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CHAIRPERSON: Good morning, ladies and gentlem@&an | welcome you to this
hearing of the augmented Electoral Commission w$outh Wales. The
augmented Electoral Commission comprises personsané— some of them are

part of the distribution — Redistribution Committeet it comprises more people
than the Redistribution Committee. So our funcaisrthe augmented Commission is
to review what has been done and proposed, toademall the objections and the
comments on objections and to hear the oral sulbmnssf anyone who wishes to
address us so that we will understand exactly wbathink about the proposal put
up by the Redistribution Committee.

Can | indicate to you that this is the second af hearings into the proposed
redistribution for the State of New South Waleshearing was held last Wednesday
on 16 December in Sydney. And we meet here taglagntinue the hearing into the
proposed redistribution. May I introduce to yoe tfeople here. My name is Dennis
Cowdroy. I'm the chairman of the Australian ElealcCommission. The other
persons who are members of the Australian Elec@oaimission are Mr David
Kalisch, who is the Australian or the Commonwed@thtistician. He could not be
with us today, but we can contact him by telephibrequired. On my right is Mr
Tom Rogers, who is the Electoral Commissioner.

The other members who make up the augmented Ed¢€@ommission are: Mr
Tony Whitfield, the Acting Auditor-General for Neouth Wales on Mr Tom
Rogers’ right; Mr Doug Orr, who is on my left, tAeistralian Electoral
Commissioner for New South Wales; and Mr Des Mgamehis left, who is the
Surveyor General for New South Wales. So thos¢h&raucleus of the augmented
Commission, including myself. And present hereatodre also members of the
New South Wales Secretariat, who have assistdteiarrangements for today’s
hearing.

Can | briefly describe to you the framework witkwhich we must work. The

guiding Act is theCommonwealth Electoral Act 1918&nd this governs effectively
every step of the process of redistribution, andmwust follow that to make sure that
what we do is in accordance with the statutory irequents of the law. Part IV of
that Act sets out the requirements to be followé@nvconducting redistributions,
and this redistribution of New South Wales is regdias the number of members for
the House of Representatives to be chosen by NewhSWales for the next general
election has fallen from 48 to 47. This has resuftom shifts in population.

In accordance with section 66 of the Act, the Reithistion Committee prepared a
proposal for the redistribution of New South Walds 47 federal electoral
divisions, and the proposal, together with thetemitreasons for that proposal, as
required by section 67 of the Act, was releasethbyRedistribution Committee on
16 October of this year.

In accordance with section 68 of the Electoral Adkrested persons and
organisations are invited — were invited to mak#tem objections to the proposed
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redistribution and to provide comments on thosedi®pns. And both, | might add,
the objections and the comments on the objectiars put on the website. There
were, in fact, 791 objections raised state-widethede were 26 comments on
objections also which were received within the appate timeframes.

As we are the augmented Electoral Commission, eeegjuired by section 72,
subparagraph (1) of the Act to consider all ob@wilodged in relation to the
redistribution proposal and all comments on obgexsi The inquiry here today,
together with the one in Sydney, provides oppotyuior members of the public to
come and inform us what their beliefs are concertine redistribution. The Act
specifies how the redistribution process is todmedacted and the factors that are to
be taken into account.

Section 73, subparagraph (4) of the Act stategbtimeary consideration for the
augmented Electoral Commission is that each elglairision meet certain
numerical requirements in the form of the currembément quota, that is, the
enrolment quotas as of today, and the projectedreent quota and permissible
ranges within these two quotas. Subject to art@iacdivision satisfying the
numerical requirements, section 73, subsectioalgd requires that we have regard
to communities of interest. Communities of inté@@®e the words used in the Act.

What it means is we have to have regard to theaunan social and regional
interests. We have regard to the means of commtimicand travel and physical
features and geographic areas. The boundariessting electoral divisions are also
considered, although that is of lesser importandbé ones I've already mentioned,
which are, in order of priority, numerical requirents and communities of interest.
Boundaries may change and often there has to bparsating adjustments to make
sure the electoral divisions are within the nunamequirements.

