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Inquiry into Local Government - Personal submission 
Select committee terms of reference extract: 
(2) The Select Committee is to inquire into how well the system of Local Government is functioning in 
Western Australia, with particular reference to -
(a) whether the Local Government Act 1995 and related legislation is generally suitable in scope, 
construction and application;
(b) the scope of activities of Local Governments;
(c) the role of the Department of State administering the Local Government Act 1995 and related legislation;
(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
(f) any other related matters the Select Committee identifies as worthy of examination and Report.

Comments:

Activities of Local Government: 

1) Planning - For the last few years we have attempted to negotiate with a local authority to provide 
additional housing choices and particularly for ageing in place (aged or dependent dwellings). At first 
the local authority planning staff were reluctant to engage “due to the restrictions of the government 
sewerage policy” as the location (hills suburb of Perth) does not have mains sewer. Their town 
planning scheme also did not have capacity to consider developments of less than 5 and we wanted 
only up to 4. This LPS was amended after a number of years, but as we have come to discover, 
unlike other nearby local authorities also with non-sewered areas, it does not have capacity within the 
local planning scheme to consider aged and dependent dwelling developments of an appropriate 
density consistent with the government sewerage policy irrespective of the actual R Coding (for 
example R12.5 density within an R5 coded precinct). This local authority has numerous adopted 
strategies identifying the need to provide additional housing for ageing in place (over 10 years old), but 
in reality with no capacity within its’ planning scheme to actually deliver on this. This is demonstrated 
by the fact that only 5 dedicated new dwellings for aged (that I am aware of) in all of its’ non-sewered 
R5 and R10 coded areas have been built in the past 10 years). This to me demonstrates that this 
local government has failed its’ community. Policy without a framework for delivery is meaningless.  
My observations are that local authority councillors and possibly also staff are simply too vested to 
provide a clear planning framework for future generations and sustainable community creation.  
We had a case of unanimous councillor support for a proposal, only to end up with all but one voting 
against the very same proposal at the next consideration, in what we can only observe as being due 
to community action group pressure as the planning staff still recommended that the development be 
supported, and their justification for not supporting was questionable and in our planners view 
refutable from a planning apsect. 
My suggestions - Local planning schemes must be mandated to be reviewed and re-gazetted 
including all mapping and zoning every say 5 years. In my view these should actually be done 
independent of the local government (but still with their input and consultation) and possibly by the 
state. At the very least guidance must be provided from the State including the data, planning 
aspirations and communication information that formulates a cohesive strategy for the entire 
metropolitan region. 
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Comments:

Activities of Local Government: 

2) Facility development - The local authority recently commenced work on a new community hub 
that has a large member established user group. In reality my view is that it will be a replacement 
facility this community group that has out grown its ageing facility. It is to be replaced in the same 
location. 
I suggested an idea to the planning group (that reported to the local authority) and unfortunately they 
decided not to look at this further. I acknowledge it was late in the day, but before detail design had 
commenced and I was of the view it had a lot of merit and at least warranted further investigation and 
due diligence by the group. The new facility is promoted as a community hub when in reality it is not in 
a location serviced by buses, and so a large section of the community are potentially excluded. It is to 
be built surrounded by remnant bush, so clearing is required to create an Asset Protection Zone. My 
suggestion was to purchase and redevelop an existing but long term vacant commercial office 
building in the town centre within a few hundred meters of the main bus terminus and adjacent to the 
town centre and all of the retail and commercial offerings. In my view a much better and inclusive 
location. I was of the view that the total project cost (after my own but very preliminary research) 
including acquisition and redevelopment costs could have been less than the cost of the current 
option as there would have been no temporary relocation costs, no bush fire mitigation costs, no 
sewer upgrade costs, no environmental offset, etc. The added benefits would have included the local 
authority actually having an asset, and supporting local businesses adjacent to the building. 
Whilst I was at least given a hearing by the group, I felt the comments and questions and rapid 
decision not to consider further was based on personal and emotional attachment to the current 
location and from a fear that the funds were tied to a location and they would risk losing it. Using 
significant state funding, I would have thought it was beholden of the local authority to have the 
capacity to put a project on hold (especially when only at the architect appointment stage at the time) 
until all ideas are appropriately tested and considered. 
Whilst the new building will be a great asset to the community, in my view it would have been a true 
community hub and more inclusive by being located within the town centre.  
My thoughts as a result of my interaction is that decisions were possibly made without the best long 
term community view. 

I would be happy to elaborate on any of this. 

Yours sincerely, 
Steven Mueller

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Steven Mueller

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	  
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	




