Dear Ms Louise Gel,
Senator Murray has suggested that I make a submission to you.
I assume that submission can be in the form of the following letter addressed to Senator Murray.
If you require it in any other form, please advise.
The only other information that might add to the view I expressed in the letter, is the following.
 

In the 1970's the towns and communities in the North Province (Pilbara and Kimberley) had limited services. To assist the people I conducted Community Meetings to allow people and groups to seek advice and representation or to present ideas for an improved community or better government. The monthly itinerary was published in newspapers and placed on community notice boards. Shire Councils and Community leaders kept appointment books for me. Groups would hold meetings to elect representatives for the meeting or establish a group meeting to suit the visits. I flew approximately 250,000 kilometres per year plus the road and boat travel.
 

The system worked well for the first six years and I was re-elected. Unfortunately, when I returned to live in the electorate I had not allowed for the Air schedule/time/cost factors experienced from a Kimberley residential base. It became impossible to represent effectively. I agreed to nominate for the Kimberley seat and continue the representation but that outcome is described in the letter.
 

The North Province seat was a blue ribbon ALP seat that had never been held by the Liberals. After my resignation it reverted back to blue ribbon ALP and was then terminated in the restructure of Legislative Council seats.
 

Sincerely
Bill Withers
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30th September 2003 

Senator Andrew Murray                       Email: senator.murray@aph.gov.au
111 Colin Street

West Perth WA 6005.

Dear Senator Murray,

I had to resign from Parliament because it was impossible to live within the electorate, in my Kimberley home town, and effectively represent the electorate. The democratic theory of “One person, one vote of equal value” made democratic representation impossible.

The West Australian Liberal/NP government that applied the principal, singularly to the Kimberley electorate in 1981, could not understand the altruism of my decision to resign due to the inability to live in, and effectively represent the electorate. The Members of Parliament who supported the boundary change, to apply the fatally flawed democratic theory to the Kimberley Electorate, were also ignorant of its effect on remote area people. 

The Parliamentary Liberal party’s ignorance, shown in the adoption of a principle contrary to the Liberal party platform, was later corrected by an ALP government. It is strange that the ALP members also opposed their own party platform to make the correction. In 1981, the Liberal party “engineers” of the boundary change divided the State’s population by the number of electorates and then adjusted the boundaries of the Kimberley to encompass that resultant population. The democratic theory of “one vote, one value” then came into existence for the Kimberley electors but not for the rest of the State.

I understand that you are sincere in seeking a legislative change to apply the democratic theory of “One vote, one value”. Because of that sincerity, I must assume that you are unaware of the destruction of parliamentary representation if the democratic theory is adopted in remote areas. The parliamentary representation is destroyed for those citizens who need it more than most.

One can not argue against the democratic theory of “one vote of equal value” in a state or country with an equitable distribution of population. Any theory must have a specified environment in which the theory is to work. We, as educated human beings, can only work with units of measurement that have a specified environment. 

EXAMPLE. A metre, used in linear measurement, was once defined as one ten millionth part of the length of a quadrant of a meridian. When that length was determined, in theory, it had to be given a specified temperature environment to maintain relevance in

 practice. In 1983 the definition was changed to “The length of the path travelled by light in a vacuum during a time interval of 1/299,792,458 of a second”. This latest definition still requires a specified environment of a vacuum to maintain relevance in practice.

Countries like Australia or States like Western Australia, with the most urbanised population in the world, are not environments in which the democratic theory “one vote, one value” can work. To apply such democratic theories, in these unsuited environments with huge areas, is to work to the detriment of democracy and even against the Greek and Latin roots….”the people”, which your party espouses in its name.

Rather than to continue with the theoretical text I will describe the situation that proved beyond doubt, in 1981, that the application of “one vote, one value” to the Kimberley electorate was not only politically stupid but worse….it was an act against “the people”.

THE HISTORIC DEBACLE IN 1981.