The inquiry is being recorded and the transcripthe proceedings will be made
available as part of our report, and they will d@i®oon the Commission’s website for
you to view. There are a number of people who hasheated today that they would
like to address us orally and | will ask each penatho wishes to speak to come
forward to the table and simply state their namgh@utset and any particular
interest they represent or group or their particideality in which they are
interested.

We are here essentially to hear what you say, taedriost important that we hear
you. And for that reason, we won't involve in — wen’t ask you questions or we
don’t propose to interrupt your thought processxsabse we would rather hear what
you've got to say, so that we can take that intmant. And so we won'’t be
debating any issue today, but rather listening tatwou have to say.

When we close the inquiry, we will deliberate anelwill finalise our consideration
and objections by Australia Day, 26 January 201 6halatest. And thereafter there
will be a public announcement made, as soon asigabte. In respect of the
speakers, | would simply ask that once you've dtgtair name and your particular
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interest, we would welcome hearing from you and lifecause there are many
speakers, we would ask you, if possible, confingryemarks to the essential matter
you want to get across to us, so that we will usiderd it readily.

Now, | think the first person who has indicatedytinuld like to address the
augmented Commission is Mr David Gillespie, MP MisGillespie available? Mr
Gillespie, come forward, please, and just haveailsere in front. And for the
record, for the formal record, would you mind pkeasating your full name and your
title.

DR D. GILLESPIE: Yes. Dr David Gillespie, Fedekéember for the electorate of
Lyne.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

DR GILLESPIE: Okay. Well, first of all, | woullike to welcome the augmented
Commission to Port Macquarie and the Glasshousehamik you for listening to, |
suppose, the many contacts you've had about theutifissue of the current
redistribution. At the outset, | would give yoeteummary first, there’s — an awful
lot of people in the electorate have contactedtotally perplexed as to the proposed
redistribution, to which I've had to explain thdfaiult situation that you find
yourselves in, turning basically a case of musttalirs, someone misses out when
all the redistribution happens.

And | appreciate of the remaining seats, therelg six across the whole state that
haven't had a significant redistribution, so the chse of the elbow’s connected to
the shoulder’s connected to the — | mean, or laidos, yes. Once you move one
electorate one way, it affects another one. Baitélke-hnome message | would like
the Commission to understand is a lot of my curedettors are (1) puzzled by it
and, (2) not happy because of the basic princip®mmunity of interest, that is, in
essence, the message | would like to deliver to yom sure there are many of my
constituents that will give you their own wordst bjust thought | would convey
that to you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

DR GILLESPIE: But | appreciate the difficult sittion you’re in. You can't please
everyone. If you try to please everyone, you deriftyou try to please one lot, you
alienate another, so | will leave it up to yourdas. And thank you, once again, for
listening because we are all very pleased thatgok the time to come up here and
hear the voices.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

DR GILLESPIE: Thanks very much.
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CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Dr Gillespiehe next person, Joyce
Bilish, please. Good. Ms Bilish, would you stptease your full name for the
record.

MS J.I. BILISH: Joyce Irene Bilish.
CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you.

MS BILISH: I have lived here for 31 years, comingm Sydney. And when we
first came to Port, Settlement City had just begened, and our town in Central
looked as though — well, it was many shops clogddoked very sad. And | said to
my husband, “This town hasn’t got a heart” but wtiegy opened up Port Central
and then we got the Glasshouse — and things imgroVke last eight years, | would
say, that Port Macquarie and the surroundings baee very content to what it was
when we first came. | am fortunate to live witle toala corridor — be right on my
back alignment. So | have the delight of forest tren | have the delight of having
a look at the ocean when | feel like going to teadh, which is nice.

But | do resent being chopped off and being pub ianother electorate. | think Port
Macquarie — we've always looked at Wauchope asoboer places. And, of

course, going right down to the — Camden Havenu d@uld always go down there
— when we first came, we could go down there andrgsh fish from the fishermen
and prepare them on the wharf. And it was justlaght. But that is still operable.
And then, of course, Tele Point — that's alwaybat's Telegraph Point — has always
been another outlet for we people. So | thinkpsychologically, it does make a
great difference of how the electorates are plaaged,| can’'t see why we need a
change at all. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much for your attemziy Ms Bilish. The —
there are now three speakers who would like to cope Anne Phillips, Jenny
Hutchinson and Joy Corben. | think Jenny Hutchinsanot speaking, but | gather
Anne Phillips and Joy would like to.

