
















































































Outcomes:

As can be seen below, the adjustments proposed for Dickson do not substantially alter the division
compared to the Committee’s proposal.
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The following benefits will be achieved:

1

Dickson will remain within the required statistical quota limits: 90,982 electors as at
19 February 2009 and 98,694 electors as at 9 July 2012.

Under this suggestion, the double transfers that the Committee proposes between Dickson
and Longman will be avoided entirely. Instead of a double transfer with Longman involving
3,722 electors being transferred from Dickson, there will instead be 6,860 electors
transferred into Petrie. As explained on page 5, this transfer short-circuits a much larger
circle of transfers between the Brisbane northside divisions, helping to significantly reduce
the total number of electors being transferred in the region.

Dickson will have boundaries that are more easily identifiable. Along the western and
southern edges, the boundary will follow the existing LGA boundary of Moreton Regional
Council. Along the northern edge, the boundary will be the existing boundary that is
longstanding and well known by electors on both sides. Along the eastern boundary, the
north coast railway line and North Pine River become the boundaries with Petrie. This
boundary with Petrie will be much simpler than what the Committee proposed and accords
with locality boundaries. Further south, Trouts Road and Ridley Road will become the major
boundaries with Lilley. This boundary follows the locality boundaries of Bridgeman Downs,
McDowall and Everton Park and joins up with Kedron Brook.

The boundaries of Dickson will split fewer suburbs. The boundaries proposed by the
Committee would run boundary lines through the middle of Kallangur as well as through the
rural communities surrounding Dayboro. Under this suggestion, neither of these areas
would be divided between divisions. Both can be kept wholly intact.

The boundaries of Dickson will be comprised of straighter, more consistent lines, particularly
along the south-eastern eddge. The general shape of the division will be comprised of more
contiguous areas, without a small limb sticking out in the area of Kallangur.

The division of Dickson will be better able to accommodate future population growth.
Under either set of boundaries, the population of Dickson is centred on the Strathpine
suburbs along Gympie Road, Albany Creek and the Hills District. The suburbs with the
highest rate of growth are generally west of Strathpine. These conclusions suggest that if
Kallangur was reintroduced to Dickson, as is proposed, the Committee will most likely have
to remove the area again in the next redistribution. The better course would be to adopt
this suggestion, and future redistributions will most likely continue to remove outerlying
areas in the north-east of the division over time.

The boundaries of Dickson will more closely align with the boundaries of State divisions and
Council wards in the area. Note how the State division of Pine Rivers seeks to keep Dayboro
together with the Strathpine population centre and shopping strip along Gympie Road. This
recognises the strong community links that exist between the two.

Also note the boundaries of the local Council wards, which are possibly one of the best
indicators of where the local communities of interests lie. Note how Division 11 of Moreton
Regional Council recognises the strong community links between Dayboro and Samford.



9. Further, note how the state division of Everton keeps Everton Park and Everton Hills
together and uses Trouts Road as the eastern boundary. This suggestion will ensure that the
boundaries of Dickson more closely mirror these state boundaries.

10. Annexure 1 of this submission contains more detail on best meeting the principle of “one
vote one value” and why this suggestion will better cope with future population growth.



Annexure 1
Better meeting the principle of “one vote, one value”

Figure 3 shows how this suggestion achieves better equality for electors in Queensland, compared to
the Committee’s proposal:

Figure 3 — summary of electors transferred (Brisbane northside)

Committee’s proposal: Suggested adjustments:
Brisbane +2.62% Brisbane -0.57%
Dickson -2.66% Dickson +1.50%
Lilley -0.20% Lilley +0.19%
Longman -1.27% Longman -1.34%
Petrie -1.27% Petrie -1.90%
Ryan +0.72% Ryan +0.05%

Average deviation = (+/-) 1.46% Average deviation = (+/-) 0.93%

As is illustrated, the average deviation of the population of Brisbane northside divisions away from
the exact quota is significantly reduced. This will greatly boost the principle of “one vote one value”
in Queensland following the redistribution.

Better planning for future population growth

Each section above that deals with a specific division contains brief notes on how this suggestion will
better plan for future population growth. Given Queensland’s rapid population growth, it is
inevitable that further redistributions will occur in the State. Recent history suggests that a
redistribution is likely to occur in almost every term of Government.

It was noted how some of the Committee’s proposals fail to cater for population trends because
they will very likely have to be un-done at a subsequent redistribution. The clearest examples
include the reintroduction of Kallangur into Dickson and the removal of Brighton from Lilley.
Unnecessarily moving electors back and forth between the same divisions is disruptive and may lead
to voter disenfranchisement.

Studying population trends and planning for them in advance can help to ensure that the community
interests represented in each division remain consistent and strong in the future. In fact, looking at
population growth can actually inform the best choices in the current process, as they have
informed many
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Figure 4 below demonstrates how this suggestion will cater for future population growth.

Figure 4 — summary of how future divisions will retain strong community interests
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1. Any need for additional electors in Ryan (low population growth) can be met by excess
population in Brisbane (medium population growth). Potentially, this could involve
transferring the remaining parts of Alderley or the Dorrington area in Ashgrove. This will
ensure that Brisbane retains its focus on the inner suburbs close to the CBD and the Brisbane
River, while Ryan will continue to be focused on the outer western suburbs of Brisbane LGA.

2. Lilley (low population growth) can continue to expand into the northernmost suburbs of

Brisbane LGA, including Bald Hills and Bracken Ridge. This will continue the trend whereby
the “tail” of Petrie (high population growth) has continued to shrink towards Redcliffe over
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time. Note that if the Committee’s proposal were adopted, Lilley would simply have to
regain the Brighton to Shorncliffe area, essentially un-doing any changes.

In Dickson (high population growth), excess electors can continue to be removed from the
north eastern edge of the division over time. This could potentially reunite the suburb of
Petrie within the division of Petrie, which would be of obvious benefit in terms of avoiding
confusion amongst electors. Note that if the Committee’s proposal were adopted, Dickson
would simply have to lose the Kallangur area again, essentially un-doing any changes.

In Petrie (high population growth) any excess electors that remain after satisfying the needs
of Lilley can be shed into Longman in the Deception Bay area, consistent with previous
redistributions. (Any excess electors in Longman can be resolved having regard to its
northern boundary with Fisher and the Sunshine Coast, as usually occurs).



