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OBJECTION
R-13

Objection
by
Hon Arch Bevis MP

to the report ¢ 2003 Proposed Redistribution of Queensland into
Electoral Divisions’

Qverview

The report of the Redistribution Committee for Queensland '2003 Proposed
Redistribution of Queensiand into Electoral Divisions’ proposes major
changes to the electorate of Brisbane.

Given the enroiment numbers in Brisbane, some changes are necessary.
However the scope and nature of the changes in the proposal go far beyond
what is necessary and desirable. Further, it goes beyond the requirements
and provisions of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918. Indeed, in some
respects it fails to meet the test set out in the Act,

This objection details a series of changes to the proposal that comply with the
mandatory quota requirements of the Act and better meet all other criteria of
section 66.

Reasons supplied by the Committee

Before dealing with a number of specific matters affecting the Division of
Brisbane, there are some general comments about the proposals that need to
be made. Section 67 of the Act requires that the Redistribution Committee
‘'shall state, in writing, its reasons for the proposed redistribution made by it
under subsection 66(1). In relation to the Division of Brisbane there are
comments only at paragraphs 55, 57, 62 and 64 as foliows:

55. The Committee acknowledged that the farge growth occurring
within the CBD of the City of Brisbane had made Brisbane grow to be
the second fargest division numerically in Queensland at the date of
sefting the quota. The Committee, in turn, recognised the need for the
proposed Brisbane to return to the north of the Brisbane River and for
the areas vacated on the south to be transferred to the proposed
Griffith.

57. The proposed Griffith would move into those areas of Brisbane
vacated south of the Brisbane River and thus coniract from areas in the
east.

62. The proposed Brishane gained the portion of the City of Brisbane in
Dickson and a southern portion of Pelrie.
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64. As a resulf of the above changes the proposed Pelrie was defined
by a loss to both the proposed Brisbane and the proposed Lilley,

Barely half of one page in commentary exists to explain the major changes
proposed to the Brishane division. With the exception of some reference to
the total enrolment numbers in par 55, these paragraphs fail to set out any
reasons. Rather they are a very brief commentary of decisions taken without
reasons, explanation, or rationale.

Were any objection fo the proposal to rely on the same methodology or
shallow explanation, | suspect they would be given littie weight. The
augmented commission would no doubt dismiss objections that simply
described an aliemative allocation of suburbs or SLAs. Yet that is the basis on
which the committee explains its reasons for new boundaries.

The requirement of the Act to supply reasons places an obligation on the
Committee that is particularly important when deaiing with those boundaries
that have been subject to significant change. The commitiee is required by the
Act to provide reasons. It is obligatory.

To say that

> ‘The proposed Griffith would move into those areas of Brisbane
vacated south of the Brisbane River and thus contract from areas in the
east.” or,

> The proposed Brishane gained the portion of the City of Brisbane in
Dickson and a southern portion of Pelrie, or

> As a resulf of the above changes the proposed Pelrie was defined by a
foss to both the proposed Brisbane and the proposed Lilley

is at best a short description of decisions taken without any indication of the
reasons for such decisions.

it is difficult to see how the requirements of section 67 of the Act have been
met by the publication of the 2003 report.

Sectionl 66

Section 66 of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918 sets out the factors to be
taken into account in determining divisionai boundaries.

66 Redistribution Committee to make proposed redistribution
(1) A Redistribution Committee for a State or the Australian Capital
Territory shall, in accordance with subsections (2), (3) and (4),
make a proposed redistribution of the State or Territory.

(2) The proposed redistribution shall propose the distribution of the
State or Territory into Electoral Divisions equal in number to the
number of members of the House of Representatives to be chosen
in the State or Territory at a general election. '

(3) In making the proposed redistribution, the Redistribufion
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Committee: _

(a) shall, as far as practicable, endeavour to ensure thai, if the
State or Territory were redistributed in accordance with the
proposed redistribution, the number of electors enrolled in
each Electoral Division in the State or Territory would not, at
the projection time determined under section 63A, be less
than 96.5% or more than 103.5% of the average divisional
enrolment of that State or Territory at that time; and
(b) subject to paragraph (a), shall give due consideration, in
relation fo each proposed Electoral Division, to:

() community of interests within the proposed Electoral

Division, including economic, social and regional

interests;

(i) means of communication and travel within the proposed
Electoral Division; _

(iv) the physical features and area of the proposed Electoral
Division, and

(v} the boundaries of existing Divisions in the State or

Territory;

and subject thereto the quota of electors for the State or Territory
shall be the basis for the proposed redistribution, and the
Redistribution Committee may adopt a margin of allowance, fo be
used whenever necessary, but in no case shall the quota be
departed from to a greater extent than one-tenth more or one-tenth
less.

The quota requirements set out in subsection 66(3)(a) are paramount and
objectively quantifiable. That is they can be measured with a good deal of
precision.

With the exception of subsection 66(3) (b) (v), all other matters to be
considered cannot be objectively assessed. In many cases, it would be open
to people of good judgment and good will to arrive at different views about the
community of interest or significance of physical features or even means of
transport and communication. That said, there are clearly situations in which
these factors are so common to areas under review that most if not all who
analyse the situation would be in agreement that the areas share so much in
common that they shouid be in the same division.

It is also worth noting here that existing boundaries are very often good
indicators of those other factors set out in subsection 66 (3) (b}.

Subsection 66 (3) (b) (v) is subordinate to other parts of subsection 66 (3) (b).
However, it has the distinct advantage of being objectively and precisely
determined. There can be no argument in determining whether a proposal or
objection better meets this provision.

in order for it to be discarded and held as subordinate to another provision of
subsection 66 (3) (b), it is necessary to first establish the existence of that
other provision as an identifiable and real consideration. For example, it
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would be necessary to establish that the provisions of subsection 66 (3) (b).(ii)
apply and to provide supporting evidence of that before being able to
subordinate a proposition that better met the requirements of subsection 66

(3) (b} (v).

Substantially because of these considerations, maintaining as many electors
within existing boundaries is an aim often commented on by Redistribution
Committees and those making submissions.

The current report of the Redistribution Committee of Queensland makes
mention of this at paragraphs 31 and 49. At paragraph 31 the Committee
even uses this factor to support its proposal, emphasised by a comparison
with the 1997 and 1994 redistributions.

The Liberal Party of Queensland suggestion at page three supported their
case by commenting: ‘More significantly, it also ensures minimum disruption
to divisions of Lilley, Ryan, Blair, Oxley, Petrie and Dickson.” They reinforced
this point on the same page saying: ‘This submission is able to maintain a
minimum impact on other seats...".

In short, reducing the number of electors displaced in a redistribution is
universally seen as desirable.

If the only requirement of the Act were the quota, then there would be a nearly
limitless number of alternative proposals that could be applied. In applying the
quota, there is no requirement that divisions be at a particular point within
quota; only that they are within the quota. Any or all divisions could be just
over the required minimum, just below the required maximum or anywhere in
between. The test here is whether a proposal meets the quota. All proposals
that meet quota have satisfied that criteria equally. None are better than any
other.

The existence of other criteria places a much stricter discipline on the
process. The task, therefore, is not simply to meet the quota requirements but
to meet also the other criteria set out in section 66 to the greatest extent
possible. It is in respect of these other provisions of section 66 that different
proposals will better meet the requirements of the Act and be superior to
alternatives.

The proposals contained in this objection comply with the quota requirements
and meet the requirements of the other criteria set out in section 66 far better
than the Committee’s proposal.
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The Division of Brisbane

Growth Rates and Large Enroiments

At paragraph 55 the report says ‘The Committee acknowledged that the iarge
growth occurring within the CBD of the City of Brisbane had made Brisbane
grow to be the second largest division numerically in Queensiand at the date
of setting the quota. The Committee, in turn, recognised the need for the
proposed Brisbane to return to the north of the Brisbane River and for the
areas vacated on the south to be transferred to the proposed Griffith’.

