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[Wednesday, 7 August, 1968.]

Gogo Station, where the strong trend to-
ward Mr. Ridge in Derby, Kununurra, and
Wg’ndham was even more strongly reflec-
ted.

If we take Gogo first and lgnore all this
talk of bribery, rumours, lack of evidence,
etc., and look at the real facts—the figures
of the voting—we find that Mr. Ridge re-
celved 41 votes and Mr. Rhatigan nine.
These figures included the combined Gogo-
La Grange poll—29 votes at Gogo and 22
at La Grange., I think this would give
approximately 24 votes to Mr. Ridge at
one booth, and certainly an equal propor-
tion of the votes at the other polling booth.

The Leader of the Opposition makes a
fuss because the local officer in charge of
adult education conducted what we would
call a civic affairs class where he tried to
explain the purpose of voting and the
method of voting. To remove any question
of political bias, Mr. Jones referred to the
Imaginary candidates as “Apple” and
“Orange.” It can be presumed that Mr.
Jones, & schoolteacher, had some know-
ledge of the system of preparation for elec-
tions in Papua, New Guinea, and other
developing countries where these pre-
election classes for native voters are vital
for the smooth running of the poll.

In these elections, much use is made of
symbols and photographs. 8o I cannot
see why, as the Leader of the Opposition
suggests, the teaching work of Mr. Jones
should inhibit his appointment as a pre-
siding officer.

The pattern of voting at Gogo was
established in 1965 when the Liberal can-
didate received 34 votes and Mr. Rhatigan
three. In the Legislative Council poll, the
Liberal candidate received 32 and Mr, Wise
four. In the recent election Mr. Ridge re-
ceived 41 and Mr. Rhatigan 8. I have
had to break down that combined total as
a result of a question answered today.
The estimated figures are 24 at Gogo for
Myr. Ridge, and five for Mr. Rhatigan,
while at La Grange, the estimated figures
are 18 for Mr. Ridge, and four for Mr.
Rhatigan.

These figures establish a pattern of vot-
ing at the booths where natives represent
the majority of wvoters, when they are
placed alongside the 1968 figures for
Mowanjum—a38 for Mr. Ridge and four for
Mr. Rhatigan, The Leader of the Oppos-
ition's allegation that the voting pattern
al Mowanjum was completely unrelated to
voting elsewhere is not substantiated by
the figures of the other booths I mention-
ed earller.

If we examine the 1968 figures for the
two booths, and the 1965 figures for Gogo
Station, the question that Iimmediately
comes to mind is what happened at
Mowanjum in 1965. This is where the
allegations of the Leader of the Opposition
take us.
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Leaving that aspect, I want to turn to
one of the points made by the Leader of
the Oppasition. Sections 131, 132, and 133
of the Electoral Act cover adjournments of
the poll., There is no specific mention of
closing for lunch, but the presiding officer
(Mr. Archer) made this decision and ad-
Jjourned the poll for a short time. It seems
0 me that he was within his rights; and
I think it is fortunate he did adjourn and
take the ballot box and papers with him,
because it meant that at no time was the
ballot box out of his sight. One can well
imagine what might have been said by the
Opposition if the situation had been other-
wise.

It is the Rev. John Whatits who is under
fire from the Leader of the Opposition for
seating the native interpreter (Alan
Munegulu} within the noliing booth just
inside the door. Interprsters are used in
Papua and New Guinea, and ih many places
two or three interproters have to be used
to translate the dialect of a particular
areg into Pidgin and English, When the
voting takes place the native voter goes up
and whispers itn the ear of the returning
officer, who marks the ballot paper.

The Electoral Act in this State provides
in section 129—as the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has pointed out—that a person
selected by the voter can assist a voter, and
once the paper is marked according to the
instructions of the elector, the person
assisting shall quit the booth, This usually
happens unless there are two persons to
be assisted by the same person.

The assistant presiding offlecer at Mowan-
jum (the Rev. John Watts) permitted an
interpreter in the person of Alan Munguluy,
who had apparently acted in a similar
capacity before, to assist any native voter
requiring assistance to complete a ballot
paper.

Alan Mungulu is an invalid pensioner,
crippled by polio. He is reasonably well
educated, and he can speak and write Eng-
lish., Was it unreasonable for the Rev.
John Watts, in a sense of compassion in-
grained in him over the years, to seek to
avoid the necessity for Mungulu to techni-
cally comply with the words “shall quil
ths polling place” after each native had
received Mungulu’s assistance?

The evidence is that Alan Mungulu was
under the eves of both serutineers during
the poll. Surely this type of flexibility
could be regarded only as a technical
breach of the Act in the local circum-
stances! Under the Commonwealth Acé,
the presiding officer can permit a person
to stay in the polling hooth only as long
as the presiding officer wishes. Therefore,
while pur Act does not contain that pro-
vision, a ¢omparison of the two Acts cer-
tainly indicates some fiexibility.

