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ARTICLE BY THE PREMIER. DON DUNSTAll. FOR "THE NEWS" 

LESISLAgIVS CQUITOIL. 10.4.73 

There is only one question at issue with Legislative Council 
voting - the fundamental right of every adult South Australian 
to have an equal say in who shall represent him or her in 
Parliament* 

The rest is sham - smokescreens put out by people with particular 
interests to protect. 

Few people would dare argue that adult South Australians should 
not have an equal say in electing Members of the House of 
Assembly. 

The Governments policy on the Legislative Council is quite simple. 

We believe they should have the seme say. 

We have tried to put this into effect. 

It is a simple reform. 

But on each occasion it has been tossed out by the conservative 
gentlemen of the Legislative Council. 

Last month we put it to the people again in the Labor Party's 
election policy speech. 

This said! 
"t/e will alter the constitution of South Australia to achieva 
democracy in our Parliament. 

"Our firm policy for all elections is that there must be one man 
one voto, and one vote one value. 

"In this we will insist that in elections for the Legislative 
Council there shall be adult suffrage, compulsory enrolment and 
voting and simultaneous elections v/ith the House of Assembly for 
the half of the Legislative Council retiring each Assembly election". 

It is a clear statement. 

The votes endorsed it and shovj6d their feelings by increasing our 
membership of the Council by two and giving the A.L.P. of the 
overall Legislative Council vote. 

This was achieved despite the limited franchise and showB the 
depth of public feeling on the issue. 
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We have a mandate* 

We shall put a Bill before Parliament in June to give effect to it. 

If the Council again refuses this elementary, fundamental 
democratic reform, the people will decide. 

The plain fact is that the present voting system for the Upper 
House is undemocratic and favours the wealthier sections of the 
community. 

The limited franchise means that about one in five South Australians 
eligible to vote for the Assembly cannot vote for the Council. 

People who cannot vote for the Legislative Council include those 
living at home with their parents, people living in a group 
situation, such as in a nurses' home, and many flat dwellers. 

And they are denied a say in who shall represent them in one of 
the most powerful Upper Houses in the world. 

The South Australian Legislative Council can reject any Bill -
including vital money Bills sent from the House of Assembly. 

It can — and does •• change Bills, except those appropriating 
revenue for policies already approved, because the changes it puts 
up are backed by the threat of rejection. 

And these are not empty powers. 

Members of the conservative group which dominates the Council have 
not hesitated to thwart measures which affect powerful interests. 

For instance they threw out a consumer protection Bill that would 
have given the Federal Government power to control price fixing 
agreements within the State. 

They even tried to water down the law protecting South Australians 
against dishonest used car salesmen. 

The principle for which we have a mandate has long been recognised 
elsewhere in the world. 

Decades ago, Britain rejected Upper House dominance and severely 
restricted the capacity of the House of Lords to interfere with 
measures coming from the democratically elected Commons. 

The United States Supreme Court in a classic judgment accepted 
the principle of equal electoral distribution. 
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It cannot, in 1973, be argued that: 

• People should be denied a vote by reason of some special 
qualification. 

• That people should have a more powerful vote because they 
live in a particular area, for instance rural versus city 
interests. 

Conservatives such as the Council Opposition Leader, Mr. DeGaris, 
produce the most complicated - sometimes downright incomprehensible-
schemes as a compromise - designed to protect one group rather 
than the electorate as a whole. 

What Mr. DeGaris apparently wants is to have two electorates 
with quite different numbers of voters returning the same 
number of Members to the Legislative Council. 

That is not proportional representation. 

It is disproportionate representation. 

Its purpose is quite clear - the perpetuation of minority control. 

The former Premier, Mr. Hall, maintains that the term of Councillors 
should be extended, presumably on the grounds that yesterday's views 
should be applied to today's problems. 

Eyewash. 

The Government is not interested in arguments about voting that 
would be more appropriate coming from a medieval metaphysician. 

We are interested in social justice. 

It has been a tough fight but we intend to see that this is 
achieved next June. 
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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 10.4.73 

There is only one question at Issue withLegislative Council • 
voting - the fundamental right of every adult South Australian 
to have an equal say in who shall represent him or her in 
Parliament. ' 

The rest is sham - smokescreens put out by people with particular 
interests to'protect. ' " ' ' •• ••/>, ̂  . , . 

