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Division 31:  Western Australian Electoral Commission, $2 839 000 - 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Mr J.A. McGinty, Minister for Electoral Affairs. 

Mr W.M. Gately, Acting Electoral Commissioner. 

Mr G. Harrington, Manager, Business Services.   

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to page 506, major initiatives for 2005-06.  It is noted that there will be a new joint 
enrolment arrangement with the commonwealth.  What is the reason for doing that and how is it progressing?   
Mr W.M. Gately:  The joint enrolment arrangement exists with the commonwealth.  It is an arrangement 
between the Governor and Governor-General.  It allows a single enrolment form to be used in this state, but it 
will enable electors to come onto the federal and state rolls and also be involved in local government elections.  
The commonwealth has insisted on a new arrangement, which we have been negotiating with it for the past 18 
months.  The arrangement will be underpinned by a memorandum of understanding, which will give greater 
definition to our respective roles and obligations in maintaining the state and commonwealth rolls.  The 
arrangement is being refined by parliamentary counsel.  I believe it will go before the Governor towards the end 
of June. 
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I note the comment that the commonwealth has insisted on this.  What is the reason for this 
insistence?   

Mr W.M. Gately:  The commonwealth, like a lot of agencies, is insisting on its right to recover its costs.  This 
arrangement will put that in place as we will pay an increased rate per elector to have the commonwealth 
maintain the roll.  I add that only Victoria and Western Australia currently maintain their own roll.   
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  There has been some discussion federally that the Australian Electoral Commission has 
disfranchised many voters.  How can we ensure that that does not occur under this arrangement?   

[4.50 pm] 

Mr W.M. Gately:  The federal government is looking to introduce tighter proof of identity requirements for 
electoral enrolment.  My understanding is that although the state government will not introduce the same 
measures in the state, it will not stand in the way of the commonwealth.  We have met with the Australian 
Electoral Commission about this matter.  There is still a lot of work to be done on the technicalities of requiring 
proof of identity for electoral enrolment.   
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  The first dot point on page 503 under significant issues and trends refers to the one vote, 
one value legislation that has now passed through the Parliament and the impact that will have on the 
commission’s ongoing operations.  Before I ask my question, I thank the commission for its high level of 
cooperation with the Nationals throughout that debate.  Has provision been made for the extra resources that the 
commission will require to undertake the significant task of redrawing the electoral boundaries and address all 
the implications of the introduction of the legislation? 
Mr W.M. Gately:  The Electoral Commission will need to seek supplementary funding to undertake the 
redistribution for 2007.  That has not yet been done.  We anticipate that preliminary work will commence early 
in 2006 to put in place, for example, the geographic information systems and to look at manning etc to get ready 
for that in 2007.  I will need to seek supplementary information. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  If that is the case, the minister would be aware of that.  Can he give an undertaking that 
that will occur? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Sure. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Can the minister give us an estimate of the amount that would be required? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  In 2003 when the last redistribution occurred, the total cost was $1.13 million.  We would 
expect that the total cost of conducting the new redistribution will be in excess of that.  Given the extent of the 
changes, it will be a radical redistribution.  I am not sure whether that will be reflected in additional costs, but it 
has been indicated that although that redistribution will occur in the first half of 2007 and therefore is beyond the 
scope of this budget, some preliminary lead-up work will need to commence from the beginning of 2006, which 
is the period covered by this budget.  As soon as the proposal is formulated, I will support it going to the 
Treasurer.  Given the size of the task, it is something that everyone would want to run as smoothly as possible.  
The answer to the member’s question is, yes, I am happy to support that. 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I refer to the second dot point under major initiatives for 2005-06 on page 506.  With the 
commonwealth having management of the electoral roll, who will keep it accountable to ensure that it does not 
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use the excuse of “tyranny of distance” to disfranchise people from being on the roll?  There is evidence to 
suggest that between 10 and 30 per cent of indigenous people who are eligible to be on the roll are not actually 
on the roll.  When I have raised that issue in the past, the excuse has been the tyranny of distance, the mobility of 
Aboriginal people and seasonable variables.  Who will be watching to ensure that the roll reflects the population 
variable statistics? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will ask Commissioner Gately to respond, but by way of introduction I advise that I have 
on two occasions written to the federal government about this matter.  This poses a challenge, particularly for 
indigenous communities in remote parts of Western Australia.  I am aware of ongoing criticism about the federal 
approach of sending a letter and, if it is returned, using that as the basis for taking an elector off the electoral roll.  
That should not be the criterion used in the remote parts of Western Australia, because it will result in the 
disfranchisement of literally thousands of people.  That is the sort of issue that has been taken up with the federal 
government.  I am sure the acting commissioner will do his best to ensure that that does not become the basis for 
taking people off the roll.  That might be appropriate in the Perth suburban setting, but it is not appropriate in a 
remote community setting.  Mr Gately might be able to add to that. 

Mr W.M. Gately:  In relation to the joint roll arrangement, as I mentioned, we have established a memorandum 
of understanding with the office of the Australian Electoral Commission in Perth.  We meet twice a year in a 
consultative group.  Part of the key performance indicators in that MOU is to look very carefully at remote and 
rural enrolments.  Ultimately, it will be up to me, or whoever is the commissioner, to make sure that the AEC is 
held accountable for that enrolment, that our strategies to improve the enrolment are in place and that we have 
the right number of people on the roll. 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I just want to know whether I could have Halls Creek and Fitzroy Crossing back in my 
electorate when the redistribution is done, please. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Commissioner Gately is only one of three people who will make that decision. 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  There is nothing wrong with giving it a plug. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  If the minister could do that for the member, we would all be putting 
in our special requests! 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I refer to the section - I cannot find it at the moment - that deals with the interpretation of 
communities of interest.  What are the communities of interest?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am not sure of the context in which the question is posed. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  It is an open-ended question.  I will try to find the spot. 

The CHAIRMAN:  We will move to the member for Wagin, because we are pressed for time. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I refer to the same dot point on page 503 dealing with one vote, one value and changing 
the boundaries.  The commissioner referred to the change of boundaries for the last election when the Shire of 
Bridgetown was split, which affected my electorate.  I understand that could happen again and may even happen 
on more occasions at the next redrawing.  Will the commissioner look at some of the ramifications that arose in 
that situation when he is doing the boundaries for the next cut-up?  I have spoken to some of the people in that 
area about the confusion that occurred.  Will the commissioner take that into account when he splits part of a 
town? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I know that the member thinks that city electorates are all very small, but in my own 
electorate of Fremantle I have three split local government authorities.  Part of the City of Cockburn, part of the 
City of Melville and part only of the City of Fremantle constitutes the state electorate of Fremantle.  It is not 
necessarily desirable, but it is not uncommon that that should occur.  The commissioners will be required to 
operate, in a sense, under tighter arrangements, because the current deviation allowable under the legislation is 
15 per cent.  That will come down, and in future, a 10 per cent variation from the quota will be allowable.  That 
will make it tighter, so there will be greater emphasis on numbers, perhaps at the expense of communities of 
interest.   
The appropriation was recommended. 
[5.00 pm] 
 


