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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (10.51 pm): It did not take long, did it, for this new Labor 
government to begin meddling with local government again. As I recall, this was one of the first bills 
introduced into this House. Although there are provisions that relate to the QRA and the national 
heavy vehicle regulatory scheme, the title of the bill, which encapsulates local government, indicates 
that it is mainly focused on local government.  

Who can forget the meddling of Labor in local government when they were last in office? I think 
this was the second bill that was introduced by this government on 25 or 26 March. Who can forget 
the meddling and boundary changes in 2008 and 2009 by the predecessors of the member for South 
Brisbane? Local government boundary changes were made overnight and without any consultation 
with the local community.  

Mr Costigan: Shotgun marriages.  

Mr KRAUSE: As the member for Whitsunday said, there were shotgun marriages between 
councils all over the state. Over 100 local government areas were amalgamated into just 76 in the 
dead of night and without any consultation. Who can forget the meddling in the utilities sector? Local 
governments had the authority for running water and sewerage facilities taken off them. They had 
those services taken off them, debt laden onto them and more costs laden on ratepayers.  

Who can forget the abolition of the local government subsidy scheme for capital infrastructure 
and the imposition of provisions like the conflict of interest provisions that, in some cases, prevented 
local councillors from speaking out on matters of concern to their community if they could be seen to 
potentially have a conflict of interest when it comes to a matter before council? It stopped them 
standing up for their communities. Given that this bill was one of the first bills to be introduced by this 
new government, local government should be very alarmed about the intent of this government when 
it comes to local government.  

If members on the government side vote for this bill tonight they will be voting for a second tax 
increase for the people of Queensland. They have just voted to increase car registration by 3.5 per 
cent. As far as I can tell, by taking away the ability of local governments to run their own elections or 
have CEOs as the returning officer for elections and mandating that the ECQ must run elections, 
Labor is increasing the cost on local government. Of course, those costs are going to be passed onto 
ratepayers.  

I hear a lot about local government issues in my electorate. I hear a lot about local government 
issues that need to be resolved locally—that is, through local politics and the local electoral process. 
When rates go up because of this legislation and another piece of legislation before this House this 
week—the industrial relations legislation—we know that Labor can be held responsible. It is this 
House that is implementing a regime that local government cannot avoid and will mean that they have 
to pass on more costs to ratepayers. The ratepayers of my electorate will hold Labor responsible for 
that as they will in other electorates around the state.  
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This will lead to higher taxes and rates. I refer to a letter written to me by Logan City Council 
Chief Executive Officer, Chris Rose. In a letter to me, which I table, he indicates the Logan City 
Council’s strong support to retain the present provisions in the Local Government Act where the 
returning officer for local government elections can be the CEO.  
Tabled paper: Letter, dated 30 March 2015, from the Chief Executive Officer, Logan City Council, Mr Chris Rose PSM, to the 
member for Beaudesert, Mr Jon Krause MP, regarding local government elections [528]. 

This letter was sent to me at the request of the elected members of council when this provision 
was proposed. They estimate that the cost to Logan City Council of implementing the regime that will 
be put in place is $400,000 for each election. Some $400,000 will be passed on to the ratepayers of 
Logan City Council.  

I represent a proportion of Logan City—division 11 and division 4. But I ask tonight: where are 
the members on the other side of the House standing up for the ratepayers of Logan City Council? 
What about the member for Logan? What has he had to say about this? What has the member for 
Waterford had to say? These are members who represent ratepayers of Logan City Council. What is 
the member for Springwood, the member for Algester, the member for Woodridge and also the 
member for Stretton saying on behalf of the ratepayers of Logan City Council and the councillors of 
Logan City Council who have requested this government not implement this change to the Local 
Government Act?  

They are not saying anything. While they voted for the increase in car registration fees tonight, 
they are also voting to pass on more costs to the ratepayers of Logan City. We have come to expect 
that from members on the other side of the House. They are constantly placing more costs onto the 
people of Queensland. I fear that this is only the beginning of what we are going to see in this term of 
government.  

I heard the member for Mirani in here earlier this evening railing against the fact that elected 
mayors were being given more powers— 

Mr Costigan interjected.  

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms Grace): Member for Whitsunday, if you want to interject I 
suggest you go to your seat.  

Mr KRAUSE: I would have taken his interjection from there, but I understand the standing 
orders. I heard the member for Mirani and the chairman of the committee in here tonight railing 
against mayors having powers given to them—powers that were previously in the hands of CEOs or 
may have been in the hands of unelected CEOs—by the former government.  

Local governments are accountable to their shires. They are accountable to ratepayers and to 
their voters just like every one of us is. They should have the powers to run their council as they see 
fit. The powers should not be placed into the hands of unelected officials. They should have that 
power so that they can be properly held accountable for the actions of their council and the way that 
they run their council. Placing powers in the hands of an unelected CEO is not the way to do business 
in local government. That is exactly what the member for Mirani was saying tonight.  

Not only is this bill going to place more costs on to the ratepayers of our state, and in the 
Scenic Rim Regional Council and the Logan City Council areas that I represent, but, as the member 
for Burleigh pointed out, from 1939 to 2004, this system of local governments running their own 
council elections seemed to work pretty well. We did not come across any documented instance of 
irregularities in the voting process or situations that were untoward.  

In a previous debate that we have had in this parliament in relation to voter ID provisions, 
members opposite have fervently and stridently argued the case that there is no evidence that there is 
a problem in relation to fraudulent voting or multiple voting. Well there is no evidence that there is any 
problem in relation to CEOs or local government running their own elections. You cannot pick and 
choose the arguments you want, members opposite—well you can because you are members of the 
ALP. As members on this side know, we all know how to spell ‘hypocrisy’, don’t we? It is A-L-P. A-L-P 
is how you spell ‘hypocrisy’, and we are seeing that again here tonight.  

I urge all members in this House to reject this bill tonight and especially to reject the passing on 
of more costs to ratepayers because, as the Logan City Council has quite clearly indicated, this will 
result in passing on costs to ratepayers, and the measures should be rejected. 
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