Reference to the large growth within the CBD is curious. The pubiished
enrolment projections by division show a growth rate for Brisbane of 13.07%.
The Gold Coast division of McPherson has more electors than Brisbane, and
a growth rate of 19.3%. The other Gold Coast division of Moncrieff has a
growth rate of 18.67%. No doubt in both cases there are areas with
significantly higher growth rates than the average. Yet, strangely, the
committee’s report makes no mention of the growth rate in the Gold Coast
area, nor does it mention that McPherson has the most electors of any
division in the state. Instead the report singles out Brisbane as the second
largest division with its comparatively moderate growth rate.

If large enrolments and/or growth rates are the basis for substantial changes
of the sort proposed for Brisbane, the question that needs to be answered is
why weren't greater dislocations required in that part of Queensland where
the enrolment is higher and the growth rate greater? McPherson loses 19,466
electors yet Brisbane loses 30,863 from a smaller enrolment base and with a
lower growth rate.

Every elector in the new McPherson is in the existing McPherson. That is a
very desirable outcome, For the largest division in one of the fastest growing
parts of the state, it is remarkable. i is in stark contrast to the committee’s
approach to Brishane.

All of this occurs without any reasons published to explain the committee’s
decisions.

The committee's proposal fails to apply the same criteria equally to like
situations, in this case large divisions. This failure to apply consistently the
same principles throughout South East Queensland is a serious flaw in the
report and undermines community confidence in the process.

Obiection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
to the report ' 2003 Propased Redistribution of Queensland into Electoral Divisions’



OBJECTION
R-13

Local Government Boundaries

The Committee’s report at Paragraph 34 emphasised the importance placed
on local government boundaries by the Committee in arriving at its 2003
proposal. It says,

34. A key indicator of community of interests as defined by LGA
boundaries was used in provincial and/or rural Queensiand to a
significant extent. In metropolitan Divisions, it was used fo the greatest
extent possible. The Committee was able to accommodate boundaries
of most LGAs entirely within a single Division. Only ruraf boundaries of
eight-L GAs could not be accommedated within a single electoral
Division and these generally reflect existing boundaries.

The committee has made a serious and fundamental error in giving such
importance and weight to this attribute. Not only were LGAs used, they were
given priority as a ‘key indicator of community of interests’. Moreover they
were used 'in provincial and/or rural Queensland to a significant extent. in
metropolitan Divisions, it was used to the greatest extent possible.’

indeed their importance in constructing the 2003 proposal can also be seen in
the fact they are identified as one of the very few reasons advanced to explain
decisions taken.

Local govermnment boundaries may have some value as a rough guide to
community of interest in rural areas. However they are irrelevant in identifying
community of interest issues in metropolitan Brisbane.

As an example, consider the local government boundary between Brisbane
and Pine Rivers in the suburb of Everton Hills. The boundary runs down
Illawarra St. lllawarra St. is a standard suburban street with no distinguishing
or defining features. It does not represent a boundary of any kind, other than
as a result of an administrative line drawn on a map by a Queensiand
Govemment official at some time past.

It is not possible to seriously argue that those in Brisbane at say, Hornby St.,
have any difference in community of interest from those in Franciscea St, in
the Pine Shire. The loca!l govermment boundary is totally irrelevant. To apply it
in metropolitan Divisions ‘to the greatest extent possible’ creates a
dramatically false line of community of interest.

Indeed, previous redistribution committees have acknowledged this fact. In
the redistribution in 1892 the boundary of the Division of Brisbane extended
into the Pine Shire to include areas of the Pine Shire at Everton Hills where
there was a clear common community of interest with neighbouring areas of
the Brisbane City Council.

That redistribution kept Ferny Hills and Fermny Grove together in the same
Division, Dickson, where there was also a clear common community of
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interest. That is, the local government boundaries were quite rightly discarded
as an indicator, much less ‘key indicator of community of inferests’. ltis
alarming that they should have been used on this occasion as a definitive
measure in relation to the Division of Brisbane.

Prior to the creation of Dickson before the 1994 election, the Ferny
Grove/Hills area was in Ryan, once again linking those suburbs in the same
division and crossing the local government boundary.

Their use without supporting explanation in relation to the Brisbane/Pine Shire
boundary is all the more puzzling given that local government boundaries
have not been followed in other Brisbane and near Brisbane divisions.

There are some alarming consequences if the committee is to give local
government boundaries the importance they have in this proposal, at least in
so far as metropolitan divisions are concemned.

Local government boundaries exist at the pleasure of State Parliaments. They
can be moved, amalgamated or abolished at the total and complete discretion
of State legislature. Examples of such action are easily found.

It wouid be totally inappropriate for Divisions of the Federal House of
Representatives to be so directly and significantly affected by decisions of
State Parliaments.

This redistribution process exists by virtue of Federal laws. It should not
directly or indirectly be influenced by State laws. Thankfully, we do not have
the American system where state legislatures or Governors determine the
boundaries for electoral districts in the US Congress.

Most importantly though, local government boundaries are not included
in the Commonwealth Electoral Act. LGA boundaries cannot be found
anywhere in the Act as a factor to be taken into consideration when
determining federal divisional boundaries. There is no scope whatsoever to
simply add them as new criteria or simply assert that they are a ‘key indicator
of community of interest’. if they are an indicator in rural areas, that has
relevance only fo the extent that the supporting evidence and argument about
that community of interest can be substantiated. That is certainly so in
situations where their use is disputed.

It is incumbent on the Committee in asserting LGA boundaries’ key role as
indicators of community of interest’ to support their use with evidence of the
claimed community of interest. Their simple existence, having been created
by whatever method that suits the State, does not demonstrate anything of
itself about a community of interest. (Even if it did, it would be wrong and
inappropriate for the Committee to accept them without independently
satisfying itself of their use in accordance with the requirements of the
Commonwealth Electoral Act 1918).

Ohbjection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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Any claimed correlation between LGA boundaries and community of interest
is nothing more than an unsubstantiated assertion untit relevant additional
supporting information is provided, assessed and substantiated.

To the extent that they are some reflection of community of interest, so too
are existing Divisional boundaries. Unlike local government boundaries
though, divisional boundaries are a product of past scrutiny by Federal
Redistribution Committees and exist by virtue of Federal laws. More
importantly, they are listed in the Act as a criterion in determining new
Divisional boundaries. Unlike local government boundaries, not only can they
be considered — they must be considered. '

In addition, the various communities of interest criteria have been applied to
previous divisional boundaries giving some guide to those critena in the
current review.

By way of comparison it is worth noting that in some States (eg South
Australia) local government boundaries are included as a criteria in
determining new state boundaries. The Federal Parliament has made no such
provision. The Committee is in error in using local government boundaries.
That the committee gave such weight to them in proposing new boundaries
for the Division of Brisbane is clearly outside the terms of section 66 of the
Act.

| note that the Liberal Party of Queensland submission also made reference to
the use of local government boundaries in proposing a new border between
the Divisions of Brisbane and Dickson. Their suggestion has been exactly
followed by the Committee, resulting in the transfer of a substantial number of
electors from Dickson to Brisbane to ‘make use of the local government
boundary’. For the reasons stated above, the Liberal Party’s submission in
respect of this matter is also wrong.

Ferny Grove

The Committee’s report proposes to move the SLA of Ferny Grove from
Dickson and include it in Brisbane. The only explanation in the report for this
change is at paragraph 62.

‘The proposed Brisbane gained the portion of the City of Brisbane in
Dickson and a southern portion of Petrie’.

It is difficult to conclude this bare statement fulfils the requirements of section
87 of the Act.