MS A. PHILLIPS: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Who would like to speak first?

MS PHILLIPS: | would. And | am Anne Phillips.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you.

MS PHILLIPS: And thank you for the opportunityrfas to - - -

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MS PHILLIPS: - - - speak to our — I’'m going taaceour submission, and actually
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CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
MS PHILLIPS: - - - correct some of the spellingstakes - - -
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MS PHILLIPS: - - -that came through ..... wel@sy-term and committed
residents to the Port Macquarie-Hastings Local Gowent Area seriously question
the logic of the proposal to bisect our thrivingroaunity in the proposed
redistribution of the federal electorates. Thenrtawns with the Port Macquarie
LGA, part of the Lyne electorate — sorry — are Réatcquarie, Wauchope, Laurieton,
North Haven, Dunbogan, Comboyne, Kendall, Kew, BoHills and Lake Cathie.

All these towns and the other localities within ti@A are economically and
socially connected with the main centre, Port Mactg) which the redistribution
proposed inexplicably dissects the electorate ofelyThese connections are
dependent on coherent political representationpdanthing within the key federal
policy and program areas such as regional infretetre, airports and highways,
water resources, higher education, and healtht NPacquarie is the regional
transport hub for the LGA and wider Lyne electoinatéhe south, with highways and
major roads radiating to and from Port Macquarie other centres.

Port Macquarie provides the busy regional airparioioth passenger and freight for
all areas within the LGA and the Lyne electorai&e Port Macquarie Bus
Transition Centre is the hub for intra-town, intewn, intercity and interstate
services for all centres within the Lyne electoratéis transit centre also provides a
regular coach service to the regional major rawise at Wauchope. The
infrastructure connections between Port Macquantkethe rest of the LGA also
include those for water resources, such as therwatesewerage treatment plants,
dams, reservoirs, and the major reticulation systdrat would be bisected by the
new boundaries proposed in the redistribution.

Through a decade of advocacy and support from seneefederal members, the
Lyne electorate has attracted significant federatls to address a low tertiary
education participation rate that historically bagn well below the national rate.
This understanding of local needs and focused &d@devocacy has helped establish
Port Macquarie as a higher education hub for theelglectorate. There’s Charles
Sturt University, University of Newcastle, and tHéniversity of New South Wales
Rural Clinical School; each have a significantserece.

As well as the federal funding of the New South ¥gdlUni Rural Clinical School
and the joint health education facility, our feden@mbers have successfully
convincing cases for the federal funds requiredHermajor expansion of Port
Macquarie Base Hospital, which serves both the Maxdg LGA, other parts of the
electorate to the south, and the wider region. ddrginued expansion of health
services in the Lyne electorate is critical to ntbetneeds of both an aging and
rapidly growing population in the electorate.
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The 2014 population for people residing in the Résicquarie-Hastings LGA is
77,481 persons. Over the past five years, thelpbpn of the LGA has been
growing at an average rate of 1.62 per cent pemrannThis rate is significantly
higher than the growth rate for both the Mid Na@ibast, which is 1.1 per cent, and
for New South Wales, which is 0.8 per cent overstame period. The Port
Macquarie-Hastings Council area population card2@d5 is 78,053, and is forecast
to grow to 102,926 in 2013 — 2036 probably wouldbter, instead of going
backwards. Right.

It is also important to note that the proposed maiieort Macquarie to the
electorate of Cowper means that the new electoratdd have a growth rate far
outstripping the rest of the region. Coffs Harboity population forecast for 2015 is
73,237. Given the rapid population growth acréssregion, combining Port
Macquarie and Coffs Harbour in the same electavatdd necessitate — this is one
of my spelling mistakes here ..... another rediation within a few years.

