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LOCAL GOVERNMENT - VOTING SYSTEM 
Statements 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [9.57 pm]:  One statement commends the Minister for Fisheries, 
and Minister for Local Government and Regional Development, and another statement condemns him.  I 
received an information sheet yesterday from the Western Australian Local Government Association.  

Hon Simon O’Brien:  Is this about excellent consultation? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No, it is entitled “Mythbusters!!”, and it reads -  

•  Exposing the Minister’s misinformation about WALGA’s advice on voting changes to Local 
Government elections.  

Today when I asked the minister a question, he replied that the advertisement by WALGA was part of the argy-
bargy of a political campaign and did not represent the view of local government.  I tell the minister that it does 
represent the view of local government; in fact, it is the view of 90 per cent of the 142 local governments in 
Western Australia.  The document continues - 

Myth No. 1: The change in Local Government Election dates from May to October may clash with the 
federal election. 

Response:  It may, and it may not.  So what?  It’s never worried the State Government before.  Local 
Government has faith in the capacity of the electorate to know the difference between their local 
council and the Federal Government. 

Local government is very grassroots, and people know about local government.  The document continues - 

Myth No. 2: The Government is attempting to achieve an alignment of voting systems, between 
Federal, State and Local Government elections. 

Response:  Proportional Preferential voting is only used for Upper House elections at State and Federal 
level.  It is the Lower House of Parliament, where the representatives of the local electorate are elected, 
that has the greatest similarity to Local Government. 

In all Lower House elections the Preferential voting system is used.  If consistency in the voting system 
was the true objective of these changes, the State Government would be introducing Preferential, not 
Proportional, voting. 

I will add that voting in state government elections is compulsory, whereas voting in local government elections 
is not compulsory.  The document continues -  

Myth No. 3: There has already been consultation, through the LGAB process.  

Response:  Are they joking?  The Local Government Advisory Board was tasked with investigating 
Structural and Electoral Reform.  In doing so the LGAB sought input from the sector.  In it’s report the 
LGAB made a number of recommendations (including that no change be made to the voting system), 
which the Minister released for comment to the sector.  The Government has not yet offered its formal 
response to the full range of recommendations of the LGAB.  This DOES NOT constitute consultation 
on a legislative proposal. 

Under the terms of the State-Local Government Consultation Protocol, 12 weeks consultation is 
required on proposals that effect Local Government.  There was no proposal for change to the voting 
system, so there cannot have been compliance with the terms of the consultation protocol. 

Myth No. 4 :  Personal submissions to the LGAB Inquiry from elected members and Local Government 
CEOs clearly supported Preferential or Proportional voting. 

Response:  Well, is it Preferential or Proportional voting?  There can’t be overwhelming support for 
both, can there?  The FACTS are that 90% of respondents to the WALGA electoral reform survey 
support the current voting system.  Both WALGA and LGMA support the current voting system.  The 
Minister’s own Advisory Board supports the current voting system.   

Myth No. 5 ; There is no evidence of Proportional Preferential voting resulting in overt party politics 
in Local Government... 

Response :  except, by the Minister’s own admission, maybe in NSW.  Well isn’t that enough of a 
warning?!!   
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I know how the factions work in New South Wales and in voting for local government.  It is appalling.  I do not 
want it in Western Australia, and neither do the CEOs or any of the local government councils.  The document 
continues - 

Any preferential voting system encourages alliances and factions to develop and this facilitates party 
politics.  Under the Preferential voting system in Victoria prior to the Kennett Government’s structural 
reforms of the 1990s it was common for political parties to formally endorse candidates in Local 
Government elections.   

I say to the minister again that none of us wants it.   

The document continues - 

Every Local Government Inquiry in recent history in Western Australia has warned against the 
manifestation of factions within Local Governments, because of their adverse impact on good 
governance.  Why is the Minister promoting a voting system that comprises the good governance of 
local communities?  

I will throw in a hand grenade of my own.  At the Wanneroo royal commission they said that preferential voting 
was not the way to go.  I continue - 

Myth No. 6 :  Electors will get a bigger say in who is elected. 

Response :  Well, no.  Political parties will get a bigger say.  They will field dummy candidates, do 
preference deals and out manoeuvre genuine community candidates through the influence and 
resourcing available through the Party machine.   

That needs to be read again - 

Well, no.  Political parties will get a bigger say.  They will field dummy candidates, do preference deals 
and out manoeuvre genuine community candidates through the influence and resourcing available 
through the Party machine.   

Even in the absence of party political influences, you still probably won’t get the candidate you most 
prefer.  Instead, preferencing will enable the least objectionable candidate - the beige candidate - to 
emerge.  How can that be good for improving the quality of Local Government?  

Myth No. 7 :  Proportional Preferential voting is part of the ALP’s Local Government Policy.   

