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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Council’s Amendments 

Amendments made by the Council now considered. 

Consideration in Detail 
The amendments made by the Council were as follows - 

No 1 

Clause 2, page 2, line 6 - To delete “Sections 12, 15, 16 and 17 come” and insert instead - 

Section 14 comes 

No 2 

Clause 12, page 4, line 18 to page 5 line 4 - To delete the clause. 

No 3 

Clause 16, page 5, line 20 to page 15, line 5 - To delete the clause. 

No 4 

Clause 17, page 15, lines 6 to 23 - To delete the clause. 

Leave granted for the amendments to be considered together. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I move -  

That the amendments made by the Council be agreed to.  

Members will recall that the Local Government Amendment Bill 2006 passed through this house in October.  
Last week the other house voted to split the bill into two bills, titled the Local Government Amendment Bill 
2006 and the Local Government Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2006.  The Local Government Amendment Bill (No. 
2) 2006 has been referred to the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs for its consideration.  
That bill proposes to remove the first-past-the-post system of voting and replace it with a proportional 
preferential voting system.  The committee will report back to the other place by 3 April 2007.  The Local 
Government Amendment Bill 2006 has been returned to this house for its consideration and concurrence.  This 
bill relates to the change of date for local government elections from the first Saturday in May to the third 
Saturday in October.  This change has been requested by local governments to give new councillors adequate 
time to consider the next council budget following the election in October.  The bill is urgently required to 
ensure that the formalities for the May election do not commence early next year, and to enable sufficient time 
for local governments to make arrangements for the October elections.  The bill also makes an amendment to the 
Local Government Act 1995 to clarify that an elector must be 18 years of age or older to vote in local 
government elections.  This will correct an anomaly identified by the State Solicitor’s Office.  There are 
unintended provisions in the act that would technically enable a person aged 17 years of age to vote in local 
government elections.  While it has not occurred in practice, the act needs to be amended to remove this 
unintended consequence.  As indicated, I seek the concurrence of the house with the actions taken in the other 
place and ask that the bill be passed without further delay.   

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Only last weekend the member for Ballajura was quoted as saying that he wants the upper 
house removed from this Parliament.  The amendments before us are living proof of why that might be a disaster 
waiting to happen and why the Labor government is in power.  The intention to split the bill to remove the 
government’s contentious electoral proposition was proposed in this chamber on a number of occasions by a 
number of members, including the members for Moore, Bunbury and Serpentine-Jarrahdale.  They forcibly put 
the position that local government is aggrieved with the government’s position.  If we had a unicameral system 
of Parliament, the change of electoral systems for local government elections might have been the outcome.  
There would not have been adequate, proper, full and appropriate scrutiny of the bill, and we would have ended 
up with a second-rate piece of legislation.  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  You really don’t want me to debate this now, do you? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I have no doubt that despite his apparent independent status, the member for Ballajura 
voted with the government to put forward what is, for a number of reasons, an inadequate piece of legislation, 
not the least of which is the lack of consultation undertaken by the minister and his government with the various 
local governments and stakeholders.  It is with some mirth that we are being asked to approve a good 
amendment.  Funnily enough, this amendment was put forward by the Liberal Party in this chamber; however, it 
was rejected out of hand by the government.  With some degree of enjoyment and with a quiet sense of relief, we 
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will approve the very amendments that we originally proposed.  Thank heaven, member for Ballajura, that the 
upper house had the commonsense to split the bill after attempts by Liberal Party members in this house failed.  
Thank heaven that the upper house had the commonsense to consider closely the inadequate provisions of the 
bill and to put forward provisions with which we all agree and can accept.  We agree that the date of local 
government elections should be changed.  That change is a good idea, and we are pleased that that change is 
going ahead.  We are also pleased that commonsense has prevailed and that the government has not had its way.  
In the fullness of time a proper evaluation will be made of the various voting methods that can be used in local 
government elections.  This has been a win for commonsense.  It has been a bloodying of the agenda of the 
Labor Party in this house in particular.  Hopefully a lesson has been learnt.  I would like to think that a lesson has 
been learnt by the member for Ballajura, who will now support the retention of the second chamber of this 
Parliament on the basis that it has made improvements to a piece of second-rate legislation that managed to get 
through this house.  On many occasions the government has said that it will fix provisions of legislation when 
the legislation reaches the other place.  The member for Ballajura is saying that we should get rid of the upper 
house.  Perhaps it is needed to make up for the inadequacies of the legislation that is presented by the 
government in the Legislative Assembly of Western Australia.  If the government was capable of doing its job, 
perhaps the member for Ballajura would have an argument.  Now he is stuck.   

We take great pride in supporting the amendments.  They are good and wise amendments.  It is a shame that the 
government of the day did not have the commonsense to implement them when they were first mooted by the 
Liberal Party in the Legislative Assembly some weeks ago. 

Question put and passed; the Council’s amendments agreed to. 

The Council acquainted accordingly. 
 