The boundary between Brisbane and Dickson in the committee’s proposal
foliows exactly the suggestions of the Liberal Party of Queenstand. They
support this with two claims. Firstly that it addresses the quota and secondly
‘'makes use of jocal government boundaries’.

Ohjection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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It appears that the proposed change is a result of the weight given by the
Committee to local government boundaries. As discussed above, this is a
wholly false and incorrect basis for determining boundaries.

There are a number of reasons why Ferny Grove should remain in Dickson.

Ferny Grove and the adjoining suburbs of Femy Hills and Arana Hills have a
good deal in common. Many who live in Ferny Grove use the same shopping,
medical and banking facilities as those in Femny Hills or even Arana Hills.
Doctors, chemists and dentists on Ferny Way at Ferny Hills service all of
these suburbs.

Banking facilities at Arana Hilis are used by those in these suburbs.

The Arana Hills Plaza shopping centre is also well patronised by those from
these suburbs.

These links are longstanding. When Ferny Grove developed, the established
services in adjoining Ferny Hills and Arana Hills were the closest and most
convenient. In a number of key areas that is still the case. For example, Ferny
Grove has no bank. The established banking services in Ferny Hills and
Arana Hills continue to provide that service for many in Ferny Grove.

When it comes to buying or renting in Ferny Grove the chances are the real
estate agent used is in Ferny Hilis or Arana Hills. There is only one real
estate agent in Ferny Grove. That agency does not appear to be Femy Grove
or even Hills district specific. Its web site includes listings at places like
Algester and Caloundra.

The real estate agents in Femy Hills and Arana Hills who have traditionally
covered Ferny Grove continue to do so. A search for ‘Ferny Grove’ at the
www.yourestate.com.au website described as the ‘Australian Real Estate
Agents Directory’ returns one agent located at the Arana Hills shopping Plaza.

A more detailed search using Google identifies the sole Ferny Grove agent
and a First National agent at Ferny Hills. That First National real estate
advertises their area as ‘Ferny Hills, Arana Hills, Ferny Grove, Everton Hills,
Bunya and Keperra'. Once again, the common link beiween Ferny Hills,
Arana Hills and Femy Grove has been recognised.

The simple fact is when people wish to move in to Ferny Grove, either to rent
or buy, they will probably go to Ferny Hills or Arana Hills to do it. Similarly
when they sell, they will go into the Pine Shire to list with the agents who have
a long history of real estate experience at Ferny Grove.

People in these areas utilise many of the same social and recreational
facilities. The tennis facilities on Samford Road to the west of Femy Grove,
the Woolshed Park and Waterslide and the ronbark Gully recreational park
are all key facilities used by residents in all of these adjoining suburbs. All are
in the Pine Rivers Shire.

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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When people at Femy Grove want to go swimming it is most likely that they
will go to the nearest public pocl on Femy Way in Ferny Hills.

For about seven years my family and | lived at Arana Hills. When we looked to
shift the local real estate agents took us to properties in the three adjoining
suburbs; Ferny Hills, Arana Hills, Ferny Grove. They were basically seen as
interchangeable. That is you shifted house but not location.

Ferny Grove is physically separated from Upper Kedron by a refuse station
and a surrounding large park, much of which was once a landfill dump. In all
the green belt separating the two suburbs is about 800-900 metres wide. It
represents a significant physical feature and an appropriate divisional
boundary.

The retention of the Ferny Grove SLA within Dickson wouid retain 3,840
electors in Dickson at 12-03-2003 and 4,176 as at the projected date,
31-07-2003. Dickson would then have an enrolment of 84,046 with a
projected enrolment of 96,205. Contrary to the Liberal Party's assertion in
their suggestions, there is no requirement for Ferny Grove to go into Brisbane
to meet Dickson's quota. Nor, with the other changes proposed in this
objection, is it necessary for the SLA to be placed in Brisbane to meet quota.

With Ferny Grove remaining in Dickson, Dickson has a variation from quota
as follows; actual —0.04 %, projected 2.74%. Whilst this increases Dickson’s
enrolments, it remains comfortably within quota. Indeed it will have fewer
electors in 2007 than Fadden as proposed by the Committee.

in addition, 3,840 (actual) and 4,176 (projected) fewer voters will be
dislocated by the adoption of this measure thereby enhancing the
requirements of subsection 66 (3) {b) (v).

Since 1984, Femy Grove has been in the same federal Division as Ferny
Hills. Given that similar tests of community of interest have existed in the Act
over this period, it is reasonabie to conclude that previous Redistribution
Committees have acknowledged the closeness between Ferny Grove and
neighbouring suburbs such as Ferny Hills.

| propose that the Ferny Grove SLA proposed by the Committee to
be transferred from Dickson to Brisbane remain in Dickson.

The Gap

The Committee proposes to take 1,629 electors at The Gap from Ryan and
place them in Brisbane. The Committee’s report provides no explanation or
reasons for this change.
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to the report * 2003 Proposed Redistribution of Queensiand into Electoral Divisions'



OBJECTION
k-13 11

It is simply impossible to argue how any criteria of section 66 of the Act wouid
support this proposal. To separate this section of the Gap from the remainder
of The Gap flies in the face of every subclause of section 66.

Retaining these electors in Ryan would result in Ryan’s enrolment being as
follows: actual — 88,215 and projected — 96,175 - both within quota
requirements.

There can be no argument that the overwhelming community of interest of
these residents is with other parts of The Gap. Shopping, travel,
communication, existing divisional boundaries, and physical features all lead
to the one conclusion. These areas should remain together in Ryan, where
they have been for decades. -

By adopting my proposal in respect of The Gap, 1,629 (actual) and 1,691
(projected) fewer electors are dislocated, thereby better meeting the
requirements of subsection 66 (3) (b) (v).

The only way it could possibly be argued that the Committee’s proposal is
correct would be if there were no better alternative and it was necessary to
make this change in order to meet quota. It is demonstrably the case that the
Committee's proposed change is not necessary to meet quota. Furthermore,
the proposals contained in this objection better meet ali other requirements of
section 66 whilst also complying with quota.

| propose that the portion of the Gap proposed by the Committee
to be transferred from Ryan to Brisbane remain in Ryan.

There is also a part of The Gap (incl. Enoggera res.) that | understand to be
part of CCD 3231001 proposed to be transferred from Dickson fo Brisbane.
This area is on the south side of Mount Nebo Rd. This area would be better
united with the remainder of the CCD in Ryan. That would also place all of
The Gap together in Ryan.

People living at Mt Nebo shop at The Gap and either go to The Gap or travel
through The Gap for secondary education, work and social activity. A Mt Nebo
bus transports children to and from The Gap for schooling.

The number of electors involved is small, 24 (actual) and 25 (projected). It
therefore makes little difference in the quota but is a more sensible link for
these Gap residents, These electors are proposed to be displaced from
Dickson to Brisbane. My objection would therefore have no net impact on the
number of dislocations; it simply places these electors in Ryan with the
halance of their suburb rather than Brisbane.

| propose that the portion of the Gap proposed by the Committee
to be transferred from Dickson to Brisbane be placed in Ryan.
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To be Retained or Added to the Division of Brisbane

The cumulative effect of the above two proposals on the division of Brisbane
as proposed by the Committee results in the division of Brisbane having the
following elector numbers — actual 74,758 and projected 85,154, The following
changes are proposed to the Committee’s proposal to be included or retained
in the division of Brisbane.

Paddington/Bardon/Auchenflower

Curiously, at the same time as the Committee proposes to dislocate scme
1,600 voters at The Gap from Ryan to Brisbane, it also proposes to dislocate
a large number of Brisbane electors from Paddington, Bardon, and
Auchenflower by placing them in Ryan.

The Committees Report provides no reasons to substantiate these changes.

The Liberal Party of Queensland suggestion included a proposal very similar
to the proposal of the Committee. They suggested Toowong, Bardon and
Auchenflower be relocated to Ryan. However they too offer no explanation
other than the assertion that ‘these suburbs are closely associated with the
adjoining community of Toowong.’

