected on Hon Mark Nevill’s preferences.  Hon Mark 
Nevill had to hand on 4 033 votes, and Hon John Fischer needed 1 283 votes.  Hon John Fischer received 1 200 
of those votes, but the surplus of Hon Mark Nevill’s votes were not distributed as per his clear request that the 
Liberal Party be placed ahead of the Greens (WA).  Why did the commission not follow the instructions of Hon 
Mark Nevill and allocate his preferences correctly?   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Simon O’Brien):  Sometimes it is difficult, when conducting the estimates, to 
focus on the matters under consideration.  Typically, the Chair allows some latitude, given the general mood of 
the Committee.  However, questions are required to relate to the budget papers, which are the matters for 
consideration.  I raise that for the general information of all members as being important, particularly as we have 
the potential for controversy in this area.  I mention it now, because it may be preferable if the honourable 
member related his question in some way to the budget papers.  I am sure Hon Frank Hough was just about to do 
that.   
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Hon FRANK HOUGH:  The outcome shown on page 594 is - 

All electors are able to participate in impartial, effective and democratic elections or referenda 
conducted by the Commission.   

I understand the preferential voting system.  Why were Mark Nevill’s preferences not distributed in the way in 
which he requested?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I am advised that the matters raised by the honourable member are relevant to a petition 
lodged with the Court of Disputed Returns.  I seek the Deputy Chairman’s guidance as to whether it is 
appropriate to answer that question at this stage.  

Hon N.F. MOORE:  It is not before the court.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  If a matter is before the Court of Disputed Returns, it is before the court.  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Before I rule the question in or out of order, I will consider the matter that has 
been raised.  I will endeavour to rule on the matter before the expiration of this morning’s hearing so that the 
member has the opportunity to canvass it, if appropriate.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  It would be convenient if Hon Frank Hough’s question were taken on notice.  That 
would enable the minister to consult with the Deputy Chairman to determine whether the question is in order.  
We have only a few minutes remaining in this session.  I am not seeking to prevent an answer, but the question 
of whether the issue is before the Court of Disputed Returns may not be satisfactorily considered in the next few 
minutes.  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Hon George Cash’s proposal is appropriate.  The question should be taken on notice 
and answered in the event that the Deputy Chairman rules that it should be answered.  I am not trying to prevent 
an answer to the question, but I want to ensure that the question is appropriate.  If the question is appropriate, it 
should be answered, but if it is not appropriate under the standing orders of the Legislative Council, it should not 
be answered.   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I thank Hon George Cash, who is the Chairman of this Committee, for his 
contribution, and the minister representing the relevant minister for his response.  Commonsense indicates that 
the best way forward is to resolve the matter subsequent to the conclusion of this hearing and, if appropriate, 
allow the answer to be provided as supplementary information.  However, I am considering another point of 
order relating to the new standing orders for these proceedings.  The legal issue can be resolved, but I must also 
seek advice on or decide whether the phrasing of the question is in order.  It may be possible to remedy that by 
minor alteration in the way in which it is asked.  However, that matter also needs to be considered.  I thank the 
honourable members for their constructive and cooperative approach, as it removes me from the immediate 
horns of that dilemma.  We will deal with it in due course.  

[11.30 am] 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to the third dot point under major achievements on page 595, which refers to 
significant programs and services to assist electors with disabilities and special needs.  What programs and 
services were provided at the 2001 state election?  What was their effectiveness in meeting those special 
requirements?  Were those programs and services available in regional areas?  

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Apart from the usual services available to electors with hearing and sight impairments, 
returning officers had a check-list of matters concerning access to polling places for electors with limited 
mobility or a physical disability.  Each polling place had one desk with a desktop screen so that electors could 
choose to vote while seated if they desired. 

