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Quentin Couper Black
11 Allen Ave

Glynde SA 5070

08 8333 1444

Dr Chris Drury

Australian Electoral Officer

South Australian Federal Redistribution Committee
9" Floor, AMP Building

1 King William St

ADELAIDE, SA 5000

18" July 2003

Dear Sir,

I respectfully submit the following comments regarding the submissions set before the
South Australian Redistribution Committee. Whilst there are I believe, many very
high quality, specifically detailed submissions which often address in some detail the
contemporary human geography, generally there seems to be some neglect of South
Australian historical and geographical context, which has underpinned and will
continue to do so, the development of human settlement and communities of interest
in this State.

T have offered one possible analysis in some depth relating to each individual
submission noting the perceived strengths and weaknesses of each submission to
derive an alternative proposal drawing upon the identified strengths and placing these
suggestions within what I believe to be an appropriate historical and geographical
context.

I hope these comments will assist the boundaries committee in reviewing the broad
range of submission to derive boundaries which will minimise the inconvenience to
South Australian electors but at the same time produced stable electorate reflecting
contemporary communities of interests with regard to the historical and geographical
context for which they have developed. I would be happy to elaborate in person upon
these comments or provide further clarification upon request.

Yours Sincerely,

Quentin Couper Black
Lecturer University of Adelaide
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1.1 Introduction

This redistribution is the one hundredth anniversary of the original creation of our
Commonwealth Electoral Divisions in South Australia. It offers us an appropriate and
important opportunity to review the creation and continuity of our electorates within
an historical, geographical and human context. Given that South Australia is to lose a
Federal Electoral Division as a necessary consequence of the implementation of the
Act through the current redistribution process, it will result in the reallocation of a
substantial number of electors. Whilst I would contend and the Act implies that this
should be kept to a minimum for the convenience of our electors, it provides an
important opportunity to readjust the present electorates to amend outstanding
community of interest anomalies to reflect contemporary changes in socio
demographic population distributions and communities of interest and reflect physical
and geographic features of South Australia which impact upon lifestyle and
community development.

As the distinguished early South Australian geographer Fenner (1933) noted, “the
origin, growth and development of human communities is largely dependent upon and
controlled by the physical facts of distance, height, rainfall, temperature, soils and
land forms”. It is these features, which to a very large extent, determine and constrain
the settlement, growth, development and distribution of our State’s population and as
a consequence constrain the placement of our Commonwealth Electoral Divisions. In
the context of the submissions received by the Committee it is the intention of this
dialogue to raise for discussion a number of historical and contemporary,
sociodemographic, physical and geographic features of importance in the present
Commonwealth Electoral Divisions of South Australia. It is my hope and belief that a
redistribution process informed and guided by reference to the historical and
geographical constraints, which have led to the development and growth of our
State’s population, will result in more stable electoral boundaries with practical and
meaningful communities of interest.
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2.0 Analysis and Summary of Public Submissions

Submission 1: (Mr Glyon Evans)
Key Propositions:
¢ Retention of Federation Electorate names (Adelaide, Barker, Boothby, Grey,
Hindmarsh and Wakefield)
¢ Identification of Mayo and Makin as the most recently created are the best
electorates for consideration for abolition.
o Identification of Sturt as the electorate for abolition as a non-fed eration and
electorate with marked mixed demographics.
¢ Grey should gain the Yorke Peninsula.
¢ Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted these suggestions almost in entirety.
Strengths
o Not only is the retention of federation electorate names a guideline, but also I
would argue eminently sensible in terms of minimalising the inconvenience to
electors and maintaining historical connections between long standing
communities of interest and their electorates. Infact I would take this
suggestion one step further and put forth the suggestion that Mayo should be
renamed Angas.
e It is both reasonable and sensible to believe that abolishing an electorate with
the shortest history will create less inconvenience for electors.
e Sturt is a good candidate for abolition as a relatively more recent non-
foundation electorate with markedly mixed demographics. ,
- e For reasons discussed in more detail later this would seem the only practical
solution for Grey, a point reiterated in many of the submissions.
Weaknesses _
¢ That Mayo could not be abolished because its present member is a senior
minister. I believe this is irrelevant to the task before the committee and
certainly secondary to concerns of creation of boundaries reflect strong and
enduring communities of interest and stable electorates. Notwithstanding these
comments I strongly believe Mayo should be retained as it neatly brings
together the strong communities of interest associated with the population of
the Mount Lofty Ranges/Adelaide Hills, which surrounds the Adelaide Plains.

Submission 2: (Town of Gawler)
Key Propositions:
e Placement of the council and township of Gawler into an electorate with other
rural areas.
o Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted this suggestion in entirety.
Strengths
s Itis presently possible to retain Gawler within the electorate of Wakefield
assuming it is retained. However, with the increasing urbanisation of the outer
Northern suburbs in the future this may not be so or even desirable.

L



Comments 1o the Australian Electoral Commission, Quentin Black July 2003
South Australian Redistribution Committee

Weaknesses

e Communities of interest are not static but rather dynamic in nature with the
passage of time and patterns urban development. The areas that once separated
the former rural township of Gawler from what was considered the outer
northern suburbs of Adelaide upon the Adelaide Plains have recently
undergone considerable urban development and are likely to continue to do so.
Overtime this will probably lead to a change in the nature of Gawler, its
population and their self identification as it has with many of the older once
rural townships on the Adelaide Plains closer to Adelaide that have now
clearly become suburbs of Adelaide (such as Klemzig, Reynella and
Semaphore). It is worth noting that the smaller State divisions no longer
accept this distinction and have combined Gawler with the outer suburbs of
Munno Para (now within Playford Council).

Submission 3: (Christopher Pyne MP)
Key Propositions:

¢ That the Adelaide Hills, Campbelltown and Tea Tree Gully, Council suburbs
of Teringie, Woodforde, Magill, Rostrevor, Newton, Paradise, Athelstone and
Highbury be transferred from Mayo to Sturt.

e That the Port Adelaide, Enfield, Norwood Payneham and St Peters suburbs of
Vale Park, Marden, Felixstow, Klemzig, Hillcrest, Oakden and Gilles Plains
be transferred to the electorate of Adelaide.

+ Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted these suggestions in entirety relating to these suburbs
excepting the suburb of Gilles Plains.

Strengths

e As has been noted in many of the other submissions, it would seem one of the
more outstanding anomalies, specifically that the Adelaide Plains, suburbs of
the Campbelitown and Tea Tree Gully Councils of Magill, Rostrevor,
Campbelltown, Newton, Paradise, Athelstone and Highbury, Dernancourt and
Hope Valley should be transferred into the adjacent Adelaide Plains electorate.
Infact I would take this notion further and reintroduce to Sturt the other
suburbs of Tea Tree Gully thus incorporating the Modbury/ Tea Tree Plaza
shopping and service hub and the OBahn transport system reasserting Sturt as
a North Eastern suburbs electorate.

e Again it is the most sensible suggestion to reincorporate suburbs associated
with the inner Torrens Valley into the electorate of Adelaide. I would suggest
this concept be extended to include the remainder of the inner City Council of
Norwood, Payneham and St Peters mostly into the one electorate, Adelaide
consistent with submission No. 20 from this Council requesting it be in the
one electorate.

Weaknesses

o Infact there is also a small portion of the suburb of Campbelitown associated
with the Newton Target shopping complex presently in Mayo, which would be
landlocked by this proposal if taken literally. Further, the Plains suburbs of

- Dernancourt and Hope Valley should also not be in the Adelaide Hills
electorate of Mayo. _

¢ The Suburbs of Teringie and Woodforde are part of the Adelaide Hills Council
area, although are more foothills rather than hills suburbs.




Commenis to the Australian Electoral Commission, Quentin Black July 2003
South Australian Redistribution Committee

e Many of the community of interest arguments set forth are highly debatable,
and particularly, 1 would note there are marked demographic/cultural
differences (as in Submission No1) between the communities North and South
of Magill Road. Infact recently both the communities of Campbelltown and
Burnside strongly rejected a council merger proposal. Also the North Eastern
suburbs of Campbelltown and Tea Tree Gully in Sturt and Mayo arguably
have stronger communities of interests with the Adjacent suburbs of Tea Tree
Gully in Makin and relate more to the Modbury/ Tea Tree Plaza shopping and
service hub than Burnside Village or the Norwood Parade.

e I believe the suburb of Gilles Plains is too far East and should remain in Sturt
as it lies east of Watkleys/Sudbolz/ Darley/Newton Road which forms a good
natural boundary separating the inner North Eastern from Adelaide’s Quter
North Eastern suburbs and as such an excellent eastern boundary for Sturt.

Submission 4: (Mr John Daniel Encel)

Key Propositions:
e That an electorate should be named for Sir Howard Florey or David Unaipon.
¢ Identification of Port Adelaide as the electorate to change names.

Strengths _

e Sir Howard Florey and David Unaipon were both eminent and worthy South
Australians of such an honour and it would be a good thing to name a South
Australian electorate after a prominent South Australian Indigenous person.

Weaknesses

¢ Port Adelaide is one of the few suburban areas within the city of Adelaide,
where local residents identify themselves as from the “Port” or “Port
Adelaide” rather than from Adelaide. It has a very stable population and many
residents whose families have lived in the area for generations. In these ways
it is similar in character to Port Melbourne in Victoria. Anybody with any
doubts need look no further than the support phenomenon associated with the
Port Adelaide football club.

e David Unaipon was of the Yaralde people of the Lower Murray River and as
such it may be more appropriate to consider his name for the electorate
covering the region of historical Wakefield, Angas or Barker.

¢ This submission notes the guideline that there should exist very strong reasons
for name changes to Divisions. Simply put this is not a guideline formulated
without purpose or reason, name changes should be kept to a minimum for the
convenience of electors. There is to be a loss rather than a creation of an
electorate, which makes the notion of adopting a new name even more
difficult. Further, as observed the Florey proposal is problematic as a state
division already bears this name.

e Should the committee be entertaining the idea though, I would respectfully
recommend the recent publication by Historical Society of South Australia,
edited by Mr John Healey, “SA’s Greats” which details the achievements of
the 169 prominent South Australian’s commemorated on the North Terrace
plaques during the Jubilee 150 celebrations, including both of these suggested
names. As an atternative, I would like to suggest one of these persons John
McConnell Black. A pioneer farmer from Baroota, he lived at Norwood and
North Adelaide and is buried at Magill. Following a bequest from his sister
Helen D’Oyly Carte a pioneer of women at Oxford and of Gilbert and Sullivan
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fame, of his own initiative wrote the original Flora for South Australia and at
the time for the whole of Australia, the royalties for which he donated to the
State. In addition, he authored seminal phonetic works on Aboriginal
languages, served as a reporter and editorialist for the Advertiser, Hansard
reporter for the house of assembly and being fluent in thirteen languages acted
as State Government translator. He received a range of state, national and
international honours for his pioneering botanical works including the
appointment as an Honourary Lecturer at the University of Adelaide (1927),
Associate sonoris cansa of the Linnaen Society, London (1930), president of
the royal society of South Australia (1933-34), the Sir John Verco medal
(1930), the Ferdinand von Mueller memorial Medal, from the Australian and
New Zealand Association for the advancement of Science (1932), the Natural
History medallion from the Field Naturalist Society of Victoria (1944), the
MBE (1942} and the Clarke Memorial Medal from the Royal Society of New
South Wales (1946).

Submission 5: (Mr Thomas Gallasch)

Key Propositions:

That the lower hills face (foot hills) suburbs of Woodforde, Teringie and the
plains suburb of Rostrevor should be transferred from Mayo to Sturt.

Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative comprise
proposal has adopted these suggestions in entirely.

Strengths

This submission expresses the legitimate concerns of residents of these
suburbs and for that matter other Plains suburbs of Campbelltown at being
placed in the electorate of Mayo.

It notes the disconnectivity between these suburbs and the Adelaide Hills
communities and the transport difficulty with access to the Mayo Electorate
office. Although in the case of Woodforde and Teringie this is equally true of
the council offices.

Campbelitown Council has in the past expressed interest in transferring
Woodforde and Teringie into Campbelltown from the Adelaide Hills Council
and this may well eventuate at some point in the future.

Weaknesses

This submission incorrectly states that the suburb of Rostrevor is in the
Adelaide Hills Council when Infact it is part of the City of Campbelltown.

It incorrectly states the vast majority of primary producers are in Mayo and
there are zero in the electorate of Sturt. Infact Mayo contains many suburban
areas regarded as peri metropolitan, the vast majority of primary producers
would be in electorates such as Grey, Wakefield and Barker and Sturt
particularly the Northern segment still contains many primary producers
particularly associated with the market gardens of the Torrens Valley.