Paddington, Bardon, and Auchenflower are increasingly identified as inner city
suburbs. The lifestyle of those around Caxton St., Latrobe Tce. and Nash St.,
have much more in common with other inner city suburbs than they do with
Toowong much less Indooroopilly, Kenmore, Pullenvale or Moggill.

Paddington

The Committee’s proposal to remove a large part of Paddington from
Brisbane ignores the strong community of interest in Paddington. The
proposed boundary splits Paddington along the very roads that unite the
suburb. Caxton St. and Latrobe Tce are the focal point of the suburb. They
provide the commercial, entertainment, social and transport focus for all
residents at Paddington, Milton and Bardon, (with Latrobe Tce. being more
significant for Bardon residents.) Residents on both sides of that road use it
as their major means of transport. The shops and businesses on it are a focus
for those on both sides of the road. The restaurants etc. are a social focus for
all of Paddington.

Dividing Paddington as proposed by the Committee unnecessarily dislocates
2,673 (actual) and 2783 (projected) electors at the same time as failing to
meet the requirements of subsections 66 (3) (b) (i) and (ii).

There is no reason advanced by the Committee to explain this proposed shift
of electors from Brisbane. It was not even proposed by the Liberal Party.
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to the report * 2003 Proposed Redistribution of Queensiand into Electoral Divisions’



OBJECTION
R-13 13

| propose the retention of all of Paddington SLA in Brisbane
resulting in 2,673 (actual) and 2,783 (projected) fewer electors
being displaced.

There are a couple of alternatives set out below that recognise the community
of interest in this part of Brisbane and retain these electors in the Division of
Brisbane.

Milton

Miiton shares the same lifestyle and many of the same community of interest
factors that Paddington does. Baroona Road serves as a commercial centre
for both Paddington and Milton residents. There is a steady cross flow of
residents in these adjacent suburbs, with Latrobe Tce, Park Rd., Nash St, and
Caxton St. providing economic, social and travel links common fo them all,

It would be both possible and desirable for Brisbane to retain all of Milton and
Paddington, which has been proposed to be relocated.

The relevant elector numbers are as follows:

Brisbane as altered by changes to Ferny Grove and The Gap as set out

above: actual 74,758 and projected 85,154
Retain Paddington (part) (2673/2783) 77,431 87,937
Retain Milton (1093/1009) ' 78,524 88,046

This would meet the community of interest criteria better than the Committee’s
proposal, and when taken together with other changes included in this
objection, comply with quota. Importantly, it displaces far fewer electors:
1,093 (actual) and 1,009 {projected) residents from Milton and 2,673
{(actual) and 2,783(projected) residents from Paddington, a total for these
suburbs of 3,766 (actual) and 3,792 {projected) fewer disruptions.

The common identity of this area is recognised by businesses in the area. A
local business guide for the area {Navigator 4064) encompasses precisely the
area | have proposed to be retained in Brisbane (copy attached). The area
covered extends from Kennedy Tce to Baroona Rd and from Latrobe Tce to
Petrie Tce. Even on Given Tce most of the businesses are on the Brisbane
side of the road.

This area is interdependent. Little wonder that there is such a cross flow of
residents around Caxton St, Given Tce., Latrobe Tce., Nash St., and Baroona
Rd.

| propose the retention of all of Milton in Brisbane resulting in
1093 (actual) and 1009 (projected) fewer electors being displaced.
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My proposed changes to Paddington and Miiton result in Ryan enrolment
being as follows:

Ryan (with the inclusion of the Gap (part))

Actual 88,239 projected  96,200.
Remove proposed Paddington 85,566 93,417
Remove proposed Milton 84,473 92,405

Ryan remains in quota following these constituents being retained in
Brisbane.

The above changes to the Committee’s proposal involving Paddington and
Milton use the entire SLA boundaries. Alternatively, it would be possible to
use Park Rd. and Baroona Rd as boundaries at Milton, resulting in CCDs
3190604 (actual 164 and projected 149) and 3190606 (actual 181 and
projected 177) going into Ryan. Whilst this is not my preferred view, | am
mindful of the possible attraction for more major roads to be used as
boundaries rather than less significant roads that are none the less SLA
boundaries. | would, however, urge the augmented commission fo retain all of
the Milton SLA in Brisbane.

Similarly, at Paddington it would be possible to use Baroona Rd. as the
boundary, placing CCDs 3191111 and 3191108 in Ryan. Again, this is not my
preferred view.

All of these options are superior to the Committee’s proposal. They each meet
the community of interest criteria better than the proposal and are a
substantial improvement in meeting the requirements of subsection 66 (3) (b)

(v).
Bardon

As with Paddington and Milton, there are no reasons or explanations
advanced in the Committee’s report concerning the dislocation of voters in
Bardon from Brisbane t¢ Ryan.

Given other changes affecting surrounding divisions, some loss of electors
from Auchenflower and/or Bardon seems necessary to meet quota
requirements. However it is both possible and desirable to retain significant
parts of Bardon in Brisbane.

Those parts of Bardon proposed by the Committee to be shifted into Ryan
clearly have a greater affinity and community of interest with the remainder of
their Bardon suburb in Brisbane than with areas to the west.

There is no physicai feature to distinguish the proposed boundary. Nor is
there any discemnable difference between the two parts of Bardon when
considering economic or social interests, or means of transport.

Ohjection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
to the report * 2003 Proposed Redistribution of Queensiand into Electoral Divisions’
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Simpson'’s Rd., Latrobe Tce etc are common means of transport. Sporting
clubs like Bardon Soccer club at Bowman Park draw on both areas as part of
their catchment.

The requirements of section 66 would be better met by retaining substantial
parts of Bardon in Brisbane.

By retaining CCDs 3230806, and 3230807 some 8§79 {actual) and 972
{projected) fewer residents of Bardon will be displaced and remain with
the balance of their suburb and stay in the division of Brisbane.

The best boundary in this part of Bardon is Boundary Rd. That road is
unfortunately not a CCD boundary. it is nonetheless the best boundary to use.
It is well known in the area as a major road linking Bardon and Rainworth.

The use of Boundary Road would require CCD 3230813 to be split. An
estimated 180 (actual) and 200 {projected) fewer electors would then be
displaced and would remain in Brisbane.

It is desirable to maintain as much of Bardon together, with a minimum of
elector disruption.

Splitting CCDs is avoided not because of any requirement in the Act, but
rather for administrative ease. The use of CCDs also enables mere accurate
statistical analysis of a range of factors by division. All of that is helpful, but in
the end not a criteria that can be used in support of a divisional boundary.

| propose that CCDs 3230806, and 3230807 and part CCD 3230813
to Boundary Road be retained in Brisbane.

As a result of the changes | propose to Paddington, Milton and Bardon, Ryan

would have an enroiment of 83,414(actual) and 81,233 (projected). Ryan
remains in quota following these constituents being retained in Brisbane.

Stafford/Everton Park

The Committee proposes to add part of the Everton Park SLA to Brisbane
affecting 2,961 (actual) and 2,360 (projected). The report simply notes that
Brisbane gains ‘a southern portion of Petrie’. No reasons or explanation are
advanced.

It seems that the movement of some electors from Petrie to Brisbane is based
on quota considerations, although that is not certain.

| propose that part of Stafford presently in Petrie should be moved to Brisbane
rather than part of Everton Park.

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
to the report * 2003 Proposed Redistribution of Queensiand into Electoral Divisions'
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Brisbane has a part of Stafford within its current boundaries. This area has
been part of Brisbane for decades. It is desirabie to unite more of Stafford
within Brisbane and with an area with which it has much in commeon. Adoption
of my proposal would place nearly all of Stafford in Brisbane rathes than
having it split between three divisions as in the Committee's proposal.
Splitting a suburb between two divisions is not uncommon, aithough in some
cases it would be undesirable. Splitting a suburb between three divisions is
fairly rare and on most occasions will be contrary to the community of interest
tests.

