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15
th

 January 2013 

 

The General Manager 

Liverpool City Council  

Locked Bag 7064, 

LIVERPOOL BC 1871 NSW 

 

Emailed to GM  & lcc@liverpool.nsw.gov.au

 

Ref: 2012/0124 

Dear Sirs,   
 

Thank you for providing an opportunity for the community to comment on the above document.

Firstly I support any initiative to have our council confo

met, I am surprised this has not always been the case

Some changes I support, I have some

order and where possible have begun with I support or o

5.2  I believe moving the meeting to 6pm will make it difficult for residents who work

the outer edges of our LGA to attend however support the premise and suggest 6.30pm. 

the earlier finishing time although only councillors

end. 

15.5  should be corrected to say Chair person not hairperson.

18.1  I support the restrictions on the mayoral minutes being used to garner 

bias when being introduced without sufficient notice and information

they not be used to introduce routine items or those of a non urgent matter

with in the normal agreed fashion.

21.7  I object to and feel it unsatisfactory that a member of the public will no longer be able to obtain 

access to the taped transcript of the meeting once validated by council

personal action needs verification. I would sug

challenged legally.  

28.1d  Removal of the onetime

council open to consistent and unproductive repetition and there should be some defining clause or 

process that can deem a resident sufficiently heard on one to

consideration of the number times one person can speak on 

information, certainly once or twice is reasonable but 6

in my view. 
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2012/0124 Code of meeting practice changes 
 

Thank you for providing an opportunity for the community to comment on the above document.

iative to have our council conform to all legal requirements 

ot always been the case as was mentioned in council some time ago

have some questions and I object to others. For brevity I have listed them in 

order and where possible have begun with I support or object to... 

I believe moving the meeting to 6pm will make it difficult for residents who work

to attend however support the premise and suggest 6.30pm. 

the earlier finishing time although only councillors, staff and a few residents generally make it to the

should be corrected to say Chair person not hairperson. 

I support the restrictions on the mayoral minutes being used to garner favour or unfair political 

bias when being introduced without sufficient notice and information or relevance

they not be used to introduce routine items or those of a non urgent matter and those should be dealt 

with in the normal agreed fashion. 

it unsatisfactory that a member of the public will no longer be able to obtain 

access to the taped transcript of the meeting once validated by council when in the case of a legal or 

personal action needs verification. I would suggest that under freedom of information this could be 

ime only presentation is interesting and supported however

open to consistent and unproductive repetition and there should be some defining clause or 

process that can deem a resident sufficiently heard on one topic. I think there should be more 

times one person can speak on the same topic without providing new 

, certainly once or twice is reasonable but 6-8 times without new information
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Thank you for providing an opportunity for the community to comment on the above document. 

all legal requirements and all are as such 

as was mentioned in council some time ago. 

object to others. For brevity I have listed them in 

I believe moving the meeting to 6pm will make it difficult for residents who work or travel from 

to attend however support the premise and suggest 6.30pm.  I also support 

staff and a few residents generally make it to the 

favour or unfair political 

or relevance.  I also support that 

d those should be dealt 

it unsatisfactory that a member of the public will no longer be able to obtain 

when in the case of a legal or 

gest that under freedom of information this could be 

supported however I feel it leaves 

open to consistent and unproductive repetition and there should be some defining clause or 

I think there should be more 

ame topic without providing new 

information is unnecessary 
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28.2c  I feel it is inappropriate to limit the number of speakers and I do not believe residents should 

compete with corporations in the 3 for 3 against initiative. I also have real concern that residents would 

be disadvantaged if they were unable to find out about development applications going to IHAP /council 

after a corporation has previous access to this advice thereby registering first.  

28.3a  I believe all persons wishing to address the council should be afforded 5 minutes to do so, 

whether for or against, corporation or resident. Knowing that on numerous occasions many have not 

been able to get their point across in 5minutes limiting to 3 is unrealistic.  I also believe residents should 

have priority over corporations and developers who have the added ability to address their needs 

throughout the development applications process, which has been what most have been speaking 

about in recent times. Allowing both removes any question of bias. I agree that management of the 

length of time council meetings run is a necessary priority however believe if speakers were kept to the 

5 minutes we could manage the length of the meetings sufficiently. On each of the occasions since the 

new councillors have been engaged Corporations without exception have been afforded an extension 

making their presentations 10minutes in length. This has not on all occasions been so for residents. As a 

regular speaker I have at no time needed the extension regardless of the number of topics as I’ve 

adhered to the 5minute time limit, it is possible with planning. This is not necessarily where residents 

should be detailing the minute but a venue to call for more information or attention from the 

councillors. Councillors’ are also asking questions now, (I’m not against this) however this was not the 

norm in the past thereby extending the time that the public gallery and speakers forums take. 

Residents’ should not be time penalised because councillors ask questions or that meetings go longer. 

I would like to again voice my concerns to changes to the way in which the community is able to address 

the council as this is the only place any resident or business owner can address all councillors at one 

time in front of their peers.  In the interests of democracy all efforts should be made to allow residents 

to speak with their councillors in a public way and all at once and council meetings are the most 

efficient way of doing this. 

 

28.3c  the limitations to 3 speakers for and against may severely hamper the communities ability to 

voice dissent or support of any particular matter. Again having to compete against corporations who 

have several avenues to contact and address council prior to it going to councillors for endorsement or 

ratification. 

NOTE: In the interests of shorter more efficient meetings perhaps a bit better preparedness on the part 

of some councillors would go a long way in making meetings shorter and their commitment to reading 

the documentation would be beneficial. A good deal of time is spent on covering data that is readily 

available in the business papers already provided by staff and I suspect through briefings. 

29.  I don’t get the purpose behind the 9 day rule on items of correspondence on the agenda, unless 

of course this section is to be removed/restricted  from the business papers, in this case recent events, 

those under 9 days may warrant discussion with the benefit of the documentation. 
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30:  I am concerned that the 9 day rule for a councillor to put a question to another councillor will 

stifle debate, especially since the briefing sessions would be held within 9 days of the council meeting, 

where debate should be avoided and information seeking the goal.  

30.2  This is not clear as to whether the question is from another councillor or a member of the 

public. I feel it ambiguous. 

31.6  ‘Questions taken on notice by a Council employee shall be answered directly to the questioning 

Councillor’ should the question be asked in open council the answer should be provided to the public 

through the business papers at the following meeting unless it is of a personal matter of covered by 

10.2 a, b or c of the act. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this document, I trust that the opinions of the 

community are kept to the fore and that council always stays legally on track and considerate of the 

limitation put on the community and their ability to interact in a timely and efficient manner. 

 

On another associated issue: In the interest of fair and reasonable access and in the knowledge that 

other councils have been able to do so, I suggest that committee meetings of all council related business 

with the possible exception of Ethics and Audit   be open to public attendance. That, with prior request 

a resident can raise an issue pertaining to that committee and have it accepted as a topic for discussion. 

It is reasonable that they would not have voting rights but to be able to hear and participate in some 

way would be in line with the community engagement policy.  

Thank you again for allowing the community an opportunity to comment on this strategy, I look forward 

to reading their responses and await a brighter/fresher appearance in our community. 

 

 

Kind regards, 

 

 

Signe Westerberg (Mrs) 

Resident, Business Owner and proud Liverpudlian. 

 