That the submission nominates the division of Sturt, presupposes it will
continue to exist and it would be more appropriate to suggest they should be
placed in an electorate with the adjacent plains suburbs of Campbelltown.
The same rationale is equally true and probably more so for the other
Campbelltown City and Tea Tree Gully Council Adelaide Plains suburbs
presently located in Mayo (Magill, Newton, Campbelltown, Paradise,
Athelstone, Dernancourt, Highbury and Hope Valley). At least in the case of
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Woodforde and Teringie there is the assumed community of interest
associated with being in the same council.

Submission 6; (Saint Ignatius College)
Key Propositions:

o That the twin campuses Saint Ignatius College be placed in the one federal
electorate.

o Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative comprise
proposal has adopted these suggestions and attempted to place most of the
catchment areas for the two campuses and the highest concentration of people
of the Catholic faith and significant festive routes entirely in the one
electorate.

Strengths

s This submission expresses the legitimate concerns of an education institution
based in two electorates.

o There is a strong community of interest and sociodemographic correlation
between the former council of Payneham particularly and its offshoot
Campbelltown Council which was Infact in the past a product of Payneham
and in part the previous former East Adelaide district.

Weaknesses

e The two Campuses are in two different Council areas that of Norwood,
Payneham and St Peters and Campbelltown and a muted amalgamation
between Campbelltown and Payneham and St Peters was rejected at the
council level.

o This submission if adopted would create a precedent for institutions all over
the State. For example, there are a number of twin campus schools which are
split across electorates such as the adjacent Norwood-Morialta campus where
the middle school is in Mayo and the Senior school is in Sturt, this should
have equal consideration and both may be desirable. However, how far should
this argument extend the Adelaide University has a campus at Waite and
Roseworthy. Further it is not just educational institutions, the nearby Lutheran
homes for example has a similar geographical separation but between Glynde
in Sturt and Hope Valley in Makin.

e It suggests that it is more efficient to lobby one federal member, whilst it may
be more efficient, it may be more effective to be able to garner support from
two federal members, Infact many institutions find value in being able to have
more than one member of parliament lobbying on their behalf.

Submission 7: (Mr Martin Gordon)

Key Propositions:
e That “it became evident that the division most likely to disappear would be
Hindmarsh”.
Adelatde to gain most of the electorate of Hindmarsh and Western suburbs.
Barker to lose the Murray Mallee and gain former DC of Willunga.
Bonython to gain electors from Adelaide and Port Adelaide.
 Boothby to gain electors from the City of Marion in Hindmarsh.
¢ Grey to gain Yorke Peninsula Councils and lose part of DC of Goyder and
Clare and Gilberts Valley.



Comments to the Australian Electoral Cormmission, Quentin Black July 2003
South Australian Redistribution Committee

Kingston to gain Adelaide Hills suburbs associated with Onkaparinga and
Mitcham,

Makin to gain electors from Bonython associated with Elizabeth and
Salisbury. _ :
Mayo to transfer electors from Sturt, City of Campbelltown and Tea Tree
Gulily.

Port Adelaide to gain electors from Adelaide.

Sturt to gain electors from Prospect, Walkerville and Port-Adelaide-Enfield.
Wakefield to gain electors from Goyder and Clare and Gilbert Valley
Councils, Murray Mallee Councils and the non-urban component of Playford
Council from Bonython.

Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted much of the changes suggested for Grey, Barker and
Wakefield.

Strengths

The proposals relating to Grey, Wakefield and Barker sensibly reincorporate
the Yorke Peninsula into Grey.

Place the Clare and Gilbert Valley Councils into Wakefield along with much
of the Murray Mallee Councils reuniting the Riverland with the River Murray
Mallee regions and reintroduce the former DC of Willunga into the electorate
of Barker. All of these proposals have been represented in a number of
submissions and would seem to have strong support from a historical and
community of interest perspective.

Weaknesses

There is a lack of substantive argument to justify the abolition of Hindmarsh
and the specific detailed transfers for each electorate beyond general
observations, most of which I have no disagreement with but would apply
equally to any number of boundary sets.

The proposals with regard to the Adelaide Plains electorates seem far more
problematic and in some cases as in the electorate of Adelaide would promote
a radical and substantial alteration to the electorate, which has no historical
precedent and would seem to have little community of interest arguments to
support it.

With regard to Kingston the proposal to place the Adelaide Hills component
suburbs of Onkaparinga Council into Kingston would seem contrary to the
community of interest arguments set forth in a number of other submissions,
which identify strong community of interest arguments for the association
between the Adelaide Hills suburbs of the Onkaparinga and those of the
Mitcham Councils and indeed the Adelaide Hills Council and District of Mt
Barker.

With regard to Mayo, the suggestion to add further Adelaide Plains suburbs
associated with the City of Tea Tree Gully, Port Adelaide-Enfield and
Campbelltown would further compound the problems relating to the lack of
community of interest between the small number of existing Adelaide Plains
suburbs associated with Campbelltown and Tea Tree Gully presently in Mayo
with that electorate. _

The transfer of suburbs of Norwood, Payneham and St Peters, Prospect and
Walkerville in particutar out of Adelaide would also seem contrary to
longstanding historical connections and established communities of interest
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between the inner North-Eastern suburbs associated with the Torrens Valley
and the electorate of Adelaide.

Submission 8: (Prof Harry E Green)
Key Propositions:

e That the councils of Burnside, Norwood, Payneham St Peters and
Campbelitown or Burnside and Unley Councils be contained in one electorate.

e Notwithstanding the concerns identified below the alternative comprise
proposal has adopted the later of these notions placing Burnside, Unley and
the Part of Norwood, Payneham and St Peters voting upon merger with
Burnside into the one electorate, that of Boothby.

Strengths

o There is a strong association between parts of the Norwood, Payneham, St
Peters and the Burnside Councils, Infact presently some residents from the old
Kensington Council component are voting on whether they would prefer to
transfer to the Burnside Council area.

e There is a strong socio-demographic correspondence between residents of the
Burnside and Unley Councils. Further, throughout ninety of the last hundred
years Unley and Burnside councils have been wholly or partly together in the
electorate of Boothby.

Weaknesses

e There is strong evidence both in terms of marked differences in socio-
demographics variables and the recent rejection by both communities for a
proposal to merger between Burnside and Campbelltown Councils that there
are significant real and perceived differences between people living within
these councils.

Submission 9: (National Party of Australia (SA) Inc)
Key Propositions:
e That Mayo be notionally reclassified as an “outer metropolitan” electorate and
that it is the best electorate to be merged with others as it has six shared
boundaries.
o That the electorates of Grey, Wakefield and Barker should be retained and
attempts be made to minimise the additional land mass added to Grey.
e Notwithstanding the concerns identified below regarding the retention of
Mayo, my alternative comprise proposal has adopted these suggestions in total
Strengths
e There is slightly more than sufficient population outside the Adelaide Plains
suburbs of Adelaide for the committee to retain four non Adelaide Plains
clectorates, ie given the inclusion of the Willunga Basin in Barker, the
retention of Gawler and its rural surrounds in Wakefield and the inclusion of
the Adelaide Hills components of Onkaparinga, Mitcham, and the Adelaide
Hills Council in Mayo. This would enable Mayo to lose the Adelaide Plains
suburbs associated with Campbelltown and Tea Tree Gully Councils and
retain a “non Adelaide Plains, mixed semi-rural, peri-metropolitan” character.
Weaknesses
e Far from making the case for the abolition of Mayo, it is equally arguable that
it should be retained precisely because of its high number of shared boundaries
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as an ideal transfer conduit electorate and thus retaining four of eleven
electorates as non Adelaide Plains electorates.

Submission 10: (Mr Christopher Connoly)

Key Propositions:

That the initial step should be to examine the quota possible from the
combined populations of metropolitan, outer metropolitan and rural council
areas.

This submission produces a set of maps without detailed community of
interest arguments, which attempt to minimise the number of Council areas
divided across electoral divisions.

Notwithstanding the significant concerns regarding this proposals outcomes, I
have incorporated the methodology to develop a quota outline for an
alternative proposal, which attempts to incorporate many of the proposals
based upon communities of interest set forth in the other submissions.

Strengths

The initial starting point is an excellent suggestion, however | would suggest
the following breakdown instead based upon non-Adelaide Plains Councils
and Adelaide Plains Councils. Allocating the Councils in this way yields
approximately seven Adelaide Plains quotas and four non-Adelaide Plains
quotas including one quota based upon the peri-metropolitan Councils of
Barossa, the Adelaide Hills, DC of Mt Barker, the township of Strathalbyn and
the Hills components of the Cities of Mitcham and Onkaparinga.

Utilising this initial approach for quota attainment it yields quotas for three
genuine rural electorates, one peri-Adelaide Plains Lower Mt Lofty
Ranges/Adelaide Hills electorate and seven Adelaide Plains electorates. The
rural electorates would be loosely based around Grey and the Yorke Peninsula,
the Wakefield Plains, the Riverland and Lower Murray Mallee and Barker
incorporating the former DC of Willunga. The seven Adelaide Plains
electorates could be most usefully divided into the outer Southern and outer
Northern suburbs, Port Adelaide and the North-Western suburbs, Modbury
and the outer North-Eastern suburbs, the Western and beachside suburbs, the
inner South-Eastern suburbs and Adelaide and the inner North-Eastern
suburbs associated with the Torrens Valley.

Weaknesses

Whilst the general idea is an excellent starting point, it would seem the lack of
local knowledge has resulted in some incorrect allocations to these categories
(ie T would contend that the hills component of Mitcham is outer metropolitan,
that Mallala, Gawler, Light, Barossa, Alexandrina, Victor Harbour, Yankalilla
and at least parts of Onkaparinga (ie Willunga), Mt Barker, Adelaide Hills and
outer parts of Playford Councils are not outer metropolitan but more rural in
character).

Generally, the resultant boundaries from this exercise other than the electorate
of Grey have produced a set of electorates that would result in radical changes,
which bear little relationship to longstanding associations between Councils
except at natural boundaries and communities of interest.

10
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Submission 11: (City of Burnside)

Key Propositions:
¢ That the whole of the Burnside council should be retained in the one
electorate, specifically in Sturt.
e Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted these suggestions in total although in Boothby.
Strengths
e Asis the case for all Local Government areas it would be advantageous for
them to be contained within one electorate. Although clearly this will not be
entirely possible, it would be achievable in most cases and one would hope
they would be split only between two electorates and along lines of
community of interest if they were to be split.
Weaknesses
o It will not always be possible to all of the Local Government areas in one
electorate. Given that it is possible in this case, surely the important point is
that the council be contained within one electorate, as is it presupposes the
continued existence of Sturt.
e Historically, what is currently Burnside has been wholly or partly contained in
Boothby from 1903-1955 and 1968-1993, in other words, for 77 years of the
100 years existence of Boothby.

Submission 12 (The Barossa Council)
Key Propositions:
e That the electorate of Wakefield be retained and that the council not be
divided across two electorates,
+ Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative comprise
proposal has adopted these suggestions in total.
Strengths
¢ Certainly Wakefield is a foundation electorate and as such efforts should be
made to retain it in name.
Weaknesses
e The submission states it is likely if Wakefield is abolished that the Barossa
Council would be divided between Bonython and Mayo, this is of course not
‘necessarily the case nor is it desirable.
¢ The Barossa Council based in Angaston has been located in the electorate of
Angas 1903-1934, 1948-1978 (60years) and Wakefield 1934-1948, 1978-2003
(40years). The contemporary electorate of Mayo is very similar in character
and makeup to the historical electorate of Angas, in that it includes much of
the Adelaide Hills/ lower Mount Lofty Ranges with the exception of the
Barossa Council area, which could on this occasion, be re-incorporated in
entirety into the electorate of Mayo.

Submission 13 (Neil Andrew MP)

Key Propositions:
o That in accordance with established guidelines that “every effort should be
made to retain the names of original divisions”, including Wakefield.
o That the Yorke Peninsula and possibly the Wakefield plains area be
transferred into the electorate of Grey.

11
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e That the Clare and Gilbert Councils and Goyder DC be transferred into
Wakefield from Grey.

e That River Murray, Murray-Mallee councils of Mid Murray, Karoonda East
Murray be transferred from Barker to Wakefield, uniting Riverland and river
Murray/ Murray Mallee councils into the one electorate.

e Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative cornpromise
proposal has adopted all but the Goyder DC suggestion.

Strengths

o Certainly Wakefield is a foundation electorate and as such efforts should be
made to retain it in name.

e The transfer of the Yorke Peninsula back into Grey would seem to be very
sensible and have broad support.

e Transferring the DC of Yorke Peninsula, DC of the Copper Coast and DC of
Barunga West and the Northern segment of the Wakeficld Regional Council
into Grey retains a cluster of regional councils with strong communities of
interests in the one electorate.

e It would be desirable to combine the Riverland councils with the River
Murray, Murray Mallee councils into the one electorate.

