
September 11, 2019 

SUBMISSION to: Legislative Council, State Government of Western Australia 

                       Re: Select Committee into Local Government 

From:  Jill Yates & Rob Strugnell,  

NOTE: we are resident-ratepayers in the City of Subiaco  

 

We acknowledge the Committee Terms of Reference, as expressed at www.parliament.wa.gov.au 

and our submission relates to (2)(a) to (f) (see pages 2 & 3 below, righthand column). 

 

Preamble 

We write as very concerned citizens with respect of some important aspects of Local Council activities and 

deliberations by Councilors.  This is in relation to town planning and the future, the promulgation of skewed 

and untruthful justifications by Councilors, the lack of transparency and direct obfuscation in their 

responses, a lack of researched justification of opinions, and all in an environment of social negativity (as 

opposed the greater good). 

Our recent attempt to publicly address (by questions in a Council meeting) mistakes and mistruths 

particularly applied to us, provided NO response by the Councilor in question. No apology and correction 

were presented. This was further compounded at the following Council meeting by acceptance of the 

Minutes (albeit with a casting vote by the Mayor). 

This serious situation has directly prompted our submission into this Inquiry of Local Government. If Code 

of Conduct rules are ignored by Councilors, then re-birthed representational style of local government is 

necessary. If this is not to happen, then remove all high order activity from Local Councils and limit any 

Council’s involvement to roads and rubbish.   

Background, (Town) Planning Issues, our example 

Note : The previous City of Subiaco Town Planning Scheme- TPS 4 started in 1999 and the new Local 

Planning Scheme – LPS 5 final version is currently at WAPC [ till November 2019]  

We have had many significant interactions with the City of Subiaco over the last 12 years.  

We reside in an unusual area that virtually borders an Activity Centre, recently ratified. In direct and 

powerful association with this is the need for housing density infill. The infill proposals in the ‘last’ iteration 

of LPS 5 have now applied the highest zoning to a very large building across the road (R160).  

Meanwhile we had been designated to go to a higher R code [From R50 to R80]. However at the final 

Council discussion of the LPS 5, a Councilor recommended against this. His justification was that a petition 

had been applied, effectively shutting down the City’s Officers’ recommendation. But, on request for this 

petition’s title, it is plainly apparent that the petition DOES NOT RELATE to us. (As indicated above, in trying 

to publicly make this point, we were completely ignored and to some degree, publicly intimidated). 

Pre-History 

In December 2014, after years of presentations to, and rejections from Subiaco Council, we got a 

Ministerial intervention that changed our R code from R15 to R50.  This was at considerable personal 

expense. It is now apparent that had we not attained this, then our R code would be maintained at R15 

and we would be over the road from R160.  

It remains a prickly point for us, that Councilors ignored the whole notion of the future of planning over 

many years. Let alone that this ignorance, now super-ceded by State-imposed planning directions, has cost 

us huge money and lost time because of Councilors’ lack of vision.  

http://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/


Our Comments  

• The existing system does not allow for truthfulness. Councilors hide behind apparent 

procedure and remain mute to protect themselves thereby calling into question their 

actual understanding of Council protocols and code of conduct, and a representational 

democratic system. 

 

• The existing system demonstrates that (some) Councilors should not act in representative 

roles, especially in claiming and chiming that they are acting for “the community”. In 

witnessing this response/attitude many times, we think that the scope of activities of 

local governments should be severely curtailed, as much of a Council’s current critical 

activity is under the stewardship of Councilors unwilling to properly participate. 

Councilors’ use of these types of excuses (acting for “the community”) demonstrates a 

complete lack of parity of representation, frequently showing that in fact this alleged 

community representation barely exists. Instead it is used to put up questionable points 

by under-researched minorities. 

 

• At the time of our above-mentioned recent personal example (2019), certain Councilors 

collectively had private, unadvertised meetings in people’s personal homes; then after 

the event, announced this in the local press (with photos!). Relevant to us although we 

were not invited, these questionable outcomes were determined by association, of 

special ratepayers with special Councilors. 