Few people would dare argue that Adult South Australians should 
not have an equal say in electing'Members of the House of V 
Assembly. ';r * "_/ 

The Governments policy on the Legislative Council is quite simple. 

We believe they should have the same say. • 

We have tried to put this into effect, '"/i ^ 

It is a simple reform. 
1 • • ' - f \ V - i -I;"?' 

But on each occasion it has been tossed out by the conservative 
gentlemen of the Legislative Council. -

Last month we put it to the people again in,.the Ljabor Partyts 
election policy speech. . •,.;••• 

This said.: • •• - • 
"We will alter the constitution of South Australia to achieve 
democracy in our Parliament. . ' V f " 

"Our firm policy for all elections is that there must be one man 
one vote, and one vote one value. ** : • * - : t. 

"In this we will insist that in elections for the Legislative 
Council there shall be adult suffrage, compulsory enrolment and 
voting and simultaneous elections with the House of Assembly for v 
the half of the Legislative Council retiring each Assembly election". 

It is a-clear statement."- • - • • ' r ' - A . . . • i.. ̂  • 

The vote® endorsed it and showed their feelings by increasing our 
membership of the Council by two and giving the A.L.P; 53# of the 
overall Legislative Council vote. •'••*• ••'•••... r'•> '<•••'.:• 

This was achieved despite the limited franchise and shows the 
depth of public feeling on the issue.'-'J ;; • ̂  ••:. 
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We have a mandate. .. -//.•"*; .. - V 
V/e shall put a Bill before Parliament in June to give effect to it. 

If the Council again refuses this elementary,^ fundamental;^ 
democratic reform, the people will decide..-i.^'; ; ; 

The plain fact iB that the present voting system f o r "the Upper 
House is undemocratic and favours the wealthier sectioris of the 
community. ; v ^ ' ~ " • ^;^ .* , \ : f . ' 
The limited franchise means that about on© in five South Australians 
eligible to vote for the Assembly cannot vote for the Council. 

People who cannot vote: for the Legislative Council include those . ;L 
living at home with their parents, people living in a group ' ; 
situation, such as in a nurses' home, and many flat dwellers. 

And they are denied a say in who shall represent them in one of 
the most powerful Upper Houses in the world. \ 

The South Australian Legislative Council can reject any Bill - • 
including vital money Bills sent from the' House of Assembly. ' 
It oan - and does - change Bille, except those appropriatiiig 
revenue for policies already approvedf because the changes-it puts 
up are backed by the threat of rejection; : '..;• *•;:• • t 

And these are not empty powers. , • . . ; C;.. 

Members of the conservative group which dominates the Council have 
not hesitated to thwart measures which affect powerful interests; 

For instance they threw out a c o n s u m e r protection Bill that would 
have given the Federal Government power to control price fixing 
agreements within the State. • ; ̂  
They even tried to water down the law protecting South Australians 
against dishonest used car salesmen. ' 
The principle for which we have a mandate has long been recognised 
elsewhere in the world. 

Decades ago, Britain rejected Upper House dominance and severely 
restricted the capacity of the House of Lords to interfere with 
measures coming from the democratically elected Commons. 
The United States Supreme Court in a classic judgment accepted 
the principle of equal electoral distribution. i ; -̂ V . 
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It cannot, in 1973, be argued that: . .. ..v • ' 

, • , People should be denied a vote by reason of some epeoial 
qualification. / .. . -vv.^/''.:., 

• That people should have a more powerful vote because they 
live in a particular area, for instance rural versus city 
interests. • ; . ' • : 

Conservatives such as the Council Opposition Leader, Mr. DeGaris, 
produce the most complicated - sometimes downright incomprehensible-
schemes as a compromise - designed to protect one group rather 
than the electorate as a whole. 

What Mr. DeGaris apparently wants is to have two electorates 
with quite different numbers of voters returning the same ; . 
nui'ber of Members to the Legislative Council. 

That is not proportional representation. 

It is disproportionate representation. v':./ 

Its purpose is quite clear - the perpetuation of minority control. 

The former Premier, Mr. Hall, maintains that the term of Councillors 
• • j* 

should be extended, presumably on the grounds that yesterday's views 
should be applied to today's problems. 
Syewash. ; • « ;. 

The Government is not interested in arguments about voting that / 
would be more appropriate coming from a medieval metaphysician. 

We are interested in social justice. 

It has been a tough fight but we intend to see that this is 
achieved next June. • •• 
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