Weaknesses

o Twould suggest that the portion of the Wakefield Plains up to the Wakefield
River should be retained in Wakefield for historical and community of interest
reasons.

e Transfer of the DC of Goyder from Grey to Wakefield would split this council
off from the other Mid North councils. I would argue the quota requirements
could better be fuifilled by transferring the Clare and Gilbert Valley council
from Grey to Wakefield and only the portion of Wakefield Regional Council
North of the Wakefield River from Wakefield to Grey delivering a better
community of interest outcome.

¢ The argument for the incorporation of the River Murray, Murray Mallee
Councils into Wakefield could and perhaps should be extended to include the
Rural city of Murray Bridge Council and the Southern Mallee DC, this could
be achieved by transferring the components of the Adelaide Hills Council and
the Barossa Council from Wakefield into Mayo.

Submission 14: (Andrew Southcott MP)
Key Propositions:

s That Boothby as a foundation electorate should be retained 1n name.

e That the Mitcham City Council be retained in Boothby.

e That the Onkaparinga Council Hills suburb of Aberfoyle Park has a strong
community of interest with the adjacent Hills component of the Mitcham
Council and they should be in the same electorate, that of Boothby.

e Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted all these suggestions, however combines the Adelaide
Hills suburbs of Onkaparinga with those of Mitcham and the Adelaide Hills
Council in the electorate of Mayo.

Strengths _
e It is Infact a guideline for naming that every effort should be made to retain

the names of the foundation electorates.

12
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Mitcham City council has a strong historical association with Boothby and has
been in part or wholly within the electorate from 1903-2003 and should
remain in Boothby.

The Adelaide Hills suburbs of Mitcham have a very strong community of
interest with Adelaide Hills suburbs of the City of Onkaparinga and for that
matter those associated with the Adelaide Hills Council.

Weaknesses

Boothby also has a very strong historical association with the Cities of Unley
and Burnside, which have in part or wholly been in Boothby from 1903-1993
for Unley and 1903-1955 and 1968-1993 for Burnside. Also Infact Boothby
changed markedly in character relatively recently when it was required to fill
the void left by the abolition of Hawker in 1993, prior to this historically it
was by and large an inner South Eastern suburbs electorate.

Mitcham has frequently been only partly in Boothby and as a Council has two
distinctive communities of interest based upon its inner Southern Plains
suburbs and its Adelaide Hills Suburbs, a fact frequently acknowledged by the
council.

This submission would have Boothby continue as a hybrid electorate
containing part of a Western suburbs beachside council (Holdfast Bay), outer
South Western suburbs, inner Southern Adelaide Plains suburbs and Adelaide
Hilis suburbs from two councils, entrenching and compounding the diverse
communities of interest in this electorate resulting from its filling the void
created by the relatively recent abolition of the Hawker electorate rather than
seizing this opportunity to restore its historical character and the strong
communities of interest which exist between Mitcham, Unley and Burnside
Councils,

Submission 15: (Trish Worth MP)

Key Propositions:

That the Burnside council suburbs of Rose Park and Dulwich be transferred
into Adelaide.

That the Walkerville Council suburb of Vale Park be transferred into
Adelaide.

That Adelaide contains part or all of and should continue to include the
councils of Adelaide, Walkerville, Prospect, Norwood, Payneham and St
Peters, Burnside, Unley, West Torrens, Thebarton, Charles Sturt and Port
Adelaide-Enfield, where numbers permit.

Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted the suggestion to incorporate Vale Park and retain inner
city portions of all the present councils except Burnside and Unley and further
re-introduces the rest of the Norwood, Payneham and St Peters Council with
suburbs associated with the Torrens Valley of the former DC of East Adelaide
and Enfield to the Walkleys/Sudholz/ Darley/Newton Road boundary
including the developed Linear park and OBahn line to the Paradise
interchange.

Strengths

The transfer of Vale Park would re-unite the Walkerville Council into the one
electorate.
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Weaknesses

o It 1s contradictory to the submission No 11 put in by Burnside Council and
Submissions No 3 and No 8 requesting that Burnside Council should be placed
in the one electorate.

¢ In requesting the retention of the recent Cross Road Southern B oundary it fails
to acknowledge the 90-year history of Unley being in Boothby and the South
Parklands historical boundary.

Submission 16: (Liberal Party of Australia)

Key Propositions:

¢ Grey to gain the Yorke Peninsula, DC of Copper Coast, DC of Barunga West,
DC of Wakefield and lose the Clare and Gilbert Valleys and DC Goyder to
Wakefield. '

o  Wakefield to gain Clare and Gilbert Valleys and DC Goyder, Adelaide Hills
Council and much of the Murray Mallee associated with the River Murray.
¢ Barker to gain Adelaide Hills Strathalbyn township in Alexandrina and the
some of the Adelaide outer suburbs of the former DC of Willunga.

» Adelaide to gain suburbs from Burnside, Norwood, Payneham and St Peters
Councils and suburbs of the inner East and North East.

+  Sturt essentially reiterates submission No 3 discussed above.

¢ Hindmarsh should expand South or North along the coast recognising its
character as a Beachside Suburbs and Western suburbs.

* Boothby should gain electors from Marion or Onkaparinga Councils.

e Makin to gain electors from City of Salisbury and not cross Grand Junction
Road.

Mayo to gain the remainder of the Adelaide Hills Council and Adelaide Hills
suburbs of Mitcham and Onkaparinga.

¢ Kingston should remain at the lower end of'its quota given its rapid growth.
¢ Bonython to gain electors from Port Adelaide or between Main North Road
and Bridge Road.

s Port Adelaide to gain electors from Mawson Lakes or Port Adelaide Enfield
Council in Adelaide.

¢ Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted many of these suggestions with strong community of
interest arguments identified below.

Strengths

e There seems to be broad acceptance of the transfer of Yorke Peninsula, DC of
Copper Coast and DC of Barunga West into Grey and the counter transfer of
Clare and Gilbert Valleys Council into Wakefield across most submissions.

¢ Norwood, Payneham, St Peters and suburbs of the inner East and North East
have a strong historical association with the electorate of Adelaide.

¢ Hindmarsh expanding down the southern coast would allow the incorporation
of the Holdfast bay Council into the one electorate.

e It would seem very sensible to include these areas (ie the hills suburbs of
Mitcham and Onkaparinga) into Mayo creating a more homogenous electorate
based upon the Adelaide Hills and Lower Mount Lofty Ranges.

» This would seem a sensible suggestion regarding Kingston’s quota and likely
rapid growth.
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Weaknesses

In producing a comprehensive set of suggestions it fails to identify an
electorate to abolish which would make its additions to all of the electorates
possible.

Grey should retain the Mid North DC of Goyder with the other Mid North
Councils.

Wakefield should retain at least the component Wakefield Regional Council
South of the River Wakefield for historical and community of interest reasons.
Strathalbyn has throughout almost all of its history been contained in Angas or
Mayo with the other Townships of the Adelaide Hills. The former DC of
Willunga has historically often been in Barker, but in its entirety, not a few
isolated suburbs afong the coast, which incidentally are not adjacent, thus if
followed literally this submission would create two very odd landlocked
electorates. - '

The Cities of Burnside and Unley have strong historical connections with
Boothby and are possibly better placed there.

The suggestion that the Cross Roads, and the LGA boundary between
Burnside and Mitcham divide strong differences in communities of interest, I
am afraid does not reconcile with the facts, which can be derived from a
cursory glance at the demographic data in the South Australian Community
Atlas or C-data.

Also the suggestion that Grand Junction Road divides communities of interest
is palpable nonsense. In the North East, this road cuts across strong
communities of interest rather than divides. The major transport corridors to
Adelaide’s North-Eastern suburbs include the Lower North East Road, the
North East Road and the OBahn busway. In the North Eastern suburbs the
suburbs North and South of Grand Junction Road are not only in the same
Council namely Tea Tree Gully but relate clearly to the same shopping and
service hub at Modbury and Tea Tree Plaza as do for that matter the Eastern
suburbs of Enfield and Campbelltown.

The City of Salisbury has an enduring association with the electorate of
Bonython, which was based upon the suburban and industrial development of
outer suburbs of Adelaide along the Main North Road specifically in the cities
of Elizabeth and Salisbury.

Submission 17: (One Nation)
Key Propositions:

Grey to gain the Yorke Peninsula.

Wakefield to gain the Clare, Gilbert Valley and Goyder Councils and the mid-
Murray and DC of Karoonda East Murray.

Barker to gain Strathalbyn.

Mayo to gain the hills component of the Mitcham Council.

Kingston to gain more of the Marion Council and a small component of the
Holdfast Bay Council.

Bonython to gain the areas North of the Golden Way and lose its non-urban
areas to Wakefield.

Makin to gain suburbs associated with Port Adelaide-Enfield and Tea Tree
Gully, South of Grand Junction Road to the River Torrens.

Sturt to gain half of Unley and the Adelaide Plains component of Mitcham.

15
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Adelaide to move its Western boundary to South Road and incorporate the
suburb of Klemzig.

Boothby to gain the Western suburbs and beachside suburbs of Hindmarsh
South of Adelaide Airport.

Hindmarsh to merge with Port Adelaide.

Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted the suggestions relating to Grey, Wakefield, Mayo and
Bonython.

Strengths

The proposal to re-incorporate the Yorke Peninsula into the electorate of Grey
has been put forth in many of the submissions and would seem the most
sensible solution.

The proposal to incorporate the Clare and Gilbert Valley and Councils
associated with the River Murray/Murray Mallee region thus reuniting them
with the Riverland communities into the one electorate would also seem to
have strong merits. Infact I would further suggest the incorporation of all of
the Murray Mallee Councils.

The transfer of the hills component of the Mitcham Council from Boothby to
Mayo is a highly desirable community of interest outcome, which unites these
hills communities with those of the Adelaide Hills and DC of Mt Barker.

The proposal to incorporate the areas North of the Golden Way into the
Northern electorate of Bonython would seem sensible given the distinction
between the communities of interest associated with the older suburbs of Tea
Tree Gully and the newer development of Golden Grove which is more in
keeping with other model developments such as Mawson Lakes contained
within the electorate of Bonython in this proposal.

The proposal to no longer recognise the Southern boundary of the North-
Eastern suburbs electorate as Grand Junction Road 1s also to be applauded as it
recognises this road does not divide communities of interest North and South
of it in the North-Eastern suburbs.

Weaknesses

The proposal to transfer DC of Goyder from Grey to the electorate of
Wakefield would remove it from its associated mid-North Councils and may
not be desirable.

Having suggested umting the hills components of the Mitcham Council with
the Adelaide Hills Council and the DC of Mt Barker it would seem
counterproductive to remove the hills township of Strathalbyn, which has been
historically associated with these other hills communities in the electorates of
Angas and Mayo, and further given the strong community of interest
arguments set forth in other submissions regarding the close relationship
between the Adelaide hills components of Mitcham and Onkaparinga Councils
it would seem logical to incorporate these hills suburbs of Onkaparinga into
Mayo with those of Mitcham rather than in the electorate of Kingston where
they would share little community of interest.

The choice of the River Torrens as the Southern boundary for the North-
Eastern suburbs electorate is unfortunately equally flawed, as there is more
that unites communities north and south associated with the Torrens Valley
than separates them. A better Southern boundary that distinguishes where the
inner North-Eastern suburbs end and the outer North-Eastern suburbs begin
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would be Walkleys/Sudholz/ Darley/Newton Road, which mostly delineates
Enfield from Tea Tree Gully and the Eastern suburbs of Campbelltown from
the inner North-Eastern suburbs formally associated with the district of East
Adelaide.

The remainder of suggestion relating to Port Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Boothby
and Adelaide has the advantage of creating only two beachside Western
suburbs seats, however this could equally be achieved by retaining an
electorate called Port Adelaide loosely based upon Port Adelaide and Charles
Sturt and an electorate of Hindmarsh based loosely upon West Torrens and
Holdfast Bay without radically shifting Adelaide deep into the Western and
North-Western suburbs, which is without historical precedent and has poor
community of interest outcomes. This would allow Boothby in regaining
Unley to reinstitute its historical location as an inner South-Eastern Adelaide
Plains electorate and enable Adelaide to re-assert its association with East
Adelaide and the older inner City Torrens Valley Councils and Sturt to move
North of Burnside returning to its original North-Eastern electorate character
thus merging with the newest electorate of Makin.

Submission 18: (Australian Labor Party)
Key Propositions:

The currently divided Spencer Gulf Region to be placed in one division.
South Australia’s entire Murray River system, its basin and the Coorong to be
placed in one division.

South Australia’s Mount Lofty Ranges to be located in one division.
Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted most of these suggestions.