An gcecurrence in this year's election in
New Guinea shows why there must be
some flexibility in the Act. A canoe carry-
ing ballot papers averturned and the sealed
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box fell into the water completely saturat-
ing {he marked ballot papers. The elec-
tions in New Guinea are open for some
weeks because of transport communication
problems and, therefore, this particular box
could not be apened until the final day of
the poll on the 16th March,.

The returning officer’s wife—an un-
authorised person no doubi—put the nozzle
of her hair dryer into the ballot paper slot
and for two days blew hot air into the box
to dry the ballot papers.

Following the pattern of his remarks in
this debate, the Leader of the Opposition
would probably quote section 190 of the
Electoral Act which provides penalties for
“unlawful interference with a hbhallot box
and ballot paper” and the member for
Belmont would supply the House with one
of those interjections of his, “Highly ir-
regular.”

Incidents such as these illustrate why
there must be some flexibility to suit a
particular circumstance; and they show
why the seating of Alan Mungulu just in-
side the door of the Mowanjum polling
booth was simply common sense.

The Leader of the Opposition made the
point that native voters were given ballot
Ppapers without having been guestioned as
required by law. If he can assure me that
every voter in his own electorate was asked
the same questions he refers to, then, and
not §ill then, will I accept his objection as
valid.

I hope the Leader of the Opposition,
although carefully abseclving the hew
member for Kimberley of any responsibil-
ity, realises that, by casting doubts on the
validity of votes at the election and on
the integrity of certain people in the
Kimberley electorate, he has made the
arrival of Mr. Ridge into this Parliament
a little more uncomifortable than it might
have been.

Alan Mungulu may never know that the
Leader of the Opposition, and the member
for Belmont by a very unkind interjection,
reflected on his integrity. Mungulu arid
others must remain defenceless against
this attack from the other side of the
House. I trust fhat time will erase the
matter from the minds of most people, but
we all know fhat once the word is spoken
in this Assembly it is recorded in Heansard
forever-—the best of our debates and the
worst, In the last category, I place these
unwarranted inferences about Alan Mun-
gulu, the Rev. John Watts, Mr. Jones, the
school teacher, and the native voters
themselves; and despite the Leader of the
Opposition’s earlier qualification, the
whole matter reflects on the new member
for Kimberley who is as innocent in this
matter as any other person mentioned by
the Leader of the Opposition.

It is because those people have no de-
fence that I have stood up in this Parlia-
ment and demolished—one by one—the
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specious arguments put forward by the
Leader of the Opposition; points that
could only be described as the flimsiest of
circumstantial evidence in any case, and
points so rightly dismissed as trivial by
the Chief Electoral Officer in his 1eply to
the Leader of the Opposition.

Having put Mowanjum and Gogo to
rest, could I conclude by expressing my
thanks, Mr. Speaker, to all the people -
who have made me welcome in this House.
The staff have been a great help despite
my tendency to occasionally lapse into
comparisons with the Federal parliament-
ary system,

During my election campaign, I told
the electors of Mirrabooka what I stood
for, and I still stand for the same things
now that I have been elected. I will do
my bhest to serve well the interesis of my
electors and the people of Western Aus-
tralia, and in doing this I look forward
to an mterestmg career in this Parlia-
ment.

ME. HARMAN (Maylands) (5.31 p.m.]:
Mr. Speaker, I wish to formally congra-
tulate vou on your election to the office of
Speaker. I also wish to congratulate the
Chairman of Committees upon his election,
and I congratulate the other new members
of this House on their election. For me,
the position which I now hold is the attain-
ment of a career to which I have long
aspired, and {to have achieved this posi-
tion is a great thrill to me, and I am
sure that other members also enjoy this
feeling.

My opponent at the election was a
former member of this House—Mr. Bob
Marshall-—and I am certain he enjoyed
the confidence and respect of all members.
Shortly before the election campaign the
tragic death of My. Marshall’s wife inflicted
a great blow on him and his family, I
know we all accorded him the deepest
sympathy possible.

I wish to record my appreciation and
gratitude to the electors of Maylands for
reposing in me their trust and confidence
by electing me to act as their represen-
tative in this House. I hope that when
an account is taken of my stewardship I
will not be found wanting. I also wish to
record my appreciation to the many
workers who assisted me in my campaign,
They worked tirelessly and, in many cases,
for long hours. When I came to this
House I was very impressed with the
respect and the co-operation extended to
me by the staff, and that impression still
remains with me.

I take my seat here not only as the
member for Maylands, but also as the
representative of a great movement in
Australia—I refer to the Australian Labor
movement. As you know, Mr. Speaker,
this movement was born in the last decade
of the last century. Since that time the



