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3.14 Non-citizenship 

35  ’Non-Australian citizens (who can be property owners or occupiers) are entitled to enrol to vote 

but not to become councillors.  This is inconsistent with state and Commonwealth jurisdictions 

where all voters have the right to stand for election’ 

COMMENT BY SM NEWMAN 

Non-citizens do not have the right to vote anywhere else and I don’t think they should have that 

right in Victorian councils either.  As non-citizens they should not be able to influence the 

environment or government of citizens.  (They also should not be able to buy land or housing; only 

lease it, although unfortunately this is not the case.)  

4.35 Consolidation of Local Laws 

55  ‘Because many councils have local laws on common matters, some argue that these matters 

should be dealt with as state laws. The argument is this would result in a common approach to these 

issues, be less confusing and reduce the administrative burden for people or organisations required 

to comply with local laws in different councils. One option is for the state government to provide 

‘model’ local laws that councils can choose to apply to suit their circumstances’ 



COMMENT BY SM NEWMAN 

Local laws are an important part of local government’s responsiveness to its community.  I agree 

with the VLGA submission that “An option that would support local government’s capacity to 

develop and implement individual and responsive laws, while seeking better coordination, might 

be to establish a publically available database of council local laws that can be easily referenced by 

the public and by councils. This is a reform that has recently been implemented in Queensland 

13.” 

6.4 Rateable land 

69  ‘Councils can apply rates and charges to all land, with the following exceptions: unoccupied land 

or part of any land used exclusively for public or municipal purposes; part of land used for charitable 

purposes, with certain exceptions; land vested or held in trust for any religious body and used 

exclusively as a residence of a practicing minister of religion and/or for the education and training of 

persons to be ministers of religion; 

land used exclusively for mining purposes; land held in trust and used exclusively by veterans or 

returned service personnel; Exemptions also exist under some other legislation’ an example of this is 

land specified in the Electricity Industry Act 

‘Exempting some land from rates and charges accounts for the special status or needs of certain 

groups in the community. However, a review of the exemptions from rateability is overdue and the 

appropriateness of the exemption is contestable. 

Getting exemptions right is important because Victorian councils may be foregoing considerable 

sums in rate revenue’. 

COMMENT BY SM NEWMAN RE RATEABLE LAND 

Landowners who provide corridors for wildlife and land that provides habitat for wildlife should 

be exempt from rates and charges, since they are undertaking a public good and forgoing profit.  

Corridors should follow paths already established by wildlife, if possible, but if a natural corridor 

has been interrupted, any land that will provide safety or habitat should count.  Landowners who 

preserve bushland on their properties should be exempt for the bushland part, because they are 

doing a service to the community, nature and the environment which costs dearly if you have to 

pay rates.  With planned invited immigration at an all-time high, it is going to become more and 

more difficult for ordinary people to preserve bushland and help wildlife if they have to pay rates 

and charges on land which they have preserved for nature, rather than profiting from it. Revenue 

is here today and gone tomorrow. Without nature we are all impoverished. 

1.54 Community Engagement policy 

It is all very well having these motherhood statements about community engagement, but there is a 

failure to nominate the values councils are supposed to engage with their communities about.  

Efficiency is a value, true, but it is usually a very subjective monetary one that discounts multiple 

externalities.  People value many other things 



COMMENT BY SM NEWMAN RE COMMUNITY ACCOUNTABILITY AND 

ENGAGEMENT 

1. To date, in my experience, both State and Local Governments have failed to consult or engage 

or account to their communities about what happens to the living environment, our local 

biodiversity, our wildlife.  It should be specified that Local Governments [and State and the 

Minister for Local Government] specifically engage with the public about preserving and 

protecting local wildlife. To date all surveys I have responded to have utterly failed in this 

dimension.  See, typically: 

https://www.localgovernment.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0026/47771/Community-

Satisfaction-Survey-State-Wide-Research-Report-2016.pdf.   

2. Similarly, neither State nor Local Government has engaged with the public to get their consent 

to population growth.  Firstly, this population growth is over 60% overseas immigration – i.e. not 

the responsibility of citizens or residents.  Instead of giving citizens the power they should have to 

determine the size of their local communiteis, population growth has been rammed into suburbs.  

The above cited satisfaction survey report rates population growth consultation as a minus 25.  

“Consistent with 2015, Unsealed Roads (-36), Community Decisions (-26), Population 

Growth (-25) and Maintenance of Sealed Roads (-24) remain the service areas with the 

highest disparity between rated importance and performance.” 

52(3)(b) Audit and Risk Committee: 

COMMENT BY SM NEWMAN:  

The Audit and Risk Committee seems to be given powers above those of the elected council, which 

would undermine the validity of the elected officers. 

FURTHER TO MY COMMENTS ABOVE: 

Fitzroy Council has rightly written that there are three aspects of the draft Exposure Bill that are of 

real concern: the first relating to the role of a council albeit its relationship to its community, the 

second the role of mayor and deputy mayor in their relationship to other councillors, and the third 

the electoral system and its relationship to its electors. [...] A duly elected city council should not 

be subservient to the State or proscribed a role that undermines the capacity of a council to 

engage with its community on a broad range of issues that impact on our lives. [...] The view that 

what is good for other levels of government should be replicated at the local level. This 

reinforces that local government is ‘government’ and not an administrative arm of the 

State." [My emphasis.] 

It seems to me that state governments from the time of Kennett have been keen to remove 

powers from local governments and that we have been un-progressing towards an increasingly 

feudal view of people at different levels of government. VCAT has become emboldened to overturn 

careful and representative council decisions with great frequency. The institution of CEOs paid by 

the State Government was an example of this, because it placed a person with great power in local 

government but with loyalty to the State Government.  The citizens administered by councils are 

thus even further removed in status and power.  

To my mind this is a clear failure to fulfil the human rights requirement of self-determination. We 

are not being consulted on every aspect of our environment.  Pareto superiority is the name of the 



game and it is wrecking our societies, because dollar value is the standard and that standard fails 

in so many ways to reflect community values and feelings, so many of which have no dollar value. 

It is very important for local governments to be strong, because they are the point of government 

that the citizen can look in the eye.  State and Federal Government are too far removed from 

citizens and have become less and less accountable. In fact the state government is becoming 

more and more of a corporation.  

The state government has been trying to remove the capacity of residents to affect what happens 

in their local environment and suburb. We already have almost no democratic power at state or 

federal level - just reduced to a risible function of voting for Tweedledum or Tweedledumber.  

But local government is where it all happens. This is the first line of population policy, because the 

councils say whether there can be subdivision or new housing, which is what dictates population 

growth. Population growth dictates everything else.  VCAT has been used and abused by the State 

government to overturn council judgment, as has the insertion of State-paid Council CEOs. This 

attempt to rewrite the Act seems to continue the disempowering of local governments, rather than 

making them valuable points of democratic engagement and empowerment for Australians and 

Victorians.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

S.M. Newman 