Strengths
e The proposal to include the Yorke Peninsula and thus unite the Spencer Gulf

regions into the one division, namely Grey has been broadly advocated by
most of the submissions and would seem a sensible solution to the quota
situation, has historical precedent and the advantage of placing the Spencer

‘Gulf in one region.

It would also be ideal to place the Riverland and the Murray River associated
with Murray Mallee into the one electorate, however this need not be Barker,
but could easily be Wakefield, given the retention of the Coorong in Barker
along with all the rest of the Southern coastline south of the Willunga Basin
and the Adelaide Plains.

It would also seem sensible to consolidate the lower Mount Lofty
Ranges/Adelaide Hills, which surrounds the Adelaide Plains into the one
electorate. However to technically to incorporate all of the Mount Lofty
Ranges would include the Fleurieu and Kangaroo Island and the North to the
Flinders Ranges, which would be more problematic.

The choice of the electorate of Wakefield for abolition would seem
appropriate given its present hybrid nature and distinct communities of
interest. The same could be said of Boothby and to a lesser extent Sturt and

Mayo.
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Weaknesses
o The electorate of Wakefield is a foundation electorate and as stated in other
submissions guidelines suggest that every effort should be made to retain the
names of foundation electorates.

Submission 19: (City of Campbelltown)
Key Propositions:

e That the City of Campbelltown objects to being spiit across Mayo and Sturt
and that “the areas in Mayo have little community of interest with that
electorate, as their primary focus i1s urban whereas Mayo ts semi-rural in
nature.”

» Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted this suggestion.

Strengths

e The City of Campbelltown suburbs in the electorate of Mayo including Magill,
Rostrevor, Newton, Campbelltown, Paradise and Athelstone are part of the
Adelaide Plains and the North-Eastern suburbs of Adelaide and should be
placed in an Adelaide Plains electorate.

Weaknesses '

e The Western portion of Campbelltown West of St Bernards Road in particular
has a strong association with the former Payneham Council and East Adelaide
district whereas this is less clear for the Eastern portion of Campbelltown,
which arguably has a stronger association with the North-Eastern suburbs.

Submission 20: (City of Norwood, Payneham and St Peters)
Key Propositions:

¢ That the City of Norwood Payneham and St Peters be entirely contained
within one electorate, namely Sturt.

¢ Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has mostly adopted this suggestion with the exception of the suburbs
of Heathpool, Marryatville and Kensington of the former Kensington Council
where the residents are presently engaged in a ballot to determine if they
should be transferred to the City of Burnside. The remainder and majority of
the electorate is proposed to be reunited in the electorate of Adelaide.

Strengths '

e There are strong community of interest arguments for where possible enabling
Councils with a relatively homogenous population such as Norwood,
Payneham and St Peters in the one electorate,

Weaknesses

¢ It presupposes that Sturt will exist and should be the electorate when Infact
much of the Council is presently in the electorate of Adelaide and historically
these former Councils have more often been part of the Adelaide electorate.

Submission 21: (Mr Michael Hedger)

Key Propositions:
» That the division of Port Adelaide be abolished so that we would have one less
electorate named after a geographical area as opposed to famous people.
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» Unfortunately I felt unable to incorporate this proposal notwithstanding its

strengths in the alternative proposal in the reasons outlined below.
Strengths

e It is an existing naming guideline that where possible effort should be made to
avoid the use of geographical place names and naming electorates with the
same name as State divisions.

Weaknesses

¢ It would seem an odd way to decide which electorate to abolish.

e Also, I'believe as this submission emanates from NSW it can be forgiven for
lacking a local understanding of the strength of community of interest in Port
Adelaide. As detailed above in response to Submission No. 4 there are strong
community of interest arguments for the retention of the locality name of Port
Adelaide, in much the same way as Victorta retains the electorate of
Melbourne Ports.

Submission 22: (Mr Charles Richardson)

Key Propositions:

e Adelaide to gain Norwood, Payneham and St Peters, and Vale Park of
Walkerville,

+ Grey gains Yorke Peninsula, Copper Coast, DC of Barunga West and the
Wakefield Regional Council.

o  Wakefield gains the Clare and Gilbert Valleys, Goyder, the DC of Northern
areas, the unincorporated Riverland and the River Murray/Murray Mallee
Councils, the DC of Karoonda East Murray, the DC of mid-Murray and
Southern Maliee, and the regional council of Murray Bridge,

¢ Barker gains Strathalbyn and part of the DC of Mount Barker.

¢ Mayo to gain the Adelaide Plains suburbs from Tea Tree Gully and remainder
of DC of Adelaide Hills.

¢ Kingston to gain the hills component of the Onkaparinga Council and lose the
suburbs associated with the Council of Marion.

e Makin, Mayo and Sturt be partially merges to lose one of these electorates.
Identification of Makin as the electorate name to be abolished.

e Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has adopted most of these suggestions including those relating to
Adelaide, Grey, and to lesser extent the others excluding Barker, Mayo and
Kingston changes.

Strengths

o The transfer of the Yorke Peninsula into the electorate of Grey would seem to
be a sensible solution to he quota issue adopted by most submissions. The
inclusion of the River Murray/Murray Mallee Councils into the electorate of
Wakefield with the Riverland Councils would reunite the River Murray
communities into the one electorate. However, notwithstanding the Princes
Highway 1 would think it more sensible to add all of the regional Council of
Murray Bridge.

* It would seem sensible to reunite the DC of Adelaide hills into the one
electorate.

e Abolishing the seat of Makin or rather merging it with Sturt, Bonython and
Mayo enables the transfer of votes to flow from Boothby to Hindmarsh, Sturt
and Adelaide to Boothby, Sturt to Adelaide and in turn Makin to Sturt
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providing possibly the least disruptive alternative in terms of disl ocation of
electors of all the submissions. It has the added advantage that Makin as the
most recently created electorate has the weakest historical association and
therefore will inconvenience the least number of electors.

Weaknesses ~

*  As with previous submissions the suggestion of transferring the DC of Goyder
and in this case the DC of Northern areas from their associated mid-North
Councils would seem to create an unnecessary split in community of interests.

* Removing the Adelaide Hills township of Strathalbyn and part of the DC of
Mount Barker from the electorate of Mayo would sever a community of
interest in the electorate of Angas and subsequently Mayo that have existed for
most of the last century.

¢ To place more of the Adelaide Plains suburbs of Tea Tree Gully into the
Adelaide Hills peri-Adelaide Plains electorate of Mayo would further
compound the existing anomaly highlighted in a number of submissions.

¢ The Onkaparinga Council is too large to placed in one electorate. As outlined
in several of the submissions, the hills component of the Onkaparinga Council
has a well-established and strong community of interest with the adjacent hills
suburbs of the Mitcham Council and lacks connectivity with the Adelaide
Plains component of the Onkaparinga Council in Kingston. Further, to remove
the Marion Council from the electorate of Kingston would serve to break up
the exiting strong communities of interest between adjacent Adelaide Plains
suburbs and the Onkaparinga and Marion Councils. Further, it would sever the
association between the City of Marion and the electorate of Kingston that has
existed since its inception.

Submission 23: (The Electoral Reform Society of SA)
Key Propositions:
¢ That the Commonwealth Electoral Act be amended to introduce three multi-
member electorates, with members elected by proportional representation.
» I wasunable to incorporate these concepts within my alternative compromise
proposal.
Strengths
e It made for interesting reading and not without merit.
Weaknesses
e Itis, as I understand it beyond the purview of this committee.

Submission 24: (Australian Democrats)
Key Propositions:

e The inclusion of suburban Adelaide Plains suburbs associated with the Cities
of Campbelitown and Tea Tree Gully in the electorate of Mayo is anomalous.

¢ The “peri-metropolitan Fleurieu Peninsula” is out of place in Barker.

* The electorate of Wakefield in its present form comprising the Yorke
Peninsula, the Riverland but not the Clare and Gilbert Valley councils is
anomalous.

¢ Barker to gain the Southern parts of Mayo or Kingston or Kingston might
move south to incorporate the Fleurieu in part.

¢ Mayo to incorporate the Adelaide Hills components of the Cities of
Onkaparinga and Mitcham,
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* Notwithstanding the concerns identified below my alternative compromise
proposal has entirely adopted these suggestions with the exception of the
notion that the Fleurieu Peninsula is peri-metropolitan and that it could be
incorporated into the electorate of Kingston an outer Southern suburbs of
Adelaide electorate.

Strengths

* This anomaly relating to the inclusion of Adelaide Plains suburbs in Mayo has
been raised in several of the current submissions and with respect the
committee should seize this opportunity to rectify it.

e The suggest regarding the changes to Grey and Wakefield would seem
eminently sensible and would go a long way toward rectifying the
disconnected community of interests associated with the present Wakefield, I
would go further and suggest the incorporation of the remainder of the Murray
River Murray Mallee Councils into Wakefield uniting the River Murray
communities.

* There is a long history of the former district council of Willunga, presently
part of the Onkaparinga Council being located in the electorate of Barker with
the rest of the Southern coastline South of the Adelaide Plains and
Onkaparinga River (1903-1977).

» The inclusion of the Adelaide Hills components of the Onkaparinga and
Mitcham Councils into th electorate of Mayo would not only unite their strong
community of interest but also would untie them with the Adelaide Hillg
communities associated with the DC of Mt Barker and the township of
Strathalbyn. I would further propose to combine these with the DC of Barossa
and advocate the renaming of this peri-Adelaide Plains, Lower Mount Lofty
Ranges, Adelaide Hills electorate from Mayo to Angas. Thus in the hundredth
anniversary restoring the name of this foundation electorate.

Weaknesses

» I have difficulty accepting the notion that the Fieurieu Peninsula is a peri-
metropolitan suburban area. [ believe it will be many years before
metropolitan Adelaide will move beyond the Adelaide Plains and peri-
metropolitan Adelaide will move beyond the Mount Lofty Ranges. Further,
the Fleurieu Peninsula has been associated with the electorate of Barker
throughout most of the last hundred years and continues to have a strong
association with the rural coastal communities of the Southeast and coastline
beyond the Adelaide Plains.
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3.0 The Use of Local Government Boundaries and a Macro

Proposal

Many of the submissions have made reference to local government boundaries and
their inherent community of interest when discussing proposed changes. Further, a
number of submissions endorse the notion that, where possible, Councils should be
placed within the one electorate. Specifically, submissions (No’s 2, 11, 12, 19, 20)
were recetved from local government bodies or various persons associated with them
advocating for their retention or inclusion in the one electorate. As noted in
submission No. 10, this is not always possible, for example, it suggests the
Onkaparinga Council exceeds quota requirements. Further, I would suggest that the
above notion may not always be desirable, whilst in many cases Council boundaries
will contain a relatively homogenous community with a consistent community of
interest, in some Councils particularly larger ones this is not always the case. For
example, the City of Onkaparinga contains some semi-rural areas associated with the
former DC of Willunga, a bulk of Adelaide plains southern suburbs and a component
of Adelaide hills suburbs. The same could be said for Mitcham Council, which
contains Adelaide plains inner southern suburbs and Adelaide hills suburbs. Similarly,
large Councils such as Port Adelaide-Enfield and Playford could also be argued to
contain distinct communities of interest, although perhaps not as marked as the
previous two examples.

If we employ the methodology outlined in submission No. 10 as a starting point, but
reallocate the Councils populations to the following categories: [1] Adelaide Plains or

the original County of Adelaide; [2] Peri-metropolitan, lower Mount Lofty
Ranges/Adelaide hills or the original Counties of Sturt and Hindmaesh; [3] and other

rural and regional populations, it yields approximately seven, one and three quotas
respectively.

Proceeding from this to create three non-Adelaide Plains/peri-metropolitan rural
electorates, it would seem the option which maximises the use of submissions
suggestions and communities of interest and minimises the transfer of electors, would
see: [1] Grey gaining the Yorke Peninsula and the component of the Wakefield
Regional Council north of the Wakefield River from the electorate of Wakefield and
returning the Clare and Gilbert Valley District Council to that electorate; [2]
Wakefield shifting in character to incorporate the remaining non-coastal Districts
Councils associated with Murray River, specifically the State’s Murray Mallee
Region and yielding the Barossa and its components of the Adelaide Hills Councils to
the peri-metropolitan/Adelaide Plains electorate of Mayo, [3] the electorate of Barker
remaining largely unchanged, as a south-east and southern coastal electorate, other
than yielding the Murray Mallee Councils and regaining the former District of
Willunga and most of the adjacent Alexandrina Council with the exception of the
Adelaide Hills township of Strathalbyn; [4] This would leave a peri-metropolitan
lower Mount Lofty Ranges/Adelaide Hills electorate, which would curve around the
Adelaide Plains and the original County of Adelaide and bear strong resemblance to
original Counties of Sturt and Hindmarsh and the Federation electorate of Angas, to
which I would respectfully suggest its name should be changed from Mayo. It would
include the Adelaide Hills township of Strathalbyn, the DC of Mount Barker, the
Barossa and Adelaide Hills Council in entirety and the Adelaide Hills component of
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the Onkaparinga and Mitcham Councils and returning the Adelaide plains suburbs
associated with Campbelitown and teas tree gully to the seven Adelaide plains
electorates.