 

• Recently at a Council meeting we witnessed the discussion that agreed to legal fees 

being paid by ratepayers for cases of Elected Member versus Elected Member. We 

begrudge legal advice being paid by ratepayers’ money for Councilors to seek legal advice 

over disputes between each other. There is no legal assistance for ratepayers to battle 

questionable decisions. Incidentally the legal fees were approximately $90,000- over two 

months. [At the same Council meeting in another agenda item it was ratified that the 

rates’ reduction of $30,000- normally applied to State housing supported tenants at 

Wandana would be denied for the sake of the City collecting this revenue]. 

 

• We wrote extensively and over many years, of our actual relatively unique residential area 

and circulated these documents to Councilors and staff. Of significance is that at no time 

have we ever received a response from a Councilor. Extending this point in that 

Councilors are to some extent duty-bound to do so, by forming no response they show 

that they do not have the ability to recognize this major junction of representative 

government, and for which they are being paid. While another path is to suggest that they 

didn’t WANT to get involved, this also shows a complete lack of commitment to the 

position and responsibilities entrusted.  

 

• In our experience of The City of Subiaco, Councilors: 

- are basically only prepared to comment on their own personal preferences. 

- frequently display that they have not at all acquainted themselves with the 

business at hand, relevant research and issues pertaining 

- are frequently under-informed which then compounds – especially in regards 

complex matters – leaving discussions hanging, confusion, decisions put off, 

further consultants contracted. In this vein, it becomes obvious when high level 

documents which have been procured have not been read and absorbed 

sufficiently to make proper comment, regardless of frequently very high monetary 

outlay. 
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 Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

(Signed)    Jill Yates BA(des), PGradDip(des),MA(Curtin) & on behalf of Rob Strugnell, Principal Leveltec Pty Ltd 

(continued…Councilors : …) 

- Recently endorsed documents for forwarding to the Local Government Association 

pertaining to this enquiry into Local Government, only to hear this item in secret at 

the Council meeting. Therefore ratepayers have not been privy to this report that 

may say it represents the views of “the community”. 

- receive generous travel perks to conferences and so on without reasonable 

justification and substantially not of any informative or educational value to 

ratepayers. Rather it may be perceived that these are 

a. ‘your turn’ junkets 

b. Top-up info jaunts (probably achievable in much cheaper formats) 

 

- Attempt to oversee a ‘Properties and Investment’ arm of the City of Subiaco. This is 

possibly one of the most critical areas requiring serious overhaul. These employees 

buy/sell expensive real estate sites AND concurrently Council put our rates up. This 

is where the functions of local government are compromised for the sake of real 

estate dealings by the City of Subiaco. Frequently in these commercial deals, 

proper planning design outcomes are ignored, and commerciality is promoted in a 

wholesale style. Boasting monetary success while rates continuously rise puts the 

City’s Property and Investment Department in a special place with different vision 

and key performance indicators from the Council. Profits are attained and no 

notion around rates’ reduction is ever factored in. There is no priority to include 

discounts in rates. This arm is unquestionably supported by Council and these 

agenda items are usually heard in secret. Councilors will approve aspects for these 

deals which they won’t approve for ratepayers, such as: spot rezoning, critical R-

code changes, major variations in (building) conditions, and extra consultant-

funded reports usually in favour of City-desired outcomes.   

 

- Take on board large world issues, spending money on consultants’ reports and 

using much staff time and City revenue in the generation of documents and 

strategies which are often a repeat of available documents. While the sentiments 

are solid, the implication that a local government may weigh in, in some greater 

capacity than higher levels of government, is naïve.  

 

• Clear organizational methodology is required to replace a ‘lobbying’ type of system that 

becomes apparent in ratepayers’ attempts to communicate with Councilors in significant 

activity involving Council staff, such as in town planning. This is both in individual 

situations and also operates at commercial levels. This lobbying has no written charter, 

structure or apparent facility to be inclusive (of effected other parties). This negative bias 

exposes a lack of parity. The ramifications for this lack can lead to decisions made that 

are heavily weighted towards one preferred solution – frequently at odds with individuals 

and communities – and is especially apparent in commercial real estate transactions. 

 

• We consider that it is fundamental to good, truthful and accountable governance that 

meetings be recorded, and that this be embedded in law. 
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