Dr EVANS:  This is an area that is difficult to fully cover given the size of the State and that we have more than 
800 polling places.  One indicator of success is the number of complaints we receive after an election.  We 
received only one complaint from the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission about a person who 
had difficulty getting access to a polling booth in Rockingham.  The measures we implemented were the best we 
could do.  Given the fact that we use other people’s facilities, such as schools and school halls, we do not have 
control over them.  Some government schools do not yet have access for disabled people.  The Education 
Department is attempting to bring them all up to standard, but at this stage they are not up to standard.  We 
attempt to use the most accessible polling places.  However, in some cases we must use whatever is available.  
As I said, the success was measured by the fact that we received very few complaints. 

Hon ADELE FARINA:  I refer to the major initiative for 2001-02 on page 599 to expand the customer base by 
conducting elections for organisations not previously catered for.  What organisations are being targeted and 
what strategies are in place for achieving this outcome? 
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Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  A recent amendment to the Electoral Act enables the Electoral Commission to conduct 
elections for various groups and agencies and to offer advice on elections to community groups. 

Dr EVANS:  The amendment to the Electoral Act last year enables me to conduct elections for almost any 
organisation.  We are therefore targeting organisations in the community that need our service.  We previously 
could not even give advice let alone assistance.  Many agencies such as the Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals WA seek our assistance when they are holding an election.  We are now able to provide 
assistance.  I received a call from the West Australian Football Commission last week seeking advice on electing 
the board of directors.  An Aboriginal health group has asked me to conduct an election for it in a few weeks’ 
time.  The group previously conducted the election without assistance.  Those are the types of groups we are 
targeting.  The aim is to provide assistance to any community organisation that wants our help. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Would it be possible, in the publication of future election results, to follow the example 
of the Australian Electoral Commission and indicate the ultimate destination of full votes of eliminated 
candidates of the two final candidates in the Legislative Assembly elections?  Again, these documents are 
helpful, but if they could be extended that step further they would be more helpful. 

Dr EVANS:  I believe that we do not go as far as the AEC does with that analysis.  I am not sure whether we 
would need to do something else at the polling place on an election night.  We probably have the capacity to do 
that and we will take that on board for the next election. 

Hon JON FORD:  My question is probably best answered by the commissioner but I shall address it to the 
minister through the Chair.  In my electorate of the Mining and Pastoral Region there is a dynamic work force, 
particularly during the operation of major resource projects.  In my offshore work experience there can be up to 
1 500 people situated on a couple of bits of steel in the middle of the ocean.  Are any programs in place to 
investigate strategies for increasing the participation in elections of people in those remote workplaces? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Hon Jon Ford may have addressed the question to me but he was perfectly correct when 
he said that it would be better answered by the commissioner.  I invite Dr Evans to respond.  

Dr EVANS:  That is a difficult issue and we do our best with it.  We contact all the mining companies prior to an 
election to advise them of its date.  Many mining companies have mobile work forces comprising many people 
from other States who therefore are not Western Australian electors.  Although they work in Western Australia, 
they fly back to Victoria or South Australia when they are on leave.  There is mobile polling in one or two 
minesites because of the 24-hour nature of their operations.  We are making every effort to capture everyone 
who should be voting.  However, again, apart from leading them to water, we cannot make them vote.  We 
remind people about the postal and early voting options if they anticipate being away from the minesite on the 
election day.  We therefore make every effort to remind people to vote; however, ultimately, it is up to an 
individual to vote. 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Since the last state election, has the model for the distribution of preferences in the 
regions been examined for accuracy and relevance to the Electoral Act? 

Dr EVANS:  The model has not been examined for accuracy, apart from being checked to see that it worked.  
The method of counting in the regions used in the last election is the same as was used for the previous four 
elections.  It was computerised in 1996 and a computerised version was used in the 2001 election.  There has 
been no change to it.  The procedure is set out in schedule 1 of the Act and I believe that is the procedure we 
follow and it is the procedure we followed in counting the votes in the regions in the past four state elections. 

Hon ALAN CADBY:  Is the commission confident that the computer program reflects the intent of the Act? 

Dr EVANS:  Yes, we are confident of that. 