Upon reviewing the received submissions and a consideration of the historical,
geographical and sociodemographic data detailed below, it would seem to myself the
options which would be most consistent with these and minimises the transfer of
electors and maximises community of interest concerns, use of historical boundaries
and the number, of urban Councils in the one electorate would suggest the following
Adelaide plains conceptualisation of electorates: [1] an outer southern suburbs
electorate Kingston, based upon the urban, industrial and social infrastructure
associated with development adjacent to the Main South Road, including the Cities of
Marion and the plains component of Onkaparinga Council; [2] an outer northern
suburbs electorate Bonython, based upon the urban, industrial and social
infrastructure associated with the development adjacent to the Main North Road;
including as much as possible of the Cities of Elizabeth and Salisbury; [3] a north-
western suburbs electorate Port Adelatde, based upon the urban industrial and social
infrastructure associated with Port Road and Port Adelaide hub, including all of the
old Port Adelaide Council and much of the old Port Adelaide and Enfield Part B and
Charles Sturt Councils; [4] an outer north-eastern suburbs electorate Sturt, based upon
the urban, industrial and social infrastructure associated with the Modbury Tea Tree
Plaza hub and its transport corridors including North-East Road, Lower North East Rd
and the Obahn busway, and the Adelaide plains suburbs associated with the original
suburbs of Tea Tree Gully Council and the outer north-eastern plains suburbs of Port-
Adelaide-Enfield and Campbelltown Councils east of the Walkleys/ Sudholz/ Darley/
Newton Roads; [5] a western/inner south-western suburbs and recreational beachside
suburbs electorate on the lower deltaic plain Hindmarsh, based upon the urban,
industrial and social infrastructure associated with the tramline, Anzac Highway and
Glenelg hub, based largely on the Councils of West Torrens and Holdfast Bay; [6] an
inner south-eastern suburbs electorate Boothby, based upon the urban, commercial
and social infrastructure associated with the Burnside Village hub, Glen Osmond
Road, and Councils of Unley, Burnside and Adelaide plains component of Mitcham;
and [7] a central electorate Adelaide, based upon the urban, industrial and social
infrastructure associated with the City of Adelaide, and the surrounding smaller older
inner city boutique Councils of Thebarton, Hindmarsh, Prospect, Walkerville,
Norwood, Payneham and St Peters and the inner north-eastern suburbs of Enfield and
the western suburbs of Campbelltown, and those associated with the Torrens Valley
and the inner porth-east or former District of East Adelaide. '

In the micro proposals detailed below in section 4, more detailed consideration has
been given to historic and contemporary communities of interest and the maintenance
of elevated quotas in the three rural electorates, and the inclusion of projected growth
areas.
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4.0 Key South Australian geographical features, post
colonial settiement and its impact upon our
Commonwealth Electoral Divisions

As discussed in the introduction to these comments, the post-colonial settlement,
growth and development of the South Australian population was and continues to be
largely dependent upon and controlled by the physical facts of distance, water supply,
temperature, soils and land forms. The consequent size and distribution of our State’s
population constrains present placement and boundaries of our electorates. For
example, much of our State’s vast land area is sparsely populated. In a relative sense
given the above geographical constraints this is likely to remain the case. Further,
given the quota requirements of the Electoral Act, which are also stable and likely to
remain largely in place, much of our State’s vast land area will always necessarily be
placed in one electorate, although as stated in submission No. 9 (National Party of
Australia) attempts should be made to minimise this. There have been ten sets of
Commonwealth Electoral Divisions in South Australia and never more than three
electorates at a time have been able to be constructed without drawing upon the
population base of the original County of Adelaide, which is contained within what is
presently regarded as metropolitan Adelaide.

European settlers from 1836 came to a land that was not only unknown to them so far
as rehief and climate, but also practically unknown to the western world. From early
South Australian post colonial settlement however, an artificial boundary developed
north and south of the 32 degree line of latitude, which roughly corresponded to a
marked difference in climatic conditions and rainfall. South of this line lies most of
the State’s coastline, higher rainfall regions and fertile plains of the Spencer-Vincent
Sunkland, the Adelaide-Wakefield Plains, the Broughton-Pirie Plains and the Arno-
Cowell Plains. All of these plains are built of deposits of recent fresh water alluvium,
in some cases hundreds of feet in depth. These plains are of considerable agricultural
and economic value due to the character of their soils, surfaces and rainfall, this is
most true of the Adelaide-Wakefield Plains. Further, roughly south of the 32™ line of
latitude lie most of the criginal proclaimed counties of South Australia, which can be
seen in the table below. Their proclamation dates correlate roughly with the
postcolonial patterns of settlement of South Australia.

The Proclaimed Counties of South Australian
Table 1 Shows the counties of South Australia and their year of proclamation

Proclamation . County Names
1842 Adelaide, Gawler, Light, Sturt, Russell, Stanley, Grey, Eyre, Flinders
1846 Grey, Robe
1851 Burra, Frome
1857 Victoria, MacDonnell
1860 Albert, Young
1862 Daly
1864 Cardwell
1869 Alfred, Hamley, Ferguson, Buckingham
1871 Kimberley, Dalhousie
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1874 Carnarvon (Kangaroo Island)
1876 Musgrave, Granville, Newcastle
1877 Blachford, Derby, Hanson, Herbert, Lytton, Taunton
1878 Jervois

1883 Robinson

1889 Dufferin, Way
390 Kintore

1891 Manchester

1892 Hopetoun

1893 Buccleuch, Chandos

1895 Yorke

1896 Buxton

1908 Le Hunte

1913 Bosanquet

1933 Hore-Ruthven

4.1 Key South Australian features

The sparse population allows us to pick up and reflect in our electorates in only very
broad regional distinctions outside of the Adelaide Plains and the Para Block. It is
worth considering and defining from a topographical perspective, the significant
topographical relief features of the South Australian landscape which impact upon
human settlement and in turn upon the placement of our boundaries.

4.1.1 The Mount Lofty and Flinders Ranges

The longest mountain range in the state consists of a great curved series of highlands
that commence in Kangaroo Island and then run northwards towards Lake Eyre. The
southern portion includes the Adelaide hills extending through the Barossa. Beyond
this it consists of two huge crescent shaped curves, like an open figure 3 facing west,
with two great spurs running off to the east and the northeast. The northeastern range
is called the Yudnamutana Spur and the lower eastern spur is called the Olary Ridge.
The northern two thirds of these highlands is called the Flinders Ranges. The northern
Mount Lofty Ranges extends from Crystal Brooks southward to Gawler. Importantly
it divides the Adelaide Plains from the Murray Mallee Region.

4.1.2 The Musgrave and Everard Ranges

These ranges lie in the northwestern corner of the State. The Everard ranges are
generally low and scattered, with wide alluvial plains or plateaus between. The
Musgrave mass is far more mountainous and is crowned by the highest peak in the
State, Mount Woodroffe which is approximately 5000 feet. Throughout the period of
Commonwealth Divisions these prominent geographic features have been located in
the original electorate of Grey.

4.1.3 The Gawler and west coast ranges

The Gawler and west coast ranges are formed by a series of rldges with many wide
valleys that run in an irregular way along the northern boundary of the Eyre
Peninsula. They are formed of characteristic igneous rocks. It has been suggested that
this relatively higher area is a westward continuation of the up-warp of the
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Peterborough plateau. In the current submissions these would be reunited in the new
electorate of Grey.

4.1.4 The Tent-Hills

In a broad belt of country, which extends northwards from the Whyalla Iron Knob
region to the northern boundary of South Australia and is margined in the north to the
Great Artesian Basin, there is a series of flat top hills known as the Tent Hills. The
leve! tops are thought to be the remains of an ancient uplified plain with the valleys
formed originally by running water and subsequently via wind erosion. These should
remain within the one electorate, Grey.

4.1.5 The Volcanic Hills

The voicanic hills of South Australia are found in the southeastern corner of the State,
in addition to some minor hills of volcanic material on Kangaroo Island. The
southeastern group includes Mount Gambier, Schank, Muirhead, Burr, Mclntyre,
Edward and the Blufl. Throughout the period of Commonwealth Divisions these
geographic features have been located in the original electorate of Barker and provide
an alternative link between the South-East and Kangaroo Island.

4.1.6 The Murray Muallee and the Murray Valley

Lying to the east of the Mount Lofty Ranges associated with the River Murray, it
consists of limestones, fresh water gravels, sands and clays, which are very easily
eroded. It contains an important agricultural region within the State. Below lies the
“90 mile plains” which separates this region from the higher rainfall southeast. These
areas have traditionally been frequently shifted between Wakefield, Angas and Barker
and in the present submissions it is now possible to reunite this area with the
Riverland within the electorate of Wakefield.

4.1.7 The County of Adelaide (The Adelaide Plains)

This area was proclaimed as a county in 1842 and was constituted by the Adelaide
Plains including the lower deltaic, higher deltaic and the Para Fault Block. It is the
triangular area of the alluvial plains that lies within and to the east of the curve of the
Mount Lofty Ranges, bounded on the west by the eastern shores of the Gulf St
Vincent. Prior to 1903 boundaries, more than half the population of the State resided
within the county of Adelaide. This trend has continued over time and is likely to
continue to do so with presently 7/11ths of the State’s population residing there. The
current submissions would see roughly Hindmarsh and Port Adelaide covering the
lower deltaic plain, Kingston and Bonython situation on the high deltaic plain, and
Boothby, Adelaide and Sturt on the population associated with the Para Fault Block.
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5.0 The Original Electorates

As can be seen from the table below, South Australia, which at the time incorporated

Quentin Black July 2003

the Northern Territory, was divided into seven original electoral divisions Grey,

' Wakefield, Angas, Barker, Hindmarsh, Adelaide and Boothby. Notably, the

foundation electorate of Angas was abolished twice in 1934 and 1977. On the first

occasion one of the seven foundation electorates had to be lost and it was in my view

appropriately re-established in 1949 when the opportunity arose. On the second

occasion in 1977 an existing electorate had to be abolished and the relative balance of

rural versus metropolitan population was such that one of the non-metropolitan

foundation electorates had to be abolished and again population constraints made the

Wakefield- Angas merger the most practical option. However, in 1984 when quotas

permitted the creation of two new electorates, the electorate of Mayo was created. It

has many similarities to Angas although notably for population distribution reasons
did not contain Angaston and the Barossa, which had been an enduring feature of

Angas and did include Victor Harbour historically associated with the Barker

electorate. Also the electorate of Makin was created to cater for the rapid further

development and urbanisation of the outer North Eastern suburbs of Adelaide
previously incorporated in the Bonython and Sturt electorates.

The Creation & Abolition of SA CED

Electorate | 1903- | 1922- | 1934- | 1949- | 1955- | 1968- 1977- | 1984- | 1992- | 1999-
1921 | 1933 | 1948 | 1954 {1967 | 1976 | 1983 {1991 | 1998 | 2003
Grey
Wakefield
Angas
Barker
Hindmarsh
Adelaide x
Boothby x] X
Port Adel 3| X
Kingston
Sturt
Bonython
Hawker
Mayo
Makin

Further the second table below indicates an estimate of the numbers of metropolitan
Adelaide plains electorates, hybrid electorates, which included metropolitan, peri-

metropolitan and rural components, and genuine rural electorates. As emphasised in
submission No. 9, I believe it is important to minimise the number of hybrid

electorates and fortunately the quota numbers exist for three genuine rural electorates
and with the recent contemporary growth in the Adelaide hills, one peri-metropolitan
lower Mount Lofty Ranges/Adelaide Hills electorate.
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Federal South Australian Redistributions

Proclamation | Enrolment | Quota ; CED’s | Adelaide | Hybrid | Rural

2/10/1903 165188 23598 |7 3 3 1
13/9/1922 274183 39169 |7 3 2 2
1/8/1934 342019 57003 | 6 3 2 1
11/5/1949 422809 42281 | 10 6 2 2
19/10/1955 458389 41923 |11 7 3 1
21/11/1968 - | 608821 50735 |12 3 3 1
31/10/77 814570 74052 |11 3 2 1
3/9/1984 880904 67762 3 9 2 2
17/1/1992 12 8 1 3
13/8/1999 12 8 1 3
2003 11 7 1 3

5.0-fi] Grey (1903-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Grey throughout most of its history has included the
sparsely populated arid northern region north of the 32" line of latitude including the
Musgrove Ranges and the Tent Hills, the Eyre Peninsula, the Iron Triangle townships
(Whyalla, Port Augusta, Port Pirie), the mid north and Flinders Ranges and briefly the
Yorke Peninsula, not to mention originally the Northern Territory.