Response :  At last we’re getting close to the truth.  It’s about Party Politics.  It’s about exerting ALP 
policy over Local Government.  It’s not about better Local Government.  It’s not about improved 
democracy.  It’s about Party doctrine.  The ALP Policy cites Proportional Preferential voting only as an 
option, equal with Preferential voting.  Why pick Proportional Preferential voting?  There has been no 
explanation or rationale provided to help local communities understand why this proposal is 
proceeding.   

Local Government is facing many important and complex challenges in relation to its systemic 
sustainability.  What it doesn’t need is a Minister who is out of touch with it’s needs, who doesn’t 
understand the complexities of its challenges and who places Party politics ahead of good governance 
for the sector. 

TAKE ACTION NOW 

•  Expose the Minister’s misinformation in your local media.   

•  Make the Minister account for the government’s decision in any Ministerial meetings you 
participate in.   

•  Write to the Minister and express your views . . .  

•  Pass the recommended motion of “No Confidence” in the Minister. 

•  Make your local MP aware of these arguments. 

•  Copy details of your actions to the Association for our records. 

I go straight back to those advertisements that are now showing on television.  I do not think I have ever seen 
local government so upset with a government and a minister.  If that does not tell the minister that local 
government will not put up with this lack of consultation and having things arrogantly foisted upon them, I do 
not know what will.  The minister really needs to take stock of that and listen to local government.  He will not 
do so because his party politics machine is telling him what to do.   



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 24 October 2006] 

 p7451c-7454a 
Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Jon Ford 

 [3] 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Local Government and Regional Development) 
[10.05 pm]:  I must respond to Hon Robyn McSweeney and talk about the consultation that has occurred on this 
issue of electoral reform.  It has been going on since November last year.  We have received more than 300 
submissions in response.  The Western Australian Local Government Association claimed a 95 per cent response 
rate to its survey.  I am advised that it received a 55 per cent response to its survey from local government, of 
which 90 per cent were against the proposal.  On Saturday night a mayor told me it was a disgrace.  I was told 
that that mayor’s council was having huge problems with its neighbours on planning issues and asked why 
WALGA was going down the path of pursuing a minor issue.  When I was in Moora I met with seven local shire 
presidents and their CEOs, and only one question was asked on this.  The week before I was in Albany, where 
three questions were asked on this issue.  One question opened up a fairly good debate.  It was about education 
and the opposition to that.  One of the shire presidents said that this was not the most important issue facing local 
government and that we needed to remind ourselves of this.   

I do not understand why WALGA is carrying on the way it is.  If anybody is out of touch, it has to be WALGA.  
I had a meeting with people from two wheatbelt shires today.  No mention was made of this issue.  Yesterday I 
had a meeting with two wheatbelt shire presidents and two metropolitan shire presidents.  I was invited to talk 
about sustainability issues.  There was no mention of electoral reform.  I met with the Port Hedland mayor, who 
said that he thought it was a nonsense.  I received about eight calls over the weekend from people giving support.  
Two shires rang me, saying that they would move a motion in support.  Eight local governments have moved 
motions on the issue, and one has followed the WALGA line.  The rest have not moved a motion of no 
confidence. 

What is the real reason that WALGA is going down this path?  I do not understand.  Millions of much more 
important issues are facing local government.  I think 1.7 per cent of the population turned up for a ward vote in 
the by-election in Roebourne.  That is a real issue of getting people to engage in local government.  Fancy 
implementing party policy!  That is what we get elected for.  There is no evidence of this nonsense about 
proportional preferential voting inciting New South Wales-style party politics.  If we look back over the history 
of party politics in New South Wales, we see that it is a cultural thing that goes back for ages.  It has no 
relevance at all to the electoral system.  They are quite tribal in New South Wales across the whole broad 
spectrum.  It has a different electoral cycle.  There is no evidence of it in South Australia or Victoria.  This issue 
that WALGA pushes that somehow electors will find it more difficult to mark a box with the numbers 1, 2 or 3 
rather than tick 2 is also a nonsense.  It is quite arguable that with first-past-the-post elections it is easier to rort 
the system with dummy candidates than it is with PPR.  Those are disingenuous comments.  At a meeting that I 
had with Western Australian Local Government Association representatives the other day, Bill Mitchell sat on 
my left.  There was no argument with vigour.  We had one disagreement, but the rest of our discussions were 
very constructive.  This is part of the argy-bargy of politics.  WALGA is running a campaign because it does not 
like the decision, not because there was no consultation.  When we announced three days after we released the 
report that we were not going to pursue amalgamations, there was cheering from rooftops.  WALGA said that 
the government did not consult.  It cannot have it both ways.  It does not like the government’s decision - that is 
the end of it.  I will not cop the argument that the government has not consulted, because it is rubbish.   

House adjourned at 10.10 pm 

__________ 

 
 
 