For this reason and the points addressed aboeaition to Port Macquarie LGA,
we have a compelling case to remain one electarateve recommend that the
entire LGA remain in Lyne. We also understand thate is a need to change and
we are not saying no change is the only optionJaydwvould like to look at a couple
of the other options.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you. Could you stateryzame just for the
transcript record, please?

MS J.I. CORBEN: Yes. My name is Joy Irene Corbklive at Redbank which is
near Wauchope, so | don't live in Port Macquati®ave been involved on the —
sorry, | have been involved on the council’'s Ecoimbevelopment Committee for
quite some time but also, during my working lifej d lot of travel across the north
coast region and | feel as though I've got a faidgn understanding of communities
of interest across that region that are impactethisyproposal. All | wanted to do
was to respectfully make some suggestions or pmse gjuestions that the inquiry
might like to consider based on that — those insigito those communities of
interest.

Pushing Port Macquarie into the Cowper electorsd,understand it, then requires
part of the Cowper electorate to be excised andguuifurther north into, is it, Page?
Sorry, | haven't got that on my map. I'm working memory there. And that's
what people in Coffs Harbour would call some of tleethern beaches of Coffs
Harbour. So I'm sure the people of that electocatdd speak for themselves but
anyone who knows that region would say that thasdid make any sense either.
Those northern beaches of Coffs Harbour look tdsddarbour for the same sort of
community of interest and economic and social cotioes as Anne has just
described occur in this local government area.

So that’s the other impacts of pushing Port Madguarther north. The other area
is if we look to the south of the proposed new Lglertorate and that’s the parts of
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the old Paterson electorate. Again, I'm sure peaplGloucester, Gresford, Dungog,
Paterson, Karuah and Hawks Nest and Bulahdelalsandd — and they're all
reasonably sized rural centres — can make theimaegts about what makes sense
for them.

But from my insights into this area, | would salyddlthose areas that I've just
named look more to the Hunter and | am wonderingthwér the inquiry had
considered looking at the western boundary of top@sed new Lyne electorate and
where it abuts with Hunter and New England, to labkvhether it makes more sense
to have those areas — including Gloucester whichiisently in Lyne — move into a
Hunter electorate.

I’'m sure the people further south in Karuah and kaiNest would be very much
guestioning the separation in electoral terms ftbenPort Stephens area and
Raymond Terrace. | regularly holiday there, haveedfor 20 years. And, again,
look, if you think about the tourism bodies, thdustry, the transport routes, again,
that southern boundary of this new Lyne electodatesn’t make sense.

So, | suppose, I'm adding to our written submisdigrsaying it's not just about
Lyne and the communities of interest within thistMdacquarie-Hastings LGA
which was the focus of our submission. But if y@ve a look in totality at the
impact on communities of interest on the Mid Na@ibast from Port Stephens
through till the northern beaches of Coffs Harbawd out to the west are two areas
such as Gloucester, Dungog, etcetera, areas whiarhuch more in common
economically with New England.

They — mining, agricultural centres and so on. J&me with, you know, Gresford,
Dungog, that sort of area. So that'’s all | wouke to say. | think it needs to be
looked at in the totality. We understand that youmerical quotas and so on and
that, ultimately, it's about lines on maps but waewd respectfully request that there
be a review of this proposal to take some of tloasesiderations into account.

CHAIRPERSON: Well, thank you — thank you very iinu¢rou’ve both clearly
gone to a lot of trouble to formulate that andas lall been recorded and every bit of
it will be considered.

MS CORBEN: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. The next speaker, Mrikgh Williams. Is Mr
Williams available? Mr Williams, if you would juste good enough to state your
full name please for the record.

MR K.L. WILLIAMS: My full name is Kenneth Lloyd Wiams.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
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MR WILLIAMS: I'm a resident of Port Macquarie aidh a member of an
informal news watch group that has spent some ttgoently discussing these
matters and a couple of other members of that grailynk, are scheduled to speak
this morning. So, I've opted not to speak abodhvidual objections as such. |
believe they've been comprehensively compiled rthafure is readily
understandable. If | may, | would like to refenjust a couple of lines from the
Commission’s existing report - - -

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, .....
MR WILLIAMS: - - - as publicised on the website:

The Committee considers its proposed redistributibNew South Wales will
result in electoral divisions which:

(1) meet the requirements of the Electoral Achtoédxtent possible —

and that's a very critical part of it:

(2) reflect the population trends identified by #hestralian Bureau of
Statistics;

(3) maintain and/or unite communities of interest;

4) make use of LGA boundaries, particularly inaluareas; and

(5) provide strong and readily identifiable elecbdivision boundaries.