Essential Human Characteristics:

Throughout all of its history, Grey has included the Councils associated with the Eyre
Peninsula (Ceduna, Streaky Bay, Le Hunte, Elliston, Lower Eyre Peninsula, Tumby
Bay, Cleve, Kimba, Franklin Harbour), the Councils of the Iron Triangle (Whyalla,
Port Augusta, Mount Remarkable and Port Pirie), and throughout most of its history
the Councils of the mid north and Flinders Ranges (Flinders Ranges,
Orroroo/Carrieton, Peterborough, Northern Areas and Goyder). From 1934-1948 the
Councils associated with the Yorke Peninsula (DC of Yorke Peninsula, the Copper
Coast and Barunga West).

Essential Proposal:

It would seem most of the submissions have sensibly suggested the reincorporation of
the Yorke Peninsula Councils and the reintroduction of the Clare and Gilbert Valley
Council to the electorate of Wakefield. Whilst some have suggested the transfer of the
DC of Goyder into Wakefield and the regional Council of Wakefield transferring into
Grey, T would suggest it would better serve community of interest outcomes to retain
Goyder with the other mid north Councils in Grey and instead transfer the area of the
regional council of Wakefield north of the Wakefield River which is more strongly
associated with the Yorke Peninsula Councils into Grey, thus leaving the area
associated with the Wakefield Plains south of the Gawler River n the same electorate
as the district councils of Light and Mallala.

Council ‘Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1921); Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North.

(1922-1933); Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North.

(1934-1948): Eyre Peninsula, Tron Triangle, Mid North, Yorke Peninsula.
(1949-1954); Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North.
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(1955-1967): Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North,
(1968-1976): Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North,
(1977-1983): Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North.
(1984-1992): Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North.
(1993-1998): Eyre Peninsula, lron Triangle, Mid North.
(1999-2003): Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North.
Proposal: Eyre Peninsula, Iron Triangle, Mid North, Yorke Peninsula.

5.0-ii] Wakefield (1903-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Throughout most of its history Wakefield has included
the Yorke Peninsula, Wakefield Plains and the Riverland region, and from 1934-1948
the North Eastern segment of the Northern areas. It has frequently only included the

Northern portions of the Riverland, ofien creating unsatisfactory community of
interest outcomes.

Fssential Human Characteristics: Throughout most of its history it has been based
upon the Councils that presently make up the Yorke Peninsula (DC of Yorke
Peninsula, the Copper Coast and Barunga West), components of the Mid North and
the Riverland and the Wakefield Plains, Mount Lofty Ranges and Gawler.

Essential Proposal:
A number of submissions including that of the local member have suggested the

consolidation of the Riverland and the Murray River/ Murray Mallee regions, the
transfer of the Yorke Peninsula Councils into Grey and the retention of the Wakefield
Plains Region and Councils of Light and Mallala.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1921):
(1922-1933):
(1934-1948);
(1949-1954);
(1955-1967):
(1968-1976):
(1977-1983):

(1984-1992):

(1993-1998):

(1999-2003);

Proposal

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Northern Riverland

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Northern Riverland

Eastern Arid North, Lower Mid North, Wakefield Plains, Gawler,
Northern Lower Mount Lofty Ranges, Northern Riverland

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Wakefield Plains, Gawler,
Northern Lower Mount Lofty Ranges

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Wakefield Plains and part of the
northern unincorporated areas

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Wakefield Plains, Eastern Arid
North

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Wakefield Plains, Northern Lower
Mount Lofty Ranges, Riverland

Yorke Peninsula, Lower Mid North, Wakefield Plains, Gawler,
Northern Lower Mount Lofty Ranges, part of the Eastern Arid North,
Western Murray Mallee

Yorke Peninsula, Wakefield Plains, Gawler, Northern Lower Mount
Lofty Ranges, Riverland

Yorke Peninsula, Wakefield Plains, Gawler, Northern Lower Mount
Lofty Ranges, Riverland

Walkefield Plains, Riverland, Murray Mallee
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5.0-fiii] Angas (1903-1947, 1949-1076)

Essential Physical Features: Angas throughout its history was based upon the Lower
Mount Lofty Ranges including the Barossa, Adelaide Hills and Mount Barker
Councils and the township of Strathalbyn. At different stages it has also encompassed
the Murray Valley and portions of the Riverland community.

Essential Human Characteristics: Throughout most of its history it has been based
upon the settlements associated with the Councils that presently make up DC of
Mount Barker, Adelaide Hills, the Adelaide Hills township of Strathalbyn and the DC
of Barossa and specifically the township of Angaston. It has also included at various
times the areas of the Wakefield Plains and the Murray Matlee Region and part of the
Riverland communities.

Essential Proposal: This foundation electorate has existed for seventy-three years of
the last hundred-year period from 1903-2003. It was abolished in the 1934 and 1977
redistributions at which times there was a requirement for South Australia to lose an
electorate. It was re-constituted in 1949 when the redistribution quota next allowed
for the creation of additional electorates in South Australia prior to its second
abolition in 1977. In some respects it is regrettable and somewhat surprising that
Angas was not reinstituted at the next redistribution in 1984 when there was a need to
again create additional divisions. The argument that there was declining rural
populations and it could not be reinstituted as it was a rural electorate is somewhat
misleading. Throughout our history we have had three or four rural non-Adelaide
Plains divisions, one to three of these divisions has been “topped up” with electors
from the Adelaide Plains. Notwithstanding any of the above argument it is worth
noting that Angas as a division has an enduring history at least 19 years longer than
the oldest of the contemporarily created divisions. I propose the name be reinstituted
in place of Mayo.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1921) Wakefield Plains, Lower Mount Lofty Ranges, Adelaide Hills, Mount
Barker, Barossa, Gawler, Western Murray Mallee

(1922-1933) Wakefield Plains, Lower Mount Lofty Ranges, Mitcham and
Onkaparinga Hills, Adelaide Hills, Mount Barker, Barossa, Gawler,
Murray Mallee, Southern Riverland.

(1934-1948)  Abolished.

(1949-1954)  Adelaide Hills, Mount Barker, Barossa, Murray Mallee, Riverland,
Eastern Arid North.

(1955-1967) Adelaide Hills, Mount Barker, Barossa, Murray Mallee, Riverland.

(1968-1976) Adelaide Hills, Mount Barker, Barossa, Murray Mallee, Riverland,

Proposal Barossa, Adelaide Hills, Mount Barker, Mitcham and Onkaparinga
(Hills).

5.0-[iv] Barker (1903-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Barker throughout its history has been based upon the
State’s South East, the Eastern coastline of the Gulf St Vincent, South of the Adelaide
Plains and the Southern coastline bordering the Southern Ocean and associated South
Australian townships of the South East. It has also throughout history incorporated the
Southern portion of the Mount Lofty Ranges extending through to Kangaroo Island,
the County of Canarvon.
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Essential Human Characteristics: Throughout most of its history it has been based
upon the Councils of the South East and Fleurieu Peninsula {(Grant, Wattle Ranges,
Robe, Naracoorte and Lucindale, Lacepede, Tatiara, Coorong, Alexandrina,
Yankalilla).

Essential Proposal: it is proposed to reincorporate the former DC of Willunga and
remove the Councils of the Murray Mallee (Mid Murray, Murray Bridge, Karoonda
East, Southern Mallee) to place them into the one electorate, that of Wakefield.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1921). South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Karoonda East
Murray, Southern Mallee, Loxton Waikerie, Mt Barker, Onkaparinga,
Holdfast Bay, Marion.

(1922-1933): South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Southern Mallee, Mt
Barker, Onkaparinga, Holdfast Bay, Marion, West Torrens.

{1934-1948): South East, Fleurteu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Murray Bridge,
Karoonda East Murray, Southern Mallee, Loxton Waikerie, Mt Barker,
Onkaparinga, Holdfast Bay, Marion.

(1949-1954): South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Southern Mallee, Mt
Barker, Onkaparinga.

(1955-1967): South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Onkaparinga.

(1968-1976): South East, Fleurieu Peninsula,, Kangaroo Island, Onkaparinga
(Willunga).

{1977-1983). South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Murray Bridge,
Karoonda East Murray, Southern Mallee.

(1984-1992). South East, Murray Bridge, Karoonda East Murray, Southern Mallee,
Loxton Waikerie, Berri.

(1993-1998): South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Murray Bridge,
Karoonda East Murray, Southern Mallee, Mid Murray.

(1999-2003): South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Murray Bridge,
Karoonda East Murray, Southern Mallee, Mid Murray, Onkaparinga
(Willunga).

Proposal: South East, Fleurieu Peninsula, Kangaroo Island, Onkaparinga
(Willunga).

5.0-[v] Boothby (1903-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Boothby throughout its history has been based upon the
inner South, South Eastern and Eastern suburbs of the Adelaide Plains. In the last half
of its existence it has incorporated the Adelaide Hills suburbs associated with the
inner south Adelaide Plains suburb of Mitcham and more recently Onkaparinga. Most
recently in the last ten years of 100-year history with the loss of the electorate of
Hawker, it has incorporated part of the southwestern suburbs and part of the Holdfast
Bay Council beachside suburbs and Marion.

Essential Human Characteristics: Throughout most of its history it has been based
upon the Councils of Unley, Mitcham and Burnside.
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Essential Proposal: It is worth noting that quite unusually no single area has been in
every version of Boothby and presently it is arguably the most hybrid electorate
containing beachside councils, Adelaide plains suburbs and hills communities.

Largely this situation has evolved as a consequence of quota shifts and the insertion
and abolition of the Hawker electorate. Other than it being a foundation electorate
these factors would make it a good potential candidate for abolition, however as its
most enduring character covers the inner south eastern plains suburbs which have
sufficient population I believe the hundredth anniversary with the loss of an electorate
provides an excellent opportunity to restore its essential character.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1905): Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Norwood, St Peters, Campbelltown,
(1903-1912): Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Norwood, St Peters, Campbelltown,
(1903-1921). Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Norwood, St Peters, Campbelltown,
(1922-1933). Unley, Burnside, Norwood, '

(1934-1948): Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Campbelltown,

(1949-1954): Unley, Burnside, Mitcham,

(1955-1967): Unley, Mitcham,

(1968-1976): Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Norwood,

(1977-1983): Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Norwood, Mt Barker, Adelaide Hills,
(1984-1992); Unley, Burnside, Mitcham, Onkaparinga,

(1993-1998): Mitcham, Marion, Holdfast Bay,

(1999-2003). Mitcham, Marion, Holdfast Bay, Onkaparinga (pt),

Proposal: Unley, Burnside, Mitcham (Plains), Norwood (pt), Campbelltown (pt),

5.0-fvi] Adelaide (1903-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Adelaide throughout its history has been based upon the
original City of Adelaide situated upon the Adelaide Plains at the point just beyond
the southern extension of the Para Fault Block, which ends at Montifori Hill abutting
the Torrens Valley and river. The Torrens Valley and surrounding parks (the original
basis for the extended linear park) has been a consistent physical feature separating
the suburbs of Adelaide City Council, Adelaide and North Adelaide. In addition,
throughout most of its history it has included inner city councils associated with the
adjacent portion of the Torrens Valley, Walkerville on the Northern side and St Peters
and East Adelaide (Payneham) on the Eastern side and to the inner West, Hindmarsh
and Thebarton,

Essential Human Characteristics: Throughout most of its history it has been based
upon the City of Adelaide and the adjacent older and smaller inner city councils of the
Adelaide Plains settlement (Prospect, Walkerville, East Adelaide/Payneham, St
Peters). Primarily those situated in North Eastern corner adjacent to the Torrens
Valley based largely upon early settlement associated with access to the water of the
Torrens River. Subsequent years have seen the extension of the Linear Park and the
utilisation of the Torrens Valley to the development of the unique OBahn transport
track out to the suburb of Paradise, the former Eastern boundary for the East
Payneham and Earlier East Adelaide (after which it leaves the Torrens Valley and
provides a major transport route to the heart of the North Eastern Suburbs
developments at Modbury).

|
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Essential Proposal: 1 would suggest Adelaide as a foundation and key electorate is
not a candidate for abolition and Infact should retain its essential character with it
being slightly refocussed to it roots being Adelaide City Council and the smaller and
older inner city councils primarily associated with Torrens Valley/ River settlement. I
would suggest this should incorporate at least the suburbs out to the area associated
with the old Village of Klemzig on the Northern side and Paradise on the Southern
side which contains the North Western part of Campbelltown, formerly East
Payneham / East Adelaide. It is worth noting that these areas have previously moved
in and out of the electorate of Adelaide and have developed strong contemporary
communities of interest based upon their development as market garden areas and
post war urban settlement patterns. The proposal also involves including most of the
inner City Council of Norwood in Adelaide, it has throughout history moved in part
and as a whole in and out of the Adelaide electorate and has recently amalgamated
with the inner city Torrens Valley Councils of St Peters and Payneham (East
Adelaide) on the basis of recognised community of interest. Further, the portion of
Norwood, which has been left out in this proposal is the Kensington component of the
old Kensington Norwood council whose residents are presently voting on a proposal
to merge with Burnside council. Also historically this border has been previously
recognised in earlier Boothby/Sturt or Boothby/Adelaide boundaries.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1921); Adelaide, Enfield, Prospect, Walkerville,

(1922-1933): Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, East Adelaide (Payneham), Norwood,

(1934-1948): Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, East Adelaide (Payneham, Payneham
East/ Campbelltown), Norwood, Enfield (Vale Park, Klemzig,
Windsor Gardens)

(1949-1954);  Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, Norwood (Kent Town),

(1955-1967): Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, Hindmarsh,

(1968-1976): Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, Enfield,

(1977-1983). Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, Norwood, Payneham, St Peters,
‘Campbelitown, Enfield,

(1984-1992): Adelaide, Prospect, Walkerville, Norwood, Payneham, St Peters,
Enfield,

(1993-1998): Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Prospect, Walkerville, Payneham, St Peters,
Enfield, Unley,

(1999-2003); Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Prospect, Walkerville, Payncham, St Peters,
Enfield, Unley, Norwood, Burnside,

Proposal: Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Thebarton, Prospect, Walkerville, Enfield,
Norwood/Payneham/St Peters, Campbelltown (west})

5.0-pviif Hindmarsh (1903-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Hindmarsh, a foundation electorate was originally
based on Adelaide’s Port, its beaches and the lower deltaic plain of the Adelaide
Plains west of the city.

