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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2013 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 25 February. 

HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [4.07 pm]: Last night I was talking about a public meeting 
held in Inglewood last Saturday that was protesting the likely carve-up of Inglewood and Dianella from the City 
of Stirling. That meeting was very positive because people wanted to do more to protest the likely carve-up, but 
they were also very angry because the City of Stirling is known to be a very well-run and efficient local 
government, with the lowest residential rates in Western Australia. Naturally, its residents do not want to move 
to another council with the likelihood of increased rates. In particular, they want to be asked what they want. 
That meeting was very fiery, and some really interesting facts were raised. Most importantly, people were still 
very angry because they thought that they had voted for a government that had said there would not be any 
forced amalgamations and they feel like they are under the pump now, with the likely carving out of those two 
particular suburbs from the City of Stirling. They are particularly angry because the City of Stirling had been 
given a guarantee by the government prior to the election that its boundaries would not be touched because it 
was a model local government authority. It had been debt-free for 15 years and has substantial well-managed 
assets. As it stands with the current proposals, based on the boundaries proposed by the minister, the City of 
Stirling estimates that it will probably have the net impact of a $10.8 million shortfall in revenue per annum. 

In summary, I have a number of concerns about this bill. I am particularly concerned about the size, the structure 
and the make-up of the Local Government Advisory Board, as well as its relationship with the minister. I am 
concerned that the likely impact of this relationship will result in smoothing the way for forced amalgamations or 
carve-ups of councils by stealth because this government has mismanaged this process over the last five years. 

HON LYNN MacLAREN (South Metropolitan) [4.11 pm]: I would like to respond to the Local Government 
Amendment Bill 2013, which, along with my Greens colleague, Hon Robin Chapple, I strenuously oppose. I 
have received a great deal of correspondence over the past five years on the proposed local government 
amalgamations and on the suspected removal of the Dadour provisions, which empower local residents to vote in 
a poll on proposed council amalgamations. Therefore, it is not really very surprising that we are now debating a 
bill that is intended to achieve controversial forced local council amalgamations without changing the Dadour 
provisions. Instead, this bill sets up several frameworks that make it easier for the government to use its method 
of deceit. We do not support the dictatorial approach that the government has taken in its move to amalgamate 
our councils. We have always maintained that local grassroots communities should be the drivers of policy in 
council amalgamations. We would oppose any plan to remove the Dadour amendment in the Local Government 
Act as it stops the councils’ right to veto the changes to their boundaries by holding a referendum. Local 
government is the bedrock of our democracy. 

Hon Simon O’Brien: What are you talking about? 

Hon LYNN MacLAREN: I am talking about my second reading contribution. Local government is the bedrock 
of our local democracy, as I am sure Hon Simon O’Brien is aware, and it is the first contact for people in terms 
of representation. As such, it plays a huge role in our society. Some communities will undoubtedly benefit from 
amalgamation, but it must be up to them to drive the agenda. We will continue to remind the state government 
that we live in a democracy. This means communities must be involved in the changes concerning their local 
government. 

I will put on the record one of the hundreds of emails and letters that I have received on this matter. I do not 
know whether other members have received the same letter, but I have one beautiful two-page letter that wraps 
up the community’s response to this proposal. It begins — 

I watch with amazement the complete disdain that members of parliament are displaying toward their 
constituents in regard to Local Government reform. I am open mouthed in wonderment at the audacity 
and pecuniary disregard for residents and ratepayers of local governments. I wonder who you think is 
going to pay the price for this monumental political blunder. Residents and ratepayers remember how 
much they pay in rates every year. Local governments are very well aware of that fact. So when the 
ratepayers have to start paying the costs for this process they will remember who aided and abetted that 
situation. Hopefully, there will be those amongst you who will ably remind the public of that fact at 
election time. 

There are several facts that should be kept in mind.  

1. Each amalgamation process will cost millions of dollars to accomplish … Mr. Simpson has 
said so. The City of Armadale has estimated between $9.5 to $12million dollars in transition 
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costs. Mr. Buswell, on the other hand, is threatening the public with budget cuts to services 
because we can’t afford to keep spending as we have … apparently. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 628.] 

Sitting suspended from 4.15 to 4.30 pm 
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