I propose that the area bounded by Stafford Rd in the Seouth,
Webster Rd. in the East, Wilgarning St, Barbigal St. and Redwood
St. in the North and Trouts Rd. in the West be includedin
Brisbane. The CCDs affected are 3221101, 3221102, 3221103,
3221104, 3221105, 3221106 and 3221107.

These seven CCDs represent 2430 (actual) and 2378 (projected) electors.

The area of Everton Park proposed by the Committee to move from Petrie to
Brisbane would remain in Petrie.

The boundary at Stafford proposed by my objection is exactly the same as the
boundary between Brisbane and Petrie in this area at the 1996 election,
adopted in the 1994 redistribution — a recognition by a former redistribution
committee of the community of interest shared by those who live in this area.

Those who live in the area of Stafford | propose to be included in Brisbane
use the same shopping, commercial and entertainment locations as those in
the northern part of Brisbane. The Stafford shopping centre, which is in the
division of Brisbane, is the major commercial centre for both areas. s cinema
complex is one of the areas principal social venues.

Residents in this area travelling to the city wili immediately travel through the
division of Brisbane using the same means and route as those in that part od
Stafford currently within Brisbane.

Both areas of Stafford in question were settled about the same time with
houses of a similar nature evident on both sides of Stafford Rd.

This part of Stafford has a clearer and more significant community of interest
with the division of Brisbane than does the area of Everton Park proposed by
the Committee. Whilst Everton Park does have a community of interest with
Brisbane, it is less significant than the area of Stafford in question. Those in
the relevant part of Everton Park are more likely to have shopping, banking,
medical and similar links with services on the North side of Flockton St. such
as the Flockton Plaza.

A large part of Everton Park in question was part of 2 much more recent real
estate development than the adjoining parts of the division of Brisbane. Many
of the social and economic ties are with the adjoining areas to the north which

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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were developed at about the same time. The old “Trouts Estate’ development
includes the northern portion of that part of Everton Park in question and its
adjacent northern area.

Those in the northern part of Everton Park have a much less significant
community of interest with the Division of Brisbane than those in Stafford.
Indeed, some would have closer links with McDowall, including the recreation
and social facilities on Rode Rd.(eg Downfall Creek reserve) and Flockton
St.(eg medical and economic services) than with facilities in the division of
Brisbane.

My proposal better meets the requirements of subsections 66 (3) (b) (i) and
(ii). In addition the net effect of retaining Everton Park in Petrie and
placing part of Stafford in Brisbane as in my proposed changes
dislocates 531 (actual) and 582 {projected) fewer electors than the
committee’s proposal. It therefore meets the requirements of subsections 66
(3) (b) (v) and the pre-eminent requirements of subsections 66 (3} (b) (i) and
(ii) more satisfactorily than the Committee’s report.

For completeness | also note that it would be possible to continue the
boundary of Redwood St. west along Falstead St. to meet Old Northern Road.
This would link the southemn part of Everton Park together with the areas of
Stafford identified in my proposal. However it would displace 3,768 (actual)
and 3,719 (projected). There is no overriding community of interest that would
justify dislocating this many electors. Such a decision in the current
circumstances would be wrong.

The adoption of my preferred proposal results in Petrie having 85,018 (actual)

+1.12% and 94,736 (projected)+1.19% thereby satisfying the quota
requirements.

South Brishane/West End

The removal of 20,039 electors in the area south of the Brisbane River is
justified in the report by one sentence in paragraph 55. ‘The Committee, in
turn, recognised the need for the proposed Brisbane to return to the north of
the Brisbane River’. That is a threadbare unsubstantiated assertion rather
than a reason, upon which more than 20,000 electors are dislocated.

This adopts exactly the proposal of the Liberal Party of Queensland in relation
to this very substantial change. Although it is worth noting that the Liberal
Party’s submission to the last redistribution committee in 1997 sought a
number of changes to the division of Brisbane, but did not propose the river
as a boundary. It can hardly be argued by them as ‘logical’ now when in the
past it has not even been proposed.

Neither the report nor the Liberal Party of Queensland submission set out
reasons to supportthe use of the river as the boundary.

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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I propose that the area between the River and Vulture St. be
retained in Brisbane. The CCDs involved are 3210101, 3210102,
3210103, 3210104, 3210105, 3210106, 3210110, 3210111, 3210202,
3210203, and 3210206. These eleven CCDs have 1,775 (actual) and
2436 (projected) electors.

With the exception of the 1993 election, the Brisbane River has notbeen a
division boundary in this area since the 1983 election. The 1883 boundaries
were created in 1977, some twenty-six years ago.

Put another way, for seventeen of the last twenty years the Brisbane River
has not been a divisional boundary. That fact indicates that a number of
former redistribution committees have understood that there is a community of
interest amongst a number of inner city suburbs that is not broken by the river.

In the case of the CCDs in question, that link has been strengthened in recent
years. The construction of the Goodwill Bridge, and riverside bikeways has
made commuting between these areas easier.

A traffic count conducted in September - October 2002 by Southbank
Corporation showed that the Goodwill Bridge is carrying almost the same
amount of pedestrian and cycle traffic as the Victoria Bridge. Current numbers
equate to over 3 million trips annuaily, or 60,000 per week, on average. That
makes this transport corridor one of the busiest anywhere. Unlike other
transport corridors, these commuters are largely-on foot. That is it is local.
Those involved obviously see their links with the adjoining CBD.

Anyone casually observing the steady flow of commuters between Gardens
Point and this part of West End would quickly appreciate the common
interests shared by peopie on both sides of the river. These links are for work,
education, social and entertainment reasons.

The BCC city cats further enhance the transport link between this part of
South Brisbane and the CBD. A ferry terminal at South Bank links it directly
with Gardens Point on one side and North Quay on the other.

| venture to say that no other adjoining areas could boast such a regular and
substantial cross flow of commuters. Their community of interest should be
recognised in the divisional boundaries.

The 'need’ mentioned by the Committee in its report presumably refers to
quota requirements. However, as this objection demonstrates, the area
referred to above can remain in Brisbane whilst maintaining Griffith in quota.

In addition, 1,775 (actual)} and 2436 (projected) fewer electors are
dislocated by adopting my proposal.

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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Dislocation of Electors

By virtue of the Constitution, the Act and the rapid population growth in
Queensland, redistributions in Queensland occur more frequently than

anywhere else. This creates a greater inherent dislocation of electors in
Queensland than occurs elsewhere.

Whilst this is beyond the influence of the committee and the augmented
commission, it is desirable that in conducting reviews of boundaries, particular
effort be made to minimise the dislocation of electors in these more frequent
redistributions. Without some care in this matter, the dislocation of etectors in
Queensland would be very disruptive in a comparatively short time.

The Committee’s report makes note at paragraph 31 that across the state one
in six electors change division, a worse outcome than 1997. Yet in the case of
the division of Brisbane, the report proposes to dislocate one in three electors.
Of an actual enroiment of 96,355 some 30,863 electors would be dislocated
by the committee’s proposal.

| noted in my suggestion to the committee:

‘The enrolment in Brisbane at 12" March 2003 was 96,355 and above
the quota set for that date. The maximum electors in a Queensiand
electorate, having regard to the 10% variation provided for in the
Commonwealth Electoral Act, are 92,485. Consequently, Brisbane
must fose at least 3,870 voters, as at 12 March 2003 to bring it into line
with the requirements set out in the Act.

The report proposes that about eight times as many electors are displaced
from Brisbane than the quota requires. This extremely high level of dislocation
is proposed with the barest of supporting statements and reasons.

| have already commented on the inconsistent way in which large enrolment
numbers and growth have been applied, producing a massive elector
dislocation in Brisbane.

