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Introduction 

Wollondilly Shire Council welcomes the opportunity to provide a submission to the Standing 

Committee on State Development regarding the Local Government Amendment (Elections) Bill 2025. 

As a council serving a diverse community across both rural and urban areas in South Western 

Sydney, we have concerns about the proposed amendments that would fundamentally alter how 

local democracy is delivered in our Shire. 

This submission addresses all terms of reference and opposes the proposed requirement that all 

local council elections be administered solely by the NSW Electoral Commissioner, effectively 

eliminating councils' ability to choose their electoral service provider. 

Summary Position 

Council supports the underlying intent of the Bill to enhance integrity and consistency in local 

government elections. However, we oppose the Bill in its current form because Clause 4 would 

mandate the NSW Electoral Commissioner (NSWEC) as the sole provider of election services for all 

NSW councils.  

The proposed mandatory use of the NSW Electoral Commissioner for all council elections represents 

an unnecessary and counterproductive restriction on local government autonomy. This change: 

1. Removes councils' fundamental right and obligation to choose service providers on a value-

for-money basis 

2. Contradicts established procurement practices across all other council operations 

3. Fails to address any demonstrated systemic failures requiring such intervention 

4. Potentially increases costs and reduces service quality through monopolistic arrangements 

5. Creates additional administrative burdens particularly for geographically diverse councils like 

Wollondilly. 

Response to Key Provisions 

1. Mandating the NSW Electoral Commissioner as Sole Provider 

• Choice drives value and accountability. Competition compels all providers, public or 

private, to deliver high service standards and competitive pricing. A statutory monopoly 

risks cost escalation and service complacency. 



• No demonstrated market failure. There is no evidence of systemic failure warranting a 

compulsory provider. 

• Consistency with procurement law. Under the Local Government Act 1993 and the 

Local Government (General) Regulation 2021, councils routinely procure goods and 

services through open, transparent processes. Singling out election services for a blanket 

mandate is inconsistent with this legislative framework. 

2. Other Provisions 

Council does not oppose other amendments in the Bill at this stage but notes potential 
operational impacts that warrant further consultation: 

• Reduction of the pre‑poll period to five days may disadvantage shift workers and 
commuters who rely on an extended pre‑poll window. 

• Requirement that all polling places be located within the LGA could reduce accessibility 
for residents living on geographic borders. 

• Filling mid‑term vacancies from the same candidate group may improve continuity but 
could also entrench group dominance without a fresh electoral mandate. 

3. Recommendations/Considerations 

• Remove Clause 4 and retain councils’ discretion to choose an accredited election 

provider. 

• Establish an accreditation framework (administered by the NSWEC) that sets minimum 

standards and performance benchmarks for all providers, ensuring quality without 

eliminating choice. 

• Introduce transparent cost‑reporting requirements so councils and the community can 

compare per‑elector costs across providers. 

• Phase‑in any changes over at least two electoral cycles to allow councils and providers to 

plan budgets and logistics effectively. 

Conclusion 

The proposed amendments represent an unjustified restriction on local government autonomy that 

will likely increase costs, reduce service quality, and create administrative burdens without 

addressing any demonstrated problems or systemic issues. 

Wollondilly Shire Council urges the Committee to reject these provisions and maintain the current 

system that allows councils to choose the most appropriate electoral service provider for their 

communities. 

We urge the Committee to amend the Bill to retain councils’ discretion to select from accredited 

providers, including, but not limited to, the NSWEC or Australian Electoral Commission (AEC). 

 