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Although the commission may be confident, it is indeed up to a court of law to decide 
whether in fact the counting system is in accordance with the Act.  

[11.40 am] 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  That is a statement, not a question.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  That is correct.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It is an obvious statement.  The ultimate arbiter of anything is the court. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  A statement has been made and, because there is no further response from the 
minister, we will move on.  

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  I refer to page 597 and the major initiative for 2001-02, which is listed as seeking to 
refine and enhance the existing management system.  I would like further detail.   
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Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  It involves a new computer system.  If the member would like further detail, Dr Evans 
can provide it.  

Hon E.R.J. DERMER:  What can the new system achieve that the old system did not?   

Dr EVANS:  We purchased a system from Queensland that had to be adapted because that State does not have 
an upper House.  The new system allows the data to be input only once.  The names and details of candidates are 
then used throughout the system for printing ballot papers, producing results and so on.  That means we do not 
get changes in the spelling of names and so on throughout the process.  It also enables the commission to keep 
records of resources used at polling places.  The next time those places are used, we will have a complete record 
of the number of people who voted, the number of ballot papers used and so on.  We bought the system very 
cheaply from Queensland and we did modifications before the election earlier this year.  It needs further work 
before we use it again in 2004 or 2005.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  Is the Western Australian Electoral Commission subject to the Government’s priority 
dividend?   
Dr EVANS:  I must admit that I do not know.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I cannot find it in the budget.  I am making the assumption that it is not.  I want to ensure 
that it is not here.  Some departments have been subject to it and some have not.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  I refer the member to page 593.   

Hon GEORGE CASH:  I thank the minister for directing me to that page.  What do the $52 000 in brackets and 
the other amounts for the out years in brackets represent?   
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  Dr Evans will take that question on notice.   

Hon KATE DOUST:  I refer to page 599 and the major initiative for 2001-02.  Hon Adele Farina has already 
referred to the organisations the commission assists.  Will the commission provide that assistance on a fee-for-
service basis?  

Dr EVANS:  Most of it is provided on a fee-for-service basis.  Some of the elections we conduct for unions are 
covered by a special grant from the Government administered through the Industrial Relations Commission.   

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  In relation to the question asked by Hon Frank Hough earlier, I have had the 
opportunity to consult the sessional order that we have adopted for this session.  I have also consulted the report 
of the Chairman of Committees which he has made subject to paragraph 4 of that sessional order.  I have had 
regard for the past policy of the former Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations and for the 
evolving practices under the new regime of the House.  Accordingly, I will not rule out of order the question 
asked by Hon Frank Hough.  There is sufficient elasticity to enable it to be considered in order.  I confirm that it 
is now a matter for supplementary information.  Again, I thank Hon George Cash and the minister for their 
cooperation in easing us off that potential sticking point.   

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  Can you also inform us on the matter of sub judice? 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  No, I am not ruling on the matter of sub judice. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  That will still be determined at a future time.  I thought you were ruling that the question 
was in order, but only in the capacity that it was within the framework of this Committee.  The sub judice issue 
is still to be determined. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  The matter I was considering was whether it related sufficiently to the budget 
papers or to the annual report, and, indeed, how much need there was for questions in estimates hearings to 
comply strictly with that requirement.  Having considered the matters that I have just indicated, I believe we can 
do that.  However, the matter of sub judice will be dealt with away from this hearing.  It is now free to occur.   

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS:  So that the Electoral Commission can be certain about what will occur, am I correct in 
my understanding that a determination will be made on whether the question or the answer sought is sub judice 
or otherwise?  Following on from that, if the question is to be answered, notice will be provided.  Will the five 
days run from that time?  

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  No, that is not the understanding.  The solution was offered by the minister 
representing the responsible minister in response to a point of order raised by Hon George Cash, which was to 
allow that matter to be considered in the response provided in supplementary information.  Obviously, that 
would colour the amount of detail and the nature of that response.   
I thank Dr Evans, Ms Colbeck and Mr McDonagh for their attendance and assistance.   
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[11.50 am] 
 


