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February 
A New Look For A New Term 
My first Senator’s Report this year, so a prosperous and civilised New Year to 
you all. 

The Report is in a new style.  Ainslee decided I needed a new Report layout to 
celebrate being re-elected.  Being re-elected IS a big deal – not just because I’m 
immensely pleased, but also because it is the first time in our 25-year history that 
a Democrat in WA has been elected for a second term.  Something to celebrate 
but also a sobering thought, given a quarter century of hard Democrat effort. 

The other thing I want to say in this introduction is a very big thank you to all 
those who helped our campaign – whether it was with money, time, or support.   

The 2001 Federal Election  
The Democrats emerged from the Federal election with four of us re-elected, to 
add to the four already in until 2005.  The exception was the exceptional Vicki 
Bourne in NSW, our long standing Whip, whose skills will be sorely missed. 

Skilled preference deals ensured success for us in WA, SA, Qld and Victoria, 
but the large number of micros in NSW were not shored up by the Democrats, 
and Vicki’s return was denied despite the winning Green being otherwise very 
far behind.  Vicki is highly respected for her portfolio work and also has a  
deservedly high reputation across the whole Parliament.  We will be the 
weaker for her loss. 

There were no gains, although our Lead Senate Candidates in Tasmania, the 
ACT and the NT did well.  We had a number of lower house candidates in 
double figures.  So many tried so hard. 

Once election fever and the early deluge of post election analysis passes it is 
possible to use the space and distance to look for insights. 

In the election we were all again reminded that how the party is perceived, 
how the campaign is run and received, and particularly, how the Leader is  
perceived, matter far more to our result than individual candidate’s efforts – as 
good or hard working as they might be.  That is as true for us as it is obvious 
for the Liberal and Labor contest.  Federal elections have become truly  
presidential in character.  I also have the feeling that media coverage may af-
fect the minor parties even more than the major parties.  In 1996 the  
Democrats were the minor party media focus, in 1998 One Nation, in 2001 
Bob Brown.  So it goes. 



Statistics tell a story, and I attach some for you.  I’ve found that people with a political interest 
love numbers.  You will get your own story from this selection – but here are a few observations 
from me. 

The National Party, roughly our size based on public funding amounts received, remain viewed 
as far more successful than we are, as a result of lower house seats won, and political power  
exercised.  Until we can attract enough support to win lower house seats in some numbers (and 
hold them) we will continue to be regarded as minor league players. 

For as long as One Nation are put last, the Greens remain our greatest minor party competition 
for Senate seats.  How we deal with them tactically and strategically deserves careful evaluation.  
Personally I am not one of those that subscribe to the view that the Greens are destined to be a 
major force, with large parliamentary numbers.  Their anarchic organisational beliefs, their  
policies and their dark green fundamentalism have militated against that elsewhere.  One small 
solace – despite their surge and the terrific media coverage they got - was that their results were 
half ours – two Senators returned versus our four.  Another small solace – they lost ground to us 
in WA from the 2001 State to the 2001 Federal election. 

I had harboured a belief that the Australian Democrats could be a major force in parliamentary 
terms, in a manner similar to the UK Liberal Democrats and others elsewhere.  Much more 
thought needs to be given to why that has not occurred.  We have not advanced our numbers 
much over two decades. 

To state the obvious, to be successful we have to increase our share of the vote, and hold it.  As 
it is, our relative support has reduced over time.  Our market share of the federal non Liberal/
Labor vote in the House of Representatives has dropped from 65% in 1980 to its lowest ever 
level in 2001 – 28% nationally and a frighteningly low 23% in WA.  (1998 was 34% nationally).   
One conclusion to be drawn is that were it not for our skilled preference negotiation abilities our 
decreasing vote share would put us in danger of losing many more seats.  Contrasting and  
objective analysis of our best, worst and ‘in-between’ election performances is necessary and  
urgent. 

You can be sure that many Democrats, me included, will be thinking hard on how to really  
improve our electoral position.  If the upside is obvious, the downside is decline and defeat.  
Politics is dynamic and changing, and the Democrats are as vulnerable, (or as open to new  
opportunities), as any other party. 

That’s all for now – nice and brief!  Next Report I’ll be back into the policy and legislation  
observations. 

A new look etc… and a NEW website! 
If you would like more information, copies of policy sheets, issue sheets, media releases,  
minority reports, Senate speeches—virtually anything at all related to my parliamentary work 
you can now also visit my website www.andrewmurray.democrats.org.au. 
I encourage you to use the site and to refer others to it as it is a useful current resource. 

Your Views 
As always I welcome feedback and I invite you to provide me with short helpful comments on 
any issues relating to my parliamentary work. 

 