Huge dislocations of the kind proposed by the Committee can only be justified
if there are clear community of interest imperatives to support them or if it is
necessary to meet quota. The committee’s report provides absolutely no
evidence or reasons to substantiate either point. Nor have any of the
suggestions received by the Committee advanced reasons for such extreme
adjustments. Furthermore, as my objection demonstrates, the quota can be
met and all other requirements set out in section 66 better achieved if the
alternative boundaries proposed in this objection are adopted.

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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Number of fewer dislocated electors in my proposal compared to the
Committee’s

Actual  |Projected
Ferny Grove 3840 4176
The Gap 1629 1691
Paddington SLA 2673 2783
Milton SLA 1093 1009
Bardon (part) 879 972
Stafford/Everton Pk change 531 582
Sth Bris/West End (part) 1775 2436
Total 12420 13649

Adoption of the boundaries proposed in this objection reduces by
12,420 the number of electors dislocated. The modification of my proposal
by removing a couple of CCDs from Milton and/or Paddington, as discussed
elsewhere in this objection, would slightly reduce this benefit. The principal
advantages however, would be maintained.

For any other proposal with greater dislocation of electors to be
adopted, it is necessary that the case be made and accepted that the
provisions of subsections 66 (3) (b) (i) or (ii) or (iv) are better met in that
other proposal, thereby requiring the subordination of subsection 66 (3)
(b) (v). No such case has been put in either suggestions to the
Committee or the Committee’s report.

Indeed, this objection makes the point that the requirements of subsections 66
(3) (b) (i), (iD), (iv) and (v) are all met better by adoption of my proposal.

_ Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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The adoption of my proposal would result in enrolment numbers as follows:

Enrolments following adoption of my proposal

Division | Actual | Variation | Projected | Variation
Brisbane | 80,647 | -4.08% 91,772 -1.98%
Dickson | 84,046 | -0.04% 96,205 2.76%
Griffith | 84,615 | 0.65% 91,122 -2.67%
Petrie 85,018 1.12% 94,736 1.10%
Ryan 83,864 | -0.25% 91,436 -2.34%

If Baroona and Park Roads were adopted as the division boundary, it would
result in CCDs 3190604, 3190606, 3191111 and 3191108 going into Ryan.
Enroiments in Brisbane and Ryan would then be:

Brisbane & Ryan Quota using Park & Baroona Rds.

Division |Actual {Varation [Projected [Variation
Brisbane 79,913 -4.95% 91,048 -2.75%
Ryan 84,598 0.62% 92,160 -1.56%

In both scenarios, all divisions are within quota.

| urge the augmented Electoral Commission to adopt the proposed
boundaries contained in this objection.

Objection by Hon Arch Bevis MP
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specialities

The Advertising Depot
9 Bayswater Road Rosalie - Fh:3367 0777

A small advertising agency with a big heart. Everything from
press, print, radic, TV and new medra. In the cid church an
Bayswater Road.

Conias Residential Paddington
90 Latrobe Terrace Paddington - #h:3510 7600
Residential and commescial sales and leasing. The jongest serving

agency in the inner clly area. With the latest in style m:n :._.w-rm::u..

Harcourts Real Estate

149 Caxton Street Paddington - Ph:0408 255 774
Friendly, reliable service for all your real estate nesds, For expert
locai knowledge, ¢all Marg Marshail anytime - 7 days.

Kashah Imports,
24 Latrobe Terrace Paddington - Ph:3369.5316
Professional and innovative fandscape design and construction

nozmc_ﬁnn<§5=:&n2m=a<m.na=m m:a mub:n d.:qsw_.._:mm *n:jm
house and garden. * .

Koala Picture m*m:::u

213 Given Terrace Paddington - Ph'3368 w.amq

Prints of Brishane. Custom Framing. Local artist's cards. Latest range

if prints, Print search service. Knowledgeable m:n ﬂ::m owrers.
Photo and art restorations. Since 1590., .

Noller and Turner Travel >mmo...._m3m
164 Baroona Road, Rosalie. - Ph:3369 30027

Loaking for a Hunter Valiey 888 or a villa in Fuscany? Preparing far'”

an African safant or a Nile cruise? We deliver excepliunal personaiised

travel packages & itenararies. Open Mon-Fri mma mu
Paddington Finance Service:

We come to you. Ph:0413 664 124

Free loan appiication service for new _..n_dm purchase, amsmsnm
renovations (home improverments, swimming pocls etc, investments:

{propeetty of thares), business loans. motor ve .am or equipment _mmmm .

Remax Profile Real Estate
151 Bamona Road, Rosalie - Ph:3510.5222

For ali your real estate needs, residential and cammerdat ‘sales and E

_mmu:_ambn_n__xa_._;:u:nmqmn_:_iam:s mape. uﬁnﬂ:.uqﬁ
professional serace. .
" See Dry Cleaners .
150 Baroona Road, Rosalie - Ph:3367 E.wm

Onsite drycleaning, repairs snd alteratians senvice. Quality same n_mf. .
sepvice and specia st <leaning of .icmn il inens, mem:_:o and
wedding pieces. -

Snip and Sew
193 Latrohe Terrace Paddington - Ph: wwmu N.Bu

Fashion fabrics. Natural fibres finen and:cotton etc). Im_umamu:ma. 4

Tues - Fri 9.30am - 5.00pm. Sat m.unm_s
Sun 9.30am: - 1.00pm. :

n > 2.00pm::

Bloc Design Landscape Management: AH Done Buliders.

@ Aaraynia Skin Therapy

- *The Link' 267 Given Terrace Paddington - Fh:3369 B&5S
Specialist in microtermabrasian and glycolic peefing for scaming and
pigmentation. Comprehensive range of beauty services, massage,
solarium, make-up. Stockists of MD farmusltions and uliraceuticals.

A:-Mobile Massage

- Ph:0414 629 096

Qualified therzpists 24 hours/7 days. Wa come to you at your home
or hotel.

Aston’s Pharmacy
160 Barcona Road Rosalie - Ph:3369 5532

;- An established pharmacy in the heart of Rosalie. We offer free local

T pick-up and delivery of _uamn.__u».o:m Hire of u_._E_nE equipment and ;;

- Brishane's hest known relaxation centre: Flotation, _mn‘mu vmwcq and

; .mwa ina Saggm :._nam:._ RD__.?

3 ‘Cammonwealth Bank )mm:_u.

nmm.._q Optomaetrists . .
--18:Nash Stveet Rosalie - Ph:3363 qmna
i Designer eyewear including Dolce & Cabana, Gued, Face a Face,

: mbmmiﬁb_mv. and BCBG Max Azzriz: Comprehensive eye examinations, ;

Gontact lenses and children’s vision testing. Vision fol

.,oarmm and:Jenkins Dentai.
148.Barogna Hoad. Rosalie - Ph;3367 1122
ncauazmﬁﬁ oral heaith care provided by a caring, _uaﬁmm._ozm_

' Fotation Centre.
200 Latrobe Terrace _‘._m&__._mdca. -

Ph3369 5811

. stand-up- mcanmn: B_ma:_.: O_um_.. 7 n_mﬁ

Gigi Hair -

5. Nash Streat mnmm_a Ph:3876 5820

Classic and a Ja mede designs without paratiels. mm_mx_:m art umno B
:.:nm_u_.ﬁﬁ European trained B___ma - .

ale- A- Glifiks .
. 18 Nash Street Rosalie - Ph:3369 cuma

mxumq_m:nmm:m:n.«a_mxmamndnwn:mﬁ Oun= Eﬂ.mio acma_ ‘
moou_.: 5at 9.00am -Noan, 8~3%3§m=5 L

