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ABSTRACT

Voting to remove a local councilor or a local exccutive, the Voting for Removing a
Local Councilor or a Local Executive Act 1999, Section 23, first paragraph, prescribes that if the
eligible voters come to vote with less than one half of the number of the entire eligible voters in
the local administration organization or by the collection of names to remove that official, it may
be disqualified. Also it cannot be voted again to remove that official by the same reason.
Meanwhile, Section 23, second paragraph, prescribes that in the event the voters are more than
one half of the total eligible voters in that local administration organization, and have a minimum
vote of three-fourths of the eligible votes, deem the local councilor or a local executive should not
hold the office anymore, that official may be removed from office following the date of voting.
However, it creates a legal problem if the eligible voters come to vote by exactly one half, but the
collection of names still cannot be decided, neither can it proceed anymore because the votes do
not exceed one half pursuant to Section 23, second paragraph. If there is such a scenario, it can
cause confusion to the people and the public officials to enforce the law. Meanwhile, the number
of the votes for removing the local councilor or the local executive from the office pursuant to
Section 23, second paragraph, prescribes a minimum of three-fourths of the eligible voters is
rather high, because in practice the local administration organization can hardly achieve it.
Another important problem is the voting to remove a local councilor uses the same criteria with
the voting to remove the local executive is the use of the norm that the entire eligible voters to

oust the official by more than one half of the entire eligible voters and requires three-fourths of



v

the votes to remove the local councilor. That is using the criteria of the entire eligible voters in
that local administration organization to vote by more than one half of the total eligible voters and
approved by a minimum of three-fourths of the votes. Therefore, it is a difficult thing to campaign
for the cntire eligible voters in the local administration organization to vote for removing the local

councilor out of the office, because the local councilor is elected for the electorate only.