Bill Withers was elected to the West Australian Legislative Council, in 1971, to represent the seat of North Province (Electorates of Kimberley and Pilbara), 980,000 square Kilometres in area. Because there were no electorate offices, no administrative assistants and only 3 typists to service 47 M.P’s, Withers had to move from his home town, Kununurra, to reside in Perth.

In 1976 the Ord River scheme was in the doldrums so Withers and his family returned to live in the electorate, in 1977, and to invest their funds in a political demonstration of building, agriculture and industry. Within three years Withers realised that it was impossible to live in the electorate and effectively represent the 36 communities therein. He advised his party accordingly. The Liberal Party then asked Withers if he could represent the smaller Kimberley Electorate and continue to live in Kununurra. After researching the situation Withers agreed that it could be done with the purchase of a 4WD vehicle fitted with sleeping equipment. He then agreed to seek endorsement for the Kimberley seat, at the appropriate time, so he purchased the appropriate 4WD Toyota Land Cruiser.

In 1981 the Liberal/NP government, contrary to platform, adopted the “one vote, one value” principal and applied it solely in the Kimberley electorate. This increased the size of the electorate to the point where a member could not live in the electorate and effectively represent it. The reasons were due to the Air schedule/time/cost factors. At the time all air schedules were calculated from a Perth base. Air-travel between Kimberley communities required, in many cases, a return South to Perth (3,000 kilometres) or Port Hedland (1,200 kilometres) to get a flight returning to the North and the Kimberley destination. Road travel on the gravel roads was too time-consuming during parliamentary sessions and the costs were beyond the available allowances. In his eleven years in the Legislative Council, Withers expended $36,000 (1970’s value) of personal funds over and above the parliamentary allowances and salary. This was checked by the Australian Taxation Office and found to be correct.

Withers realised he had to make one of three choices;

1. To forego the political demonstration, into which he had sunk the family funds, and return to live in Perth to give effective parliamentary representation.

2. Continue to live in Kununurra, do minimal parliamentary work and continue to draw salary and allowances. This could be rationalised by repaying the expenditure of private funds in past representation.

3. Make an altruistic decision and resign from parliament so as to allow a more effective member to represent. Withers would then continue with the political demonstration to benefit “the people”.

Withers made the altruistic decision to resign in 1981 but an appeal, initiated by the Australian Labour Party against the boundary change, caused Withers to withhold his resignation until the outcome of the court. The court brought down its decision to dismiss the appeal in 1982 so Withers resigned. The Member for Kimberley was unable to live within in the new boundaries of the electorate.

Senator, I hope that this letter is explicit enough to cause you to rethink the democratic needs of the people in remote areas. I implore you; please do not proceed with the Bill to introduce a democratic theory that dismisses the democratic needs of people.

Sincerely

Bill Withers

PS. Because of my 1981 resignation from the Parliamentary Branch of the Liberal Party, which had adopted a policy contrary to their platform, I was expelled from the Liberal Party. My subsequent altruistic resignation from Parliament caused enough ire to ensure that the Liberal/CP M.P’s, who were Superannuation Trustees, voted against my superannuation entitlements. A barrister looked at the case and said; “Legally and morally you have a right to the superannuation entitlements but given the people you are up against, I suggest you put it with the $36,000 of personal funds you expended on the electorate…chasing the entitlement may prove to be more costly”.

The Withers’ political demonstration resulted in an invitation for him to give a paper at the Sixth International Permaculture Conference in 1996. Also his Organic Survival Unit Mk. II, as a gift to “the people”, is now being sent into developing countries, through Lab’s Alive, under the auspices of UNESCO.

I have passed a copy of this letter to Senator Alan Eggleston because, as a resident of the Pilbara in 1981 and prior to his election to the Senate, he was aware of the 1981 debacle. I imagine that it would make him a practical and well informed opponent to your ill-advised Bill.