_mnmqm:nm Therapies:-
- 165:Baroona Raad, Rosalie - Ph:. wmmu owmm !
Hofistic heatth dioic: Therapies nclude: acupuncture, Bowen Therapy,:
" herbalist, homedpathy. bypnotherapy, naturopathy, neuro __..n:mun
‘programming; Enaun.._nﬁ.oﬂﬂ_.—m_ mas zmcmﬁm aval

* Maddisons Hair and wmm:»w
137 Kennedy Terrace Paddingtan ~Phz3368.19457 7%
£njtiy 2 combination, of modern French pravindial, shably chic

i ssurroLndings with sécond to none hair n_.mmmzﬁ. m:n_ mnma_o: 3]

il-from our unigue staff, -
"Paddington n:_qouoquﬁ_n nmznqm

*183 Latrobe Terrace.Paddington. - Ph:3367-1233

rSean Imm¢ utilises the latest chiropractic techniques cambined w

;- applied Kifesiology to provide an effective s__§_ﬂ_n %ﬁa.ﬁ_ 3 %s&

“and sm:B_om_ﬂ_Z B_mnmn_ health UEa_m

sm

1E?® -

ﬁfﬂ

"244;Given Terrace Paddinglon. Phi3367 2500. . )
wum treatments naw avaiable for rejivenating your uc&. and soul.~, 3.
Corneand enjoy. ferl the stress melt away. cﬁ. mmunna &wnm_._.%

Par n_m_._uno:.m#_: and momcq

”_._Enu.... Na:1:focus is great wm:..om

* Paul.and: nmn__m :oqam_._ Ouno-:nn:mﬂ
7 95 mmna_um w.mn.mnm Paddington - Phi ummm 1909

' 165-Baroona Road, aouu__m Ph: wwmm 57Y%
“Cor ive and aesthetic dentistry.
mvmnm__m:ﬁ in Eonn:..uﬂ_r_n nuzs_ health care.

Soweluy Cantre .

83 Latrobe Terrace Paddington - Ph:3367 1950
QOffers as many fitness ctasses as you want in a week. Built wac_.i a
" relased and nurturing dub environment. Have a massage, relax with 1

d aver 15 years.ago.”

Ladies and ‘gents hairdresser. Established for 9.5 <mma with 17 years. -

Fansrereom a3

| friends Daqaamm of pamper ﬁ_._am_?__:_._ a a:umgumm:e n._mnﬁ_m i

e @0

a@

*.@f«:&
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_ Authentic Thai cuisi
- % Omen 7 nights from S.00pm. www. 50:5&.53&:..

** emilk shakes and smoothi
* - Tovourite image..

._umg._n_ s Orlental Cafe
' 183 Given Terrace: vma&:uﬁo E .
 Aslan food, Neodie Bar. ﬁﬂﬁ._m: catered for. m<0 _u_._.._nna:m -

B
»

. Brisbang’s mast famotss cafe with the must amazin
- ever enjoy! Lunch daily. Licerised: Flowsers. Art no

. 100 Latrobe Terrace Paddingto

: _._<_=a and n_c.am

Alberta’s Italian Restaurant .

245 Given Terrace Paddington - PR:3368 1611

Brishane's favourite Italian restaurant specialising in dlassic and
contemporary lalian cuising for 14 years, Casual, relaxed atmosphere.
Farnily friendly and can cater for large nﬁr__..ﬁ:u.._._ aur banquet menus.
Casablanca Brasserie Bar & Cellar Club

52 Petrie Terrace, Brisbane - Ph:3363 596%

International a la.carte and function dining offering & blend of Afro-
Indian soul food with a modern Australian influence. Tues - Sun & 00pm

1= 10.00pm. Fully licensed. Australia’s largest.range of imported Ummﬁ.

Castelli's Fresh Pasta & Gourmet Pizza
11 Nash Street Rosalie - Ph:3367 3211*

Dine in or take home freshly made pastas, sauces, raviol, a:onQ_..
traditional and gourmat pizzas, risatto and salads, Brisbane’s best

Merlo coffee and desserts. Lunch/Cinner q n_nﬁ with m_#.ﬁn_c n.:.:u. N

Caxton Thai Restaurant
A7b Caxton Street Petrie Terrace < Ph:3367 0300
:BYC. Dine-#1, take-away and home n.m_Zm;.

Cold Rock lce Creamery
11-Mash Street Resalie - Phi33681900.-.- i .
Wanich our “artists! create icecream on the cold tock: Farmous
crearn cakes decorated in your

Catering. Take-away, Open’:

Fraestyle Tout: =’
19 Nash 5treet Rosalie ~

n_nﬁ._c_..n._..n_ﬁamq .

v:mmumuumm

%ma_ﬁmmnm you'll
& Tea. Styiel
Open H1am - Tate 7days: Air-conditioned:
Fundamental Food Stare’ -
219 Given ._.mqmnm Paddingtoen ~ Ph: mwmm 1835
Huge range of _QSBB_:m mc _mz_p_:m and organic whole
*n%&ouwim_ ; - a. -

Hotel L.A.
68 Petrie Terrace m:mwn:m - Phe. mwmm 2560

For an intirate dinner with friends or a late night out on the aes_
LA is the place ta be. D_uma from: qm:._ for. breal ﬂﬂ te; ‘

Kari Tandoori:
mum Given Terrace Pad m.E: -Ph:3368 199

_m_._m sub continental manuy. Casy atmosph B_unmn Eﬁ_ nm_EoE
and noan_ service; BYD and take

o4
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.+ breakfast and junch, Dinner Thursday -
. Brekky is served unti! 2pm nm__x ]

2]

-

S Authentic Thaicuisine served in a ralaxed

s}

]

Fameias Fantry

65 Caxlon Street Petrig Terrace - Ph:3369 1953

We pride ourselves on presenting fare that is healthy, hearty and
heavenly. Cooked fresh every day from our katchen to you.
Pandemonium Cafe

229 Given Terrace Paddington - Ph:3369 4420

Unique and fun 60% style cate, The ail day breakfast is a resl winner
and well worth a visit, Open 7 days for breakfast and lunch.
Poppy Thal Takeaway

25 Mash Street Rosalie - Ph:3368 2079

Traditionally fast and fresh prepared ta restaurant standard - just as
you like it, by our chefs. You will be addicted!

Rosalie Food Store

164 Baroona Aoad Rosaliz - Ph:3368 1433

Full range of %anm:ﬁ induding fresh breads, organic produce and
cut flowers, Home made biscuits and giuten free products.
Upen 7 days.

Sataam Bombay Indian Rest
1%% Raroona Raad Rosalie - Ph:3369
Indian smorgasbord - large variety of veq
Open 7 nights. BYO. A _m.nm:m.mmxmmém
Greal value for grougs, :
Sassafras.

88 Latrobe: Terrace. 1mun._:m5= - Phi:
Great Kalian coifee'and TeaZ of Melbour

m_._n_ meat n_.mrﬂ

_.._a_ﬂu-....cq

Sultan’s Kitchen.
163 Given Terrace 1mnn=_..m_3_.. Ph
Brisbznes premier Indian, restaurant, Estal
Zc_au_m..yaﬂn moi Plate >s_wa_ i_::ﬂ
Thai: ._.a:mnm ’

151 Bargona.Raad: =oum:u v.: wum

Ei

_.mmn

R_du.n:ma. -seting.

m..ccﬁ _.Ea_n_:mm aspecalty: Dine inand ﬂ.ﬁ away. Open 7 nights;

The Java Lounge L :

161 Latobe Termce _umqn_:mno: = Ph: wmmw 5193

Retm style cafe at 'the front of the Antique Centra, All nwv. breakfast
are :

-5 menu. Emsqsﬁ catered for Modern, light >:n=u__m:

Footpath dini
T-Licious.
2 Latrobe Terrace nmn_n_:mﬁo_._ Ph: mmmm 4552 °
Brisnane’s best tea. nu_._ﬁ._.__uo_dE tea emporium and tea wm- .

