
UNDER WHAT AUTHORITY CAN A LOCAL GOVERNMENT IGNORE A DECISION 
OF COUNCIL? 

UV/GRV (Unimproved Value/Gross Rental Value) Rates-City of Swan 

In October 2017, the City of Swan attempted to undertake a review of Unimproved Value 
(UV) properties within its jurisdiction. Due to ratepayer pressure, the Council at its Ordinary 
Meeting on 13 December 2017 made the decision to defer this Review until the State 
Government had reviewed and legislated the Local Government Act 1995 (the Act). 

The decision to defer was based on concerns raised by the affected community. In particular 
it was noted that there was a lot of confusion around the definition of 'rural land' and that this 
would be considered as part of the review of the Act. 

The City of Swan sought legal advice from McLeods, Barristers & Solicitors, with a response 
dated 14 November 2017 advising that the word 'rural' was not defined in the Act and that 
the Act did not provide a definition for 'rural purposes'. Furthermore, McLeods stated that 
they did not find a decision of this state that clearly examined the meaning of the term or 
more specifically in the context of section 6.28 of the Act. 

My issue with the above is that I completed a Land Use Declaration Form in July 2008, 
provided by the City of Swan, which asked the very same question - Is the property used for 
'rural purpose'? I answered the question based on the information provided by the City of 
Swan, which information I believed would be accurate. 

Since 2015, when I became aware that my property was rated on a different basis from all 
neighbouring properties, I have repeatedly requested that the City of Swan change my 
property back to UV for rating purposes. The City of Swan refuses to acknowledge the error 
in administration and advises merely that as there is now a house on the land, then GRV is 
correct for rating purposes. 

Why do I feel that this is incorrect? 

1 Because in 2008 as the time of completion of the Land Use Declaration Form, 
there was no house on the land in question 

2 Because the Land Use Declaration Form provided a meaning for 'rural purpose' 
which related merely to agriculture - this is now known to be false/misleading 
information 

3 Because the 2008 rate review letter clearly stated UV for rural properties and 
GRV for non-rural - my property is identified by the City of Swan as a rural 
property 

But having been in contact with the City of Swan since 2015, my present situation is that the 
Chief Executive Officer has made the decision that my emails are to be managed on his 
behalf by the Feedback Team and that no correspondence, from myself, regarding UV/GRV 
rates will be forwarded to councillors and that the City will no longer respond to me 
regarding this matter. 



A further point of interest in the UV/GRV debacle in the City of Swan is that in 2005 the 
Differential Classification "Landscape" had the following noted -

"Properties zoned as landscape are given a preferential rate in the dollar compared with 
Special Areas as they enhance the environment and make less demand on the City's 
resources" 

In 2012 this was amended to read -

"Landscape: The Landscape category relates to land within the Landscape zone under the 
City of Swan LPS 17. The differential rate applied to the Landscape zone reflects a 
preferential rate compared with the Special Area category as properties in the Landscape 
zone are considered to enhance the environment and to make less demand on the City's 
resources." 

My property was zoned Landscape under the City of Swan's LPSl 7, as were the 
neighbouring properties, but my rates do not reflect the decision of Council to offer a 
prderential rate for properties zoned Landscape. How is this fair? How is this equitable? 
How is this transparent? 

How can the City of Swan refuse to acknowledge a decision of Council which was to offer a 
preferential rate for properties zoned Landscape? 

How can a local government refuse to acknowledge a decision of Council? 

How can a local government refuse to forward email communication to elected 
repnesentatives? 

How can a ratepayer have their voice heard when a local government officer decides that 
thene is no case to be heard by councillors? 
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