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LOCAL GOVERNMENT — AMALGAMATIONS 
Statement 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [9.45 pm]: I rise to make a short contribution tonight to discuss 
the issue of local government reform. I wish, in the limited time that I have, to make two observations, one in 
a congratulatory sense, and one to suggest that some caution be taken with matters that might proceed at a later 
date. I would like to finish on a positive note, so I will start with the less positive remark first. 

This afternoon I received an email from a constituent of mine, who expressed concern and raised matters for 
consideration with regard to two of the issues announced today. I will quote from this email, which I otherwise 
consider to be confidential, and I do not think there is a need for me to disclose the name of the constituent. But 
I think that the points that he makes are important. He says to me — 

… I have to share with my local representative my response to two aspects of the current proposed 
changes to the local government boundaries. These are both in respect to the names of two of the 
proposed new LG areas, specifically: 

City of South Park —this is an attempt to keep everyone happy by hybridising the two existing names, 
but in actual fact it is quite fatuous to pull one word in isolation from each of the two existing names 
and mash them together without any sense of history or etymology. “South Perth” is a description of 
geographical location, while “Victoria Park” makes reference to a monarch who is still widely respected 
and to the ‘garden suburb’ nature of the area which was quite innovative in its day. To take ‘south’ from 
one and ‘park’ from the other makes no kind of sense from any perspective … it is just playing with 
words for the sake of having a name which makes some kind of vague reference to the two former 
names. The government should bite the bullet as has been done in several other cases and retain the 
name of South Perth as an expanded geographical reference, with the name of Victoria Park continuing 
as it was before the split of the formerly much larger City of Perth, simply as a suburb name. Goodness 
me, that is comparatively recent, but it makes me wonder whether the people who come up with this 
stuff know anything at all about even the recent history of local government regions in the metropolitan 
area! By the way, the argument that some may raise, that ‘South Park’ is a rather controversial and 
unpleasant American animated TV program, while having some current value, is not the main objection 
to this proposed nonsense name. 

I hasten to add at this point that although I felt it extremely important to raise the issue of the City of South Park, 
which is, of course, relevant to my electorate—I might add that I concur entirely with the comments of my 
constituent about the choice of that name—I will now move on to talk about a matter that is not in my electorate 
but that I raise for the consideration of the members for that region, without expressing my personal view on it. 
That matter is the City of Riversea. My constituent says — 

City of Riversea — this one is even more laughable. It is obviously based on the geographical location 
of the new LGA between the river and the sea, but it has no context in history or tradition other than as 
the name of a retirement home and a street in Mosman Park. It would be difficult to come up with 
a name based on the names of any of the existing LGAs in this case, and so a much better approach 
would be that followed in naming the City of Stirling, to take the name of some major figure in the 
history of the area or of Perth in general and apply that afresh to this whole LGA. It need not be 
someone of great vintage either—I would propose the City of Curtin, as the name of the only Prime 
Minister to come from Western Australia and whose seat was actually based in the proposed LGA. 
Hopefully he lived long enough in the past that political affiliations may be ignored and treated on a 
bipartisan basis. Or would the well-heeled conservatives in the western suburbs find it too objectionable 
to have their LGA named after a Labor PM? It is noteable that even Tony Abbott today found good 
things to say about Gough Whitlam, who was both more recent and more controversial than Curtin. 

In the remaining time that I have, I want to move on to some more congratulatory remarks about specifically the 
decision surrounding the Burswood peninsula.  

This is a matter that I know the very hardworking and industrious member for South Perth, John McGrath, MLA, 
in particular has had a lot to do with. I was interested to read his remarks to the media today, which I think are 
worth quoting. He said — 

“Whilst I appreciate some of my constituents would prefer the City of South Perth to have remained in 
its current form I think we have achieved a satisfactory compromise that will provide a larger and more 
sustainable local government authority,” … 

“Keeping Crown Casino, the new Perth stadium and Belmont Park Racecourse within the boundary of 
the new entity will help create a more exciting and vibrant city in which to live. 
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“I must say my initial position was that the City of South Perth was quite sustainable in its current form. 
However, I understood that amalgamation in some form or another was inevitable and my responsibility 
was to seek to achieve the best possible outcome for our local community. 

“I have taken all the opportunities available to me to lend my support to the submission of the City of 
South Perth and the Town of Victoria Park, which was for them to amalgamate and include the 
Burswood Peninsula. As far as I was concerned, if the new entity did not include Burswood I could not 
support the amalgamation. 

… 

“I also agree with the decision to use the amalgamation provisions of the Local Government Act, which 
allow for the public to demand a poll on the proposal. I believe the availability of this democratic right 
will be appreciated within the community.” 

As I conclude, I also want to acknowledge the efforts of two of my other colleagues, in particular 
Hon Simon O’Brien and Hon Phil Edman. These honourable members joined with me and the member for Perth 
in submitting not one but actually two submissions to the Local Government Advisory Board on this matter. On 
7 March this year, the four of us co-authored a submission addressing a number of the proposals that were under 
consideration by the Local Government Advisory Board. In particular, our submission related to proposal 
13 from the City of South Perth and the Town of Victoria Park. We also addressed proposal 14 from the City of 
Perth; in addition proposal 01/2013 from the Minister for Local Government to do with the City of Perth and the 
City of Vincent; and, lastly, proposal 06/2013 from the Minister for Local Government on the City of 
South Perth and the Town of Victoria Park. 

However, at a later stage, on 21 May 2014, we made a further, albeit more concise, submission co-authored by 
the four of us, and that was because the Local Government Advisory Board had received an additional four 
proposals that were relevant for consideration and had some impact on the Burswood peninsula. As I said, we 
had already put in a submission on 7 March 2014 on four proposals, but on this occasion we were obliged to 
engage with new proposal 22 from the City of Subiaco and new proposal 26 from the City of Perth, as both 
would have had some impact on the Burswood peninsula. 

I therefore rise tonight to congratulate the member for South Perth, the ultra-hardworking John McGrath, MLA, 
and also my two industrious colleagues, Hon Simon O’Brien and Hon Phil Edman, for assisting in this process. 
It just goes to show what can be done on this side of the chamber even when people are in government and are 
prepared to have the courage to stand up for their electorate. I regret that that has not always been demonstrated 
in the past by members opposite. Perhaps they might take something from this experience and understand the 
importance of standing up for their electorate in each and every instance, not just in politically convenient times.   
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