Essential Human Character: It originally incorporated Port Adelaide and the then
popular holiday beaches of Semaphore and covered what is now the Port Adelaide (Pt
of Port Adelaide Enfield), Charles Sturt and West Torrens Councils. It lost Port
Adelaide and much of Charles Sturt Councils with the creation of the Port Adelaide
electorate in 1955 although throughout most of its history it has been based upon the
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Charles Sturt/ West Torrens Council areas and the recreational beaches of the Western
suburbs.

Essential Proposal: I would respectfully suggest Hindmarsh as a foundation
electorate and consistent coverage of the population of West Torrens and the Western
suburbs beaches is an unlikely candidate for abolition. I propose that Hindmarsh be
based upon the western suburbs of Council of West Torrens, the northern inner
southwestern suburbs of Marion south of Anzac Highway and the southwestern
beachside Council of Holdfast Bay.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1903-1921): West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Port Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Thebarton,
Enfield,

(1922-1933): Charles Sturt, Port Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Thebarton, Enfield,

(1934-1948): West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Port Adelaide, Hindmarsh, Thebarton,
Enfield,

(1949-1954): West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Hindmarsh, Thebarton,

(1955-1967). West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Thebarton,

(1968-1976): West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Hindmarsh, Thebarton,

(1977-1983): West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Hindmarsh, Thebarton,

(1984-1992): West Torrens, Charles Sturt, Hindmarsh, Thebarton,

(1993-1998): Holdfast Bay (Glenelg), West Torrens, Charles Sturt,

(1999-2003): Holdfast Bay (Glenelg), West Torrens, Charles Sturt,

Proposal: Holdfast Bay, West Torrens, Charles Sturt (part), Marion (Part).

5.1 The More Contemporary Electorates

5.1-fif Port Adelaide (1949-2003)

Essential Physical Features: It includes Adelaide’s Port and associated waterways,
the North Western beaches and northern aspects of the lower deltaic plain of the
Adelaide Plans. '

Essential Human Character: It has remained centred upon what was the Port
Adelaide, Semaphore, Woodville, Enfield (West or Part B) and Henley and Grange
{(Grange component) Council areas throughout its history.

Essential Proposal: Along a similar vein to suggestions relating to the Hindmarsh
electorate I would suggest that the recent council amalgamations reflecting
contemporary communities of interest would support placing most of the Henley and
Grange cotponent of the coastal beaches with the rest of Charles Sturt Council. I
would respectfully suggest that give its distinctive character and strong communities
of interest and local identity that it is not a candidate for abolition.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1949-1954): Port Adelaide, Enfield (West), Charles Sturt, Semaphore,
(1955-1967): Port Adelaide, Charles Sturt, Semaphore,

(1968-1976): Port Adelaide, Enfield (West), Charles Sturt, Semaphore,
(1977-1983): Port Adelaide, Salisbury (West), Charles Sturt, Enfield (West)
(1984-1992): Port Adelaide, Salisbury (West), Charles Sturt, Enfield (West)
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(1993-1998): Port Adelaide, Salisbury (West), Charles Sturt, Enfield (West)
(1999-2003): Port Adelaide, Salisbury (West), Charles Sturt, Enfield (West)
Proposal: Port Adelaide, Salisbury (West), Charles Sturt, Enfield (West)

5.1-fii] Kingston (1949-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Kingston has throughout its time been based upon the
human settlement associated with the outer South Western portion and the Southern
protrusion of the Adelaide Plains.

Essential Human Character: Kingston has a stable history based upon the
Onkaparinga and Marion Councils populations. An outer Southern suburbs
metropolitan electorate based upon suburban housing infrastructure and industry
along the main South Rd (the Major southern transport corridor).

Essential Proposal: I have proposed the removal of the Willunga basin and old
Willunga DC placing it back into the electorate of Barker and the re-inclusion of more
of the Marion Council.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1949-1954): Onkaparinga (not Willunga), Marion, Brighton, Glenelg,
(1955-1967); Onkaparinga (not Willunga}), Marion, Brighton, Glenelg,
(1968-1976): Onkaparinga (not Willunga), Marion, Brighton, Glenelg,
(1977-1983). Onkaparinga, Marion, Brighton,

(1984-1992): Onkaparinga (not Willunga), Marion, Brighton,
(1993-1998):. Onkaparinga, Marion,

(1999-2003): Onkaparinga (Pt of Willunga), Marion,

Proposal: Onkaparinga (Pt of Willunga), Marion,

5. 1-fiii] Sturt (1949-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Sturt has throughout most of its time been based upon
the human settlement associated with the inner and outer North Eastern Suburbs of
the Adelaide Plains, including the North Eastern portion of the Torrens Valley and the
Suburbs built upon the Para Fault Block.

Essential Human Character: Sturt from its inception was based upon the post WWII
settlement of the Northern and North Eastern portion of the Adelaide Plains. The
expansion of the population saw the insertion of firstly Bonython then Makin initially
contracting Sturt to North Eastern suburbs and then pushing south into the traditional
areas associated with the electorate of Boothby.

Essential Proposal: | have proposed Sturt be based upon the major councils of the
North Eastern suburbs on the Para Fault Block of the Adelaide Plains of Tea Tree
Gully, Enfield (East) and Campbelltown. Allowing Burnside to be returned to the
electorate of Boothby and the recently amalgamated inner city Torrens Valley council
of Norwood, Payneham and St Peters to be placed wholly within the electorate of
Adelaide,

Council Areas within Boundaries
(1949-1954): Burnside (East), Norwood, Payneham, St Peters, Campbelitown,
' Enfield, Tea Tree Gully, Salisbury, Elizabeth,
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(1955-1967): Burnside, Norwood, Payneham (Royston Pk, Joslin), Campbelltown,

(1968-1976): Burnside (East), Payneham, Campbelltown, Enfield, Tea Tree Gully,

(1977-1983): Burnside (East), Norwood, Payneham, Campbelltown, Enfield, Tea
Tree Gully, Adelaide Hills,

(1984-1992). Burnside (East), Norwood, Payneham, Campbelltown, Enfield, Tea

Tree Gully,

(1993-1998): Burnside, Norwood, Payneham, Campbelltown, Enfield, Tea Tree
Gully

(1999-2003): Burnside (East), Norwood, Payneham, Campbelltown, Enfield, Tea
Tree Gully,

Proposal: Campbelitown, Port—Adelaide Enfield (East), Tea Tree Gully

5.1-fiv] Bonython (1955-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Bonython was essentially born out of the post WWII
urban settlement of the Northern suburbs of the Para Fault Block of the Adelaide
Plains previously covered by the electorate of Sturt.

Essential Human Character: Bonython from its inception was based upon the post
WWII settlement of the Northern portion of the Adelaide Plains. It has been
consistently based upon the Outer Northern suburbs and industry around the Main
North road and associated with the Councils of Salisbury and Elizabeth.

Essential Proposal: | have proposed it continue its association with the Councils of
Playford (Elizabeth component) and Salisbury and include more of the suburbs of the
Salisbury Council in addition to the northern newer component of Tea Tree Gully
(Golden Grove) which has a strong association with the adjacent Salisbury and Gulf
View Heights area.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1955-1967): Elizabeth, Salisbury, Enfield, Tea Tree Gully, Gawler,
(1968-1976): Elizabeth, Salisbury, Enfield (East), Tea Tree Gully (North),
(1977-1983): Elizabeth, Salisbury (East), Enfield (East), Tea Tree Gully (North),
(1984-1992): Elizabeth, Salisbury (East), Enfield (East),

(1993-1998):; Elizabeth, Salisbury (East),

(1999-2003): Elizabeth, Salisbury (East),

Proposal Elizabeth, Salisbury, Golden Grove

5.1-fv] Hawker (1968-1991)

Essential Physical Features: Hawker included the South Western suburbs of
Adelaide on the Lower and upper deltaic plain of the Adelaide Plains. It also took in a
small portion of the Adelaide Hiils and lastly a small portion of the coastline.

Essential Human Character: Largely based upon portions of councils associated
with the inner south and South Western suburbs of Adelaide. Although also included
a small portion of the Hills and in it last version a small portion of the beachside
suburbs. It became a rather odd electorate from the physical and community of
interest perspective and unfortunately when deleted tended to pass these problems on
1o the electorate of Boothby which filled its void.
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Council Areas within Boundaries

(1968-1976): Marion (Pt), Unley (Pt), Mitcham (pt)

(1977-1983): Marion (Pt), Unley (Pt), Mitcham (pt), Holdfast Bay (pt}
(1984-1992): Marion (Pt), Unley (Pt), Mitcham (pt), Holdfast Bay (pt),

5.1-fvi] Mayo (1984-20013)

Essential Physical Features: In its physical essence it is much the same as the
foundation electorate of Angas. It is based upon the population associated with the
southern portion of the Mount Lofty Ranges. From the creation of Mayo it extended
briefly all the way down to the Fleurieu Peninsula (most commonly associated with
Barker) and the Murray Mallee township of Murray Bridge.

Essential Human Character: Largely based upon the Councils associated with the
Southern Mount Lofty Ranges (Adelaide Hilts, Mount Barker), which surround the
Adelaide Plains. Ironically these were the original Counties of Sturt and Hindmarsh
that enclosed the Adelaide Plains.

Essential Proposal: | have proposed the Adelaide Plains, North Eastern suburbs of
Campbelltown and Tea Tree Gully be removed. Also to complete the Peri urban
southern mount lofty ranges electorate, the inclusion of the remainder of the Adelaide
Hills Council, the Barossa Council and the hills component of Mitcham and
Onkaparinga Councils. The Barossa Council, particularly Angaston was a constant
throughout the history of the foundation electorate of Angas.

(1984-1992): Adelaide Hills, Mt Barker, Murray Bridge, Alexandrina, Onkaparinga,
Victor Harbor, Yankalilla

(1993-1998): Adelaide Hills, Mt Barker, Alexandrina (Strathalbyn), Campbelltown
(East), Tea Tree Gully (South),

(1999-2003): Adelaide Hills, Mt Barker, Alexandrina (Strathalbyn), Campbelltown
(East),

Proposal: Adelaide Hills, Barossa, Mt Barker, Alexandrina (Strathalbyn),
Mitcham (Hills component)

5.1-pviif Makin (1984-2003)

Essential Physical Features: Makin with Mayo is the most recently created

electorate based upon the continuous post WWII settlement of the outer North Eastern
Suburbs of the Adelaide Plains built upon the Para Fault Block and based around the
Main North East and Lower North East roads..

Essential Human Character: Born out of the electorate of Sturt from its inception
was based upon the post WWII settlement of the part of the North Eastern portion of
the Adelaide Plains. It includes most of Tea Tree Gully and the South Eastern suburbs
of the city of Salisbury. It contains the “hub” of the North Eastern Suburbs being
Modbury service facilities and Tea Tree Plaza although not all of the related
population including Southern Tea Tree Gully, Eastern Port Adelaide-Enfield and the
Campbelltown Council which utilises it.

