
Select committee into local government 
Mr Mark Warner 
Committee Clerk 
Parliament house 

To the committee, 
I've enclosed a previous correspondence, which I sent to the minister just prior 

to this committee being announced. I've read thru the list of topics that this 
committee intends to reference, and feel that I'm only qualified to comment on 
section D. 
Our family moved to Leeman in 1976 and I've lived here permanently since 

1979, in that time I've been involved in many community events and 
conservation projects. Because of this, throughout this time I've had to 
communicate with council over various issues to get permission, ask for 
resources etc all the normal stuff. Mostly a reasonable request gets a reasonable 
response, again all normal. 

However on some occasions I've seen individual councilors step outside their 
role and instigate what can only be called disgusting actions. Some of these 
actions have had long term consequences, which can never be resolved or will 
take significant amount of resource's in the future to correct. The worst of these 
have seen individual councilors maneuver around formal advice and the wishes 
of the community to achieve their individual aims. Again this is not unusual 
within local government, and I'm fairly sure the committee members have heard 
similar stories. It is, however, pointless digging up old ghosts. 

I would strongly recommend to your committee that all councilors be given 
clear instruction on exactly their role. Councilors should be made fully aware 
they are councilors for the whole of shire, not their own fiefdom. This has been a 
perpetual problem in all my time living in this shire, and has not improved. 

Getting back to my previous correspondence, your committee will meet 
resistance for change while we have the current shire boundaries. The shire of 
Coorow is a good example. The rural section of the shire has seen steady 
economic decline due to a drop in population, this is mostly their own fault. 
Amalgamation and corporatizing of farmland, larger machinery, removal of stock 
etc have all reduced the demand for manpower. 

The coastal section of Coo row Shire has significant economic potential, mainly 
due to Indian Ocean Drive. We do not have to attract people to our area, we just 
have to stop them, even for a little while. 

Under section F, which is open ended, I would suggest that you look at some 
boundary changes to facilitate useful improvement in your other areas of 
reference. Local governments have a broad range of tasks that they are asked to 
perform, putting groups together that have a more aligned purpose will 
ultimately be better for everyone. 

Regards 
Tim Gilbertson 
Hope this is useful 



David Templeman 
Minister for local government 
Dumas House 
Perth 

Dear minister, 
I'll get straight to the conclusion, then, present the argument. Could you please 

consider creating a coastal shire comprising of Dandaragan shire and the coastal 
sections of Coorow, Carnamah shires. 

Having lived in the town of Leeman since 1976, and worked throughout the 
agricultural section of Coo row shire, and conducted significant conservation 
work in the coastal section of Carnamah shire, I feel that I am able to give a 
balanced judgment on the tidal flows of priority's, resource allocation and future 
directions of the two distinct sections of our shires. 

The geographic arrangement of this part of the Midwest will inevitably see two 
distinct tribes develop. The agricultural land and the coastal precinct are 
separated by Beekeepers Reserve which form a natural division. From a 
commerce aspect there is not much interaction, however, farmers have used the 
coast for recreation/retirement for a long time, so they feel a strong sense of 
'ownership' towards the coast. 

A crude observation can be made about the differing priority's of those who 
live here and their ability to influence or retard development. 

The farmers do commerce inland and recreate on the coast, so don't necessarily 
want to share. The coast has seen a decline in commerce with the closure of 
mines and the down sizing of the fishing industry, but with the increased 
popularity of Indian Ocean Drive, the 'coasties' see commercial opportunities. 

Another group, mainly Greenhead locals have realized that to protect the 
environment from increased visitation, it is necessary to modify the 
environment, so that it can still be accessed but not degraded (3 bays walk, 
Milligan island campsite). 

I'm firmly in the camp of environmental protection, and having an indigenous 
heritage I see no problem with integrating(a much abused word) correct 
environmental management with commerce. In this modern world they should 
not be separated. 

This friendly rivalry is all a bit of fun, until the money turns up, then the 
Montagues and Capulets come out to play. 

This interplay of competing priorities will only become more complicated as 
the population and opportunities decline in rural towns and the need to 
accommodate increased visitation on the coast has to be accounted for. Our 
council has historically been controlled by a majority of inland councilors, and 
has been a perpetual distortion on the decision making process. 

I'm trying hard in this treatise to exclude local bias, as I have many friends in 
agriculture and are largely sympathetic to their issues, however the world has 
changed and they need to move with it. 

I'm strongly of the view now that the day to day issues and their solutions, that 
confront the coastal and rural sections of these 3 shires have moved 
irreconcilably apart and no amount of discussion/diplomacy can make a 
difference. 



" 

I know that shire amalgamations/boundary changes are always contentious 
and arguments of imminent doom will be presented. But I've now just recently 
gone from someone who has been mostly against a coastal shire (better the devil 
you know) to someone who has realized that the current situation has no future 
for any party. 

I was recently invited to a meeting at Carnamah, which had the aim of 
promoting innovation and development. Even though it was a short meeting it 
was clear from the information presented that rural communities have 
significant opportunities to increase their local population via new and emerging 
products, crops and industries if they are prepared to put in some effort. 

Because I have a foot in both camps I will not endorse a counter argument, 
which claims that someone will be a loser in any boundary changes. All of us will 
benefit if we can deal with like-minded people with a common goal. 

Regards Tim Gilbertson 
 

 




