“SCRUTINEERS FOR HONEST ELECTIONS “

11 October 2000

T he Secretary 

Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Matters

Parliament House 

CANBERRA                ACT                   2600

Dear Ms. Forbes

This is a supplemental submission to the JSCEM concerning its terms of reference 

“Inquiry into the Integrity of the Electoral Roll” and in particular the need for Legislative Reform.. My previous submission is dated 27 September 2000

In the first report of the Joint Standing Committee on Electoral Reform (1983) Chapter 1 is devoted to a brief history of Electoral Reform in Australia. The opening sentence says “ Australian have a long history of experimentation with aspects of their electoral system “ To me that equates with a “willingness to break new ground”  an attitude which I believe the present JSCEM must adopt if it is to successfully overcome the apathy of the voting public, and the Parliament, in regard to doing what is required of them in regard to ensuring that,  as far as is humanly possible,  the electoral roll is always up to date and ACCURATE. 

This problem has never been adequately addressed by the Parliament, nor by the Australian Electoral Commission since it was established. 

In their 1983 report the JSCEM recommended in para 2.38 the proposed Electoral Commission should play an active educational role in the community, particularly in schools, informing citizens as to their rights responsibilities and entitlement as electors”                

The Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 in Section 101 (4)  states “…..every person who is entitled to have his or her name placed on the Roll for any Subdivision whether by way of enrolment or transfer of  enrolment, and whose name is not on the Roll upon the expiration of 21 days from the date upon which the person became so entitled, or at any subsequent date while the person continues to be so entitled shall be guilty of an offence ……..” 

In the same 1983 report  Para 5.42 reads as follows 

“The Committee considers that the closing of the rolls almost  immediately an election is announced , as occurred in February 1983, is not in the best interests of Parliamentary democracy “

Parliamentary democracy also requires that the results of any Parliamentary election shall be a true reflection of the will of the people. Under the present system of processing the last minute enrolments that are in breach of the law no one can with any certainty say that the results of any election do in fact represent the  true will of the people.

In a submission to the JSCEM dated November  1993 and concerning “the practical
Implications of various measures relating to the integrity of the Electoral process the  Australian Electoral ;Commission states in para 10 “ Because enrolments in the period immediately before the rolls close are effected so late in the process, there is virtually no scope for anything other than the most elementary checking of the particulars contained in the relevant enrolment forms. While section 106 of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 enables a fraudulent enrolment to be deleted even after the close of rolls, this is virtually impossible in practice, because  the information  to demonstrate that the enrolment form contained a false statement is not available. Objection action prior to the election in relation to such enrolments is also impracticable because of the time frames for the objection process l

The same submission (Appendix 1)  indicates that for the General Election 24 March 1990 the enrolment activity between Announcement of Election (16 February) and Close of Rolls (26 February), a period of 10 days, there were a total of 594,612 Elector transactions. For the 1993 Election where the time interval between election announced and rolls closed was 8 days  the total Elector transactions appears to be 173,659. (The statistical presentation varies between the tables for 1990 and 1993)

When the outcome of the 1993 election was decided by about 1500 votes nationwide to this day no one can say with absolute certainty that that election, or any other unless there was a ‘landslide’.truly reflected the will of the electorate.  

One thing is sure is that the Australian Electoral Commission will again be regurgitating their rebuttals of any false election outcome because any multiple voting (in the same name) will be detected in the certified list scanning process. Unless there is  total roll cleanse no-one will ever know for certain that sufficient ineligible persons were, or are not, on the roll in a marginal electorate to effect the outcome. 

Solving the problems affecting the integrity of the roll .

Clearly there is a communication problem. Every person eligible for enrolment must be made aware that if they want a democracy to continue in Australia they must play their part in seeing that the electoral roll is always up to date AND accurate. Members of Parliament have the same obligation and instead of condoning the breaking of the law through persons not meeting their enrolment obligations as required under the Act they need to take a pro-active role. 

Executive Governments are always ready to fund an advertising campaign whether it be to sell the virtues of a new tax system, seek recruits for the Armed forces or promote the privatisation of Government instrumentalities. Why should not the Parliament insist that the funds be provided to finance an ongoing marketing campaign to promote civic responsibility. It would appear that this was in the mind  

of the original JSCEM when they wrote their first report in November 1983 – a gestation period of almost seventeen years is surely long enough. But please also insist that professional communicators and marketers are engaged.

Australia has some of the best marketers and communicators in the world. The Government should  seek their services, publicly,- no more consultants of doubtful pedigree but with right connections, 

Yours sincerely

Allan Viney  - 

Convenor

“Scrutineers for Honest Elections”

