
 

Committee terms of reference 

 

(b) the scope of activities of local governments; 

 

 

(d) the role of elected members and chief executive 

officers/employees and whether these are clearly defined, delineated, 

understood and accepted; 

 

 

 

(e) the funding and financial management of local governments; and 

interest 
 
That councillors can set their own fees is fraught with problems. I 
suggest that this side of the financial arrangements for the local 
government be examined and altered so that councillors are arm’s 
length from setting the amount of remuneration they receive. 
 

 Recently the Manjimup Shire became a band 2 shire because 
of the generous funding received from both Federal and State 
governments.  

 The funding has now finished and no extra source of income to 
warrant the newly acquired band 2 status appears likely in the 
near future, so the reality is that Manjimup will soon be back to 
pre funding financial situation. 

 Council does not generate substantial income apart from rate 
revenue. 

 This band change meant that councillors and shire president 
and deputy president could get an increase in sitting fees etc.  

 Without any discussion or debate in council as to the 
reasonableness and wisdom of the officer’s recommendation, 
the officer in this case being the Manjimup CEO, the councillors 
voted to increase their fees.  

 Their decision meant a 1% rate increase for all ratepayers, just 
to cover the fee increase.  

 The councillors were following shire policy in this matter without 
considering whether the policy was appropriate at a time when 
the majority in the community is experiencing financial 
hardship. 

http://www.parliament.wa.gov.au/Parliament/commit.nsf/($lookupAllCommittesByName)/Select Committee into Local Government?OpenDocument#_Section2


 Having secured band 2 status for the shire and the councillors 
voting themselves a sitting fee increase, the Manjimup CEO 
also has received a salary increase and no doubt there will be 
flow on to other shire staff so that the ramifications of this band 
change will be felt next year and here on in. 

 I find this ability to pay oneself an increase in salary without 
any reference to, or consultation with share-holders very 
dangerous.  

 Councillors do not have to meet any KPIs and are only 
accountable for their actions every 4 years 

 A ratepayer cannot avoid paying rates – a sitting member, if 
they are also a property owner, could no doubt absorb any rate 
rise in the new sitting fee rise so is not necessarily committed 
to capping fees. 

 
 
 

(f) any other related matters the select committee identifies as worthy 

of examination and report. 

 

Local councillors are not necessarily representative of the general 

population.  

 To become a councillor you need to have the time and money 
to campaign so it is weighted towards the wealthier members 
of a community – those who can afford to run a professional 
campaign and take time away from their workday life.  

 That funds spent are tax deductable is only of benefit to those 
who are paying tax, not those in a lower income bracket. 

 I suggest that there is a very low ceiling put on the amount of 
funds that can be spent on any local government campaigns 
otherwise local government will just become another arm of 
party politics. 

  Worthwhile individuals with the potential to be very good local 
councillors may be demoralised by what they are up against 
and local councils will continue to be the preserve of the well to 
do and their decision making a reflection of their values rather 
than those of the whole community.  
 

 
I believe there is a conflict of interest in local shires overseeing the 
development of gravel pits.  

 If there are objections by ratepayers to a gravel pit extraction 
licence on the grounds of lifestyle, amenity and environmental 



concerns, this is up against the business interests of the ‘pit’ 
landholder and the extraction company.  

 The matter is further complicated by the shire’s financial 
interest requiring cheapest possible gravel for road building 
and maintenance.  

 The financial interests of the council does not seem to allow for 
a fair consideration of objections.  

 
One of my observations from the gallery is that councils can make 
decisions in an arbitrary fashion and the reasons for such decision 
making are not recorded in print.   

 Councils are not courts of law and do not need to abide by 
precedent.  

 Councils are only guided by their policies but do not need to 
adhere to them.  

 A decision affecting business, livelihood or amenity can rest on 
the experience or lack of experience of the councillors talking 
for or against a motion and consequently decisions can be 
made in an ad hoc and inequitable fashion. 

 An experienced councillor can use the very formal debate 
process to the advantage of a particular ratepayer and 
convince a majority of councillors to vote against an officer’s 
recommendation.  

 In these instances it is essentially a matter of who you know on 
council rather than the validity or otherwise of your application. 

 To help prevent this happening, officer’s recommendations to 
developments need to call up any relevant decisions on a 
similar matter in the last 5 years or so and remind councillors of 
the reasoning behind earlier council decisions. 
 
 

 