' Extensive range of _uan___.__d .ocum _mm.m ﬁmm Q_n_ Ew wnnmumc:mm

N

_;_a

a

‘Welsh Lady:
mm Fernberg Road Rosalie-- Ph:3368 wamm
: Luscious right-ta the very last crumb. The shap you come to Eﬂ the !
Eas._ and the yum! Cakes for émnu:.mm and E_Eq QCCasi

165 Baroona Road :

165 Baroona Road Rosabe

. Serendipity Coffee Shop, Francies Pattissenie; Sushi. n_:
* Rosalie Fine Wines, Fish Lovers - the wmm Al

e@

Ph:3876 8544--

Importers of » fiarniture and hy
eces: mﬁmuomaw. bookshelves; n_._mﬁ n4. drawers; cabinets, ba

244 Given larrace vmn_n_u:uﬂuz =

- A diffarent shopping experience. A mecca for those-who love beauty,.
- afeast for the eye. Trend setting gifts.and interiors and an easy shop

1o love. Complimentary u_.: Wrapping a5 an art form. .

Living With Linen :
32 Latrohe Terrace Ennﬁm"cz m: 3368 15617

Specialist houtique sefling linen-and-cotton sheets, linan and cotion
shirts, bedcovers and homewares. All __._%ucqm fabrics made on cur
premises, Puee silk nightwear. Unique gi

Mary Rose Gifts and Interiors

. 15 Latrobe Yerrace Paddingien - Ph:3217 5567

Gorgeous gifts, superb range of silk flowers, beautiful fragrances,
Crabtree and Evelyn and a new range of Italian toiletries Lerbolaric.
Complimentary gift wrapping, Open 7 amﬁ

Not Just Hippos _

27 tatrobe Terrace Paddington - Ph:3367 0505

_Specialists in African art works. Pieces individually sourced from

recognised artists. Wood and stone carvings and other art works.

Baautiul n.._u.—..ow.:_..

@
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vma&:ﬁo: Antique Centre :
167 Latrube. Terrace Paddington - Ph:3365 momm

Enommous quantty and range of antigues and collectables prasented
by-over 50 dealers,. n__uu,mﬁn ina. ._Eum old ~_5wﬂa Bulicing.
‘Trading 7 days..": " - ; .
Patty’s at Paddington’
-237 Given Terraca Paddington - Phz3367 _qm
Second hand dealers buying and sedling furniture, uun
“china. Spediaiising in high Schaal text baoks. vl
Quintessential Lifestyle:
19.Latrobe Terrace Paddingtan ~ PR wmqm m_mw

Spoil yourself and your home with a special mix gt intesior items.
Fataric, fumiture, jewellery, accesscries & luscious gifts, Opan 7 days.
Rosebank Cottage o
256 Given Terrace Paddington - Ph:3367 5858

Rosebank Cottage Furniture. Handmade from _.__mB_..n aged timber.
by a single craftsman. Yesterday's timbers ... tomorow's antques.
Thousand Island Dressing

137 Latrobe Terrace Paddington - Ph:3867 8288

Beadid of mosaic, woven oF wicker. A steady stream of requiars deligit
in our ever n?wzm_:a range of reasonsbly priced, unigue wares.
Thursday nights, its a fairyland Tull of sparkling lights and iamps.
Urban Charm

19 latrobe Terrace Paddington - Ph:3362 4383

A charming shop for our urban _amma._m Specialising In new and old
china, prints, lamps, gifts and furniture. A shabhy chic’ mix - be charmed.
Cathy Cowell Desighs

nr Castlemaine St & Given Tce Paddington - Ph:3511 7500
Interior design no:w::w.ﬁ. and showrrom, The most stylish home
and projects begin hare with custom designed furniture, fabrics,
fighting, artwork and much maore.

@é- 00
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- . mofe. ,_,uE.Q._n.q_bn
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Absolutley Bare

153 Caxton Street Paddington - Ph:3531 6333

Brishare’s most exclusive adult bautigue. We specialise in sdult roys
games, magazines, videos and lingerie for men m:u women.
Something to lickle mcma.c:m.m fancies.

Browse Hause

226 Given Terrace Paddington - Ph:3217 6180
Best value jeweliery, gifts and odds and ends.

Two ather shops-ini the area

Civic Video .
151 Baroona Road Resalle - Ph:3367 Eoo

We have the latest top movies, games, DVDs and munchies. With
great deaks foc everyone's taste. Try our. ﬁa& uun_n - f movies and
coke for 313.95, DE
Funkidori- "'
153 Latrobe Terrace _um&_:nne: Ph: mwmu 127 :
Mens and ladies ﬂ.mm».u_.._n_ stightly bohemian clathing and ancessones
Wea - lso have kitsch _..m:d m_._n:.mm beaded curtal Bzﬂmﬁ
sunglasses etc: -
Gayle Petrie’ Umm.u:m -
97 Haig Road Auchenflower, ; Ph:3369 01597
Being uﬁm_..n:n doesn’t mean you have 10 discard your style:
Here you'll find the best in nu:gvo.ﬂa. 33&._.__2 wear, gmn:n for
all accasions: Oum: 7.days. )

Hey Hay It's. Yesterday's.
129 larobe Temaca Paddington, Ph:- 3870511

Thrift shop. Good quaiity. Popluar outiet for young ai
Good mix of clothing, accessories and homewares,
Al proceeds go to supperting bra ured children:..

ia la Latrabe; :
19 Latrobe Terrace Eaa.:mnu_._ E_ 3876 m__mN .
A hotpink treasura trove of very indwidual dothes and accessories.
Stockists of Quick Rrown Fox, Kinki. Gerlinkf, Huiko Gorgeous;

One Teaspoon, Bora Sport, m—unm,_zm__ etc. O_um_._ 7d
Latrobe Flower Market and Cafe
180 Latrobe. Terrace Paddington - Fh:3367-84! o L
A Horist-cum:cate. You can sit inside snd smell ther flowers on the
verandah which has a splendid view of the dity’ Fwwsb.._nm.m.__ oneept
Open 7.days for breakfast and | _::n__ o
Little Workers.

289 Given Terrace _umnn__._mﬁ: _u_._ wmmm Aow
Fun, ?55.— fashion for newbarng ta 12 years.: .
Mary Ryan’s Baoks, Music, Coffag |
179 Latrobe Terrdce Paddington - P 3368 1)
If baoks ane your passion, music your solace maa [<
pleasume - Em have all three at Mary Ryan's:

1ma..__:a3= ‘Weddings/Bertassl Brid
41 lauobe Terrace Paddington --Ph: 33684933

Co-ordinate: your wedding in:style. Wedding gowns; bridesmaids.
mother of bnde and w:ue:_ florists; cakes, _u_._oﬁu_uu_é m_._a much

ridal boutique.

Petrol
261 m_...m: ._.mﬂ—mnm Faddington: -~ Bh: uwmm 1037
A treasuré trove of exdting and 3_ sh fashion - umww_c__wﬁ? ¢thosen

fram all across Australia,

PR Fortnal Hire-
216 m....m: ._rmﬂmnm Padd

Adjoinn  Petrol
_u_uz..n of fabulo

is is shoa and: _.,m_._n_wmn _._nucm: wi
jewellery and: m:_._u_mumm
Wild Poppy Florist ™ 7 -7
220 Given leiTace _umn_n___._m_b: Ph:3365 uun '
Tnnovative arrandesments created 10 EE. reeds Lsing The most Juscolis

blooms and foliages. Modern. and traditional styles for weddings,
nﬁﬂﬁmﬁ ?:ﬂ_c:m ant afl pccastons. cm,,zm.._.. m:fc:ma glotilly.




