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From: Warwick Boardman    
Sent: Friday, 13 September 2019 2:19 PM 
To: Select Committee Into Local Government <lgi@parliament.wa.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission to the Select Committee on Local Government Act  
Importance: High 

 

To Select Committee Local Government Act 1995 (WA) 

I have been advised that the Local Government Act 1995 (WA)  s.1.3 intentions makes no mention of 
service to electors, the public interest, precautionary principle, protection of green space, water,  trees and 
biodiversity or sustainability, waste minimisation.  I am also aware that in NSW members of parliament 
must not accept political donations from developers.  Thus it seems that corruption and service to the 
community restrictions/requirements that apply to MPs do not necessarily apply to local government 
“representatives”.   

The LG Act should 

          prohibit donations of any kind from property developers, real estate agents and non‐residents of 
Australia, with heavy penalties for both donor and recipient; 

          require real‐time disclosure of donations at readily accessible sites, hard copy and electronic. 

Perhaps if a person is a developer or is employed by one they should state this in their nomination for a 
council elected or appointed position.   There is also the Game of Mates that may operate and needs to be 
subverted in some way. 

In the interest of fairness to general community members, the LG Act should allow third party appeal 
rights against development approvals by LGs and by the Development Assessment Panels. It is inequitable 
that developers have the right to appeal a rejection but community members do not have the right to 
appeal an approval.  If appeals are like the current system applied to land clearing it is not until we see the 
approval do we know what was planned! 

I have had an environmental issue in my local area in recent years.  I saw that many submissions were 
made in favour of keeping an area of local bushland as bushland rather than be developed.  Planners referred 
to it as ‘vacant land’ as if there was nothing living there.  It was a relatively small area with high 
biodiversity.  Any degraded parts were only degraded because of the actions or inactions of the land 
owner.  According to council advice, we assumed that the EPA had approved it and were amazed that such 
an area could be approved for development – what was the point of asking for submissions when approval 
for such an environmentally significant area of land was just going to be rubber-stamped?  We had all 
wasted our good time! 

I have checked the DWER site regarding land clearing and haven’t seen anything related to clearing for 
housing.  I sent a query and was told that the WAPC can approve development applications.  The council 
said that they sent the developer’s flawed version of the environmental assessment to the WAPC along with 
community comments.  They themselves did not acknowledge our submissions and did not advise the 



2

WAPC of our views.  The council’s Planning Dept didn’t even mention to the WAPC that the land was 
locally significant – which their environmental department had noted to be the case.  The council apparently 
expected the WAPC to trawl through community comments which the council should have done already 
and made comment accordingly with a recommendation on those comments. If this is the case the system 
stinks and is highly skewed towards developers. 

It would also be good if councils could levy developers for changes in zoning density so that they can 
provide extra services without having to come up with the money themselves.  It doesn’t seem fair that the 
entire benefit of a higher zoning should be able to be skimmed off by the owner. 

Local government’s primary objectives should be changed so that the Act is it is expressly working in and 
for the benefit of the public interest, electors, residents and ratepayers - present and future, because 
the Act does not even do this at present; and for environmental protection (no mention at present). 

Thanks for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Regards, Warwick 
 

 
Warwick Boardman,   