Essential Proposal: [ have proposed remerging of Makin with Sturt allowing the
Modbury hub to be recombined with its closely refated suburbs and based upon the
development around the Main North East Road, the Lower North East Road and the
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Obahn busway. This would form a North Eastern suburbs electorate with a hub and
surrounding suburbs of Tree Gully, Enfield (East) and Campbelltown with a stronger
community of interest. Also removing the problematic Grand Junction Road boundary
which presently cuts across the communities of interest and transport corridors around
which the North Eastern suburbs have developed rather than defining a community of
interest north and south of it.

Council Areas within Boundaries

(1984-1992): Tea Tree Gully, Salisbury (East)

(1993-1998). Tea Tree Gully, Salisbury (East)

(1999-2003): Tea Tree Gully, Salisbury (East)

Proposal: Campbelltown (East), Port-Adelaide-Enfield (East), Tea Tree Gully
(older developments)

6.0 Detailed Proposed Changes to Current Divisions

6.0-[i] Grey

The electorate of Grey has a shared border with only one South Australian electorate
Wakefield, so additional population must be derived from this electorate. There are
three possibilities, the Yorke Peninsula, the lower mid north Wakefield Plains or the
communities associated with the Riverland. The latter option is I believe difficult as
there are strong community of interest arguments, which would favour the transfer of
the entire community, which far exceeds the required population and would
necessitate a large compensatory acquisition of electors for Wakefield from the
midnorth/Iron triangle region. The transfer of electors from the lower midnorth/
Waketield Plains would result in the land locking of the Yorke Peninsula.

Grey Proposal
Thus the most practical and minimalist transfer would see the Yorke Peninsula

(including the DC of Yorke Peninsula, the DC of the Copper Coast and the remainder
of the DC of Barunga West) from Wakefield to the electorate of Grey (see table
below ), as widely suggested throughout the submissions. Whilst this would be
slightly too many people this could be corrected by the transfer of the remainder of
the Wakefield Regional Council and the Clare and Gilbert Valleys Council from Grey
into Wakefield.

Advantages

e Almost the entire boundary between Grey and Wakefield follows council
boundaries except for the Regional DC of Wakefield where it would follow

_ the Wakefield River

‘s Reunifies the DC of Barunga West into the one electorate

e Tt places the southern component of the Wakefield Regional Council
appropriately into Wakefield

e Tt restores the township of Clare into Wakefield where it was from 1903-1999

o It places the entire Spencer gulf into one electorate, Grey

o . The Yorke Peninsuia was previously in Grey from 1934-1943

o It keeps the Riverland community in one electorate

¢ [t retains the strong historical link between Wakefield and the Riverland
communities.
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Essential Features of Grey
e The Arid North, the Eyre and Yorke Peninsula’s, the Iron Triangle and the

Flinders Ranges.

Transfers relating to Grey

Proposals Area Transfer

Step 1 DC of Yorke Peninsula | Ex Wakefield to Grey
DC of the Copper Ex Wakefield to Grey
Coast
DC of Barunga West Ex Wakefield to Grey
(P)

Step 2 Clare & Gilbert Valleys | Ex Grey to Wakefield
Council
Wakefield Regional Ex Grey to Wakefield
Council (Pt)

6.0-fii] Wakefield
The electorate of Wakefield is an original electorate of 100 years association with the
Riverland and River Murray communities and the Wakefield Plains north of the

Adelaide plains.

Wakefield Proposal
In keeping with the many of the submissions, I propose to remove the Yorke

Peninsula from Wakefield, restore the Clare and Gilbert Valley Councils, add in the
entire councils associated with the Murray Mallee and Murray Valley and transfer the
DC of Barossa and the remainder of the Adelaide Hills Council into Mayo.

Advantages

e  Almost the entire boundary between Grey and Wakefield follows council
boundaries except for the Regional DC of Wakefield where it would follow
the Wakefield River

e Reunifies the DC of Barunga West into the one electorate

e It retains the Wakefield Regional Council south of the Wakefield River
appropriately in Wakefield

e It returns the township of Clare into Wakefield where it was from 1903-1999

o It reunites the River Murray, Riverland and Murray Mallee communities into
the one electorate as was often the case in historical Angas

e It retains the historical link of one hundred years standing between Wakefield
and the Riverland communities.

Essential Features of Wakefield
e The River Murray, Riverland and Murray-Mallee communities,
e The Wakefield Plains communities of Gawler, Mallala, Wakefield Regional
Council and the former DC of Munno Para.
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Transfers relating to Wakefield

Proposals Area Transfer

Step 1 DC of Yorke Peninsula | Ex Wakefield to Grey
DC of the Copper Ex Wakefield to Grey
Coast
DC of Barunga West Ex Wakefield to Grey
(Pr)

Step 2 Clare & Gilbert Valleys | Ex Grey to Wakefield
Council
Wakefield Regional Ex Grey to Wakefield
Council (Pt)

Step 3 Mid Murray Council Ex Barker to Wakefield
(P1)
Mid Murray Council Ex Mayo to Wakefield
(Pt)
DC Karoonda East Ex Barker to Wakefield
Murray
‘Rural City Murray Ex Barker to Wakefield
Bridge
Southern Mallee Ex Barker to Wakefield
District Council

Step 4 The Barossa Council Ex Wakefield to Mayo
Adelaide Hills Council | Ex Wakefield to Mayo
(P1)

Step 5 City of Playford (Pt) Ex Bonython to Wakefield

6.0-fiii] Burker

Another of the original federation electorates Barker has a one hundred year
association with the eastern coast line of the Gulf St Vincent, south of the Adelaide
Plains and the South coast line bordering the Southern Ocean and associated South
Australia’s townships of the South East. It has also throughout history incorporated
the Southern portion of the Mount Lofty ranges extending through to Kangaroo
Island, the County of Canarvon. Infact until 1977 the Barker electorate had waxed and
waned depending upon the population up and down the eastern coastline of the Gulf
St Vincent but had always included the DC of Willunga below the Onkaparinga

River.

Barker Proposal

This proposal recommends the reestablishment of the Onkaparinga River as the
Northern border re-including the DC of Willunga. This also allows for the inclusion
of the bulk of the Alexandrina Council, other than its northern township of
Strathalbyn, which has a longstanding link with Mayo/Angas to also be re-included in

Barker.

Advantages
¢ Allows the transfer of the Councils of the Murray-Mallee into Wakefield,

s Reinstates the former DC of Willunga within the Barker electorate,
o Allows Kingston to remain an Adelaide suburban electorate,
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e Transfers a potential high growth area of the Southern leg of Kingston into the
country coastal electorate of Barker in keeping with its coastal character,
o Re-establishes a neater, historical boundary for the electorate of Kingston.

Essential Features of Barker
e The coastal communities of the South East of South Australia and the Murray

mouth and Fleurieu Peninsula

Transfers relating to Barker

Proposals Area Transfer

Step 1 Mid Murray Council Ex Barker to Wakefield
(Pt
DC Karoonda East Ex Barker to Wakefield
Murray
Rural City Murray Ex Barker to Wakefield
Bridge
Southern Mallee Ex Barker to Wakefield
District Council

Step 2 Alexandrina Council Ex Mayo to Barker
(P1)
City of Onkaparinga Ex Mayo to Barker
(Pt) (Former DC of
Willunga)

Step 3 City of Onkaparinga Ex Kingston to Barker
(Pt) (Former DC of
Willunga)

6.0-fiv] Mayo (Renamed to Angas)

It was created most recently of the current electorates in 1984 but incorporating Peri
Adelaide Plains (Adelaide Hills) and rural areas of Mount Barker covered previously
by the Federation electorate Angas which also had a lengthy and enduring association
with the Barossa, particularly with the township of Angaston, historically has
included most of the Hills component of the Mount Lofty Ranges bordering the
Adelaide Plains. As discussed elsewhere T believe this electorate should be renamed

Angas

Mayo/Angas Proposal

This proposal transfers out the Adelaide Plains suburbs of Campbelitown and Tea
Tree Gully and the former rural region of the DC of Willunga. It further transfers in
the rest of the Adelaide Hills Council, the Hills component of the Mitcham and
Onkaparinga City Councils and the Barossa Council. Retaining the DC of Mount
Barker and the township of Strathalbyn at the Northern edge of the Alexandrina
Council.

Advantages
¢ Retains a fourth non Adelaide plains electorate
e Unites Adelaide Hills / Lower Mount Lofty Ranges communities
» Reunifies most of the Alexandrina Council into the Barker electorate
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e Reunifies the City of Campbelitown and Tea Tree Gully into the Sturt

electorate
¢ Reunifies the Mid Murray Council and rest of the Murray Mallee region into
one electorate Wakefield, creating a Riverland/ Murray Mallee electorate

¢ Reunifies the former DC of Willunga into the Barker electorate with its strong
communities of interest and historical association 1903-1977

Essential Features of new Mayo/ Angas (Peri Adelaide Mount Lofty Ranges)
e The Barossa Council (All, including Angaston)
¢ Adelaide Hills Council (All)
o DC Mount Barker (All)
s City of Mitcham (Pt} (All- Adelaide Hilis suburbs)
¢ Alexandrina Council (Part- Strathalbyn)

Transfers relating to Mayo

Proposals Area Transfer
Step 1 Alexandrina Council Ex Mayo to Barker
(P

City of Onkaparinga Ex Mayo to Barker
(Pt) (Former DC of

Willunga)

Step 2 City of Campbelltown | Ex Mayo to Sturt

| (PY)

City of Tea Tree Gully | Ex Mayo to Sturt
(Pt)

Step 3 Adelaide Hills Council | Ex Wakefield to Mayo
The Barossa Councll Ex Wakefield to Mayo
Mitcham City Council | Ex Boothby to Mayo
(Pt) (Hills component)

6.0-{v] Kingston

Created in 1949, it has throughout its fifty-four year history covered the outer
southern suburbs of Adelaide from the City of Marion down to the Southern
extremities of suburban Adelaide. The creation of the electorate of Hawker in 1968
and the expansion of the southern suburbs of Adelaide pushed the electorate further
South although its essential character as an outer southern suburbs metropolitan
electorate based upon suburban housing and industrial development along the Main

South Road has remained unchanged.

Kingston Proposal
Transfers out the former DC of Willunga South of the Onkaparinga River, and

transfers in more of the Southern portion of the city of Marion along the council
boundaries allowing the inclusion of key outer Southern suburbs infrastructure and
industry such as the Flinders Medical Centre and the Mitsubishi car plant.

Advantages
e Reunifies much of the Marion Council into the Kingston electorate

¢ Reintegrates much of the major southern industry back into the same
electorate as the regional metropolitan population it is associated with.
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¢ Retains the South Road based outer southern suburbs character that it has
historically had

e Reunifies the Former DC of Willunga into the Barker electorate with its strong
communities of interest and historical association 1903-1977

Essential Features of Kingston
e The Northern and metropolitan part of the Onkaparinga Council (excluding
the former DC of Willunga) north of the Onkaparinga River
e The southern and major portion of the Marion City Council
e Non Adelaide Plains Coastal outer southern suburbs based around Main South

Road
Transfers relating to Kingston
Proposals Area Transfer
Step 1 " | City of Onkaparinga Ex Kingston to Barker
(Pt) (Former DC of
Willunga)
Step 2 City of Marion (Pt) Ex Boothby to Kingston

South of the Adelaide
to Brighton railway line

City of Mitcham Ex Boothby to Kingston
(Bedford Park)

6.0-[vi] Hindmarsh
An original federation electorate, it has since its inception been based on the Adelaide

Plains (Lower Deltaic Plain) Western suburbs and recreational beaches of Adelaide. It
originally extended from Outer Harbour to Glenelg but with population growth in
Adelaide’s western suburbs and the creation in 1949 of Port Adelaide its northern
border shifted south to the Grange/Henley area where it has remained throughout
most of the ensuing period.

Hindmarsh Proposal

The Western suburbs of Adelaide (the lower deltaic plain of the Adelaide Plains) and
the recreational beaches associated with the Adelaide plains both have strong
communities of interest and a population base, which warrants an electorate. Recent
council amalgamation reflected the recognition of the strong communities of interest
between the Adelaide’s recreational beachside councils of Glenelg and Brighton in
the formation of the City of Holdfast Bay. I believe this council should be reunified
into the one electorate, which will also serve to assist in the restoration of Boothby to
an electorate with stronger community of interest and historical roots. This change
would require the loss of a small portion of the existing Hindmarsh, which could be
accommodated via transfer of a small number of electors to the Port Adelaide
electorate. | have proposed the beachside suburbs of Henley Beach and Henley Beach
South, which creates a coastal boundary at the river Torrens outlet, which
geographically would seem a sensible border, thus dividing the recreational beaches
of the Adelaide Plains north and south of the river Torrens.