On a personal basis, | would take issue with (8)@). | don’t believe that the
proposed boundaries do adequately maintain andite communities of interest

and | don't believe that they make good use of Liéandaries in that in the specific
cases of Port Macquarie and Coffs Harbour, the lb@Andaries have been slashed
right across the middle. Having said that, letsag that one recognises immediately
that in drawing up these boundaries, the Commidsasbeen very, very much
constrained by numerical requirements. The iddhefverage being common to all
electoral boundaries within a permissible flextgiiange, | think lies at fault.

The government statistician, were he here, woutcheed to be reminded of the
story of the man who drowned in a river with anrage depth of six inches and |
challenge the very concept that all electorateleet@al divisions in the whole of
the country or the whole of the State in this cabeuld necessarily approach very
closely to a common average figure. The approathe average figure — it has
been recognised in the past that there are prolileens. Some years ago the pre-
existing — what | think of as the flexibility wassareased to two per cent — plus or
minus two per cent to plus or minus three and agelcent.
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I would like to suggest that plus or minus thred arhalf per cent is nowhere
adequate and | would like to ask the Commission sib sees fit, to once again
approach the Parliamentary Joint Standing CommitteElectoral Matters to have
this question reviewed yet again. Review the cpho&the average number and of
the required flexibility. If we had been dealimgthis case with plus or minus five
per cent instead of plus or minus three and agwaltent, it would have given you,
the Commission, much more flexibility to approacbrenclosely the matters that
I've suggested. It didn’t come out very well. Tikayou. Thank you for taking the
time to join us.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you. Thank you, Mr \idiths.

MR WILLIAMS: ..... Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Your views will be certainly considd and thank you for your
attendance. | think next is Mr Harry Creamer, péeaMr Creamer, please come

forward.

MR H. CREAMER: Mr Chairman, may | stand. | fitftht my projection — you
will sympathise as a QC.

CHAIRPERSON: | think - - -
MR CREAMER: I'm sure you will be able to hear me.

CHAIRPERSON: I think there was some problem atlihck. Is there some issue
with Mr Creamer standing?

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Yes, we get his back turned. Weuld like to - - -
MR CREAMER: You will get my back if | sit.
AUDIENCE MEMBER: No, I know, but just to hear yowoice.

CHAIRPERSON: All right. If you think it's morefiective standing, please go
ahead.

MR CREAMER: Thank you. Ido.
CHAIRPERSON: Would you mind stating your full nepMr Creamer.

MR CREAMER: Yes, | also have a copy of my speashwell. I've given it to the

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Yes. Thank you.
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MR CREAMER: My name is Harry Creamer and I'm firesident of Climate
Change Australia based in the Hastings.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR CREAMER: Thank you for the opportunity to adsls this inquiry into the
location of the boundary between the Division of\per and the Division of Lyne.
My name is Harry Creamer, as I've said, and I'netired New South Wales Public
Servant. I've lived in Port Macquarie for overyars, having moved here from
Armidale on the Northern Tablelands. | now spemdinof my retirement leading
the local safe climate and clean energy group ¢@lmate Change Australia,
Hastings.

My objections relate to the proposed relocatin@oit Macquarie to the far south-
east corner of a new Division of Cowper. My thimion this comes from how |
perceive the geography, demography, culture antigsoin this region. My career
took me out and about a lot as a national parksyaamity ranger, mainly to
locations south of here and the climate and engrgyp started in Taree until we
established a branch here in Port Macquarie. Mostur members either live in Port
Macquarie or to the south of here. The questiasklis, Port Macquarie or
Wauchope — in the next section.

My first point is that the community of interest feeople living in Port Macquarie
tends to be more to the south than to the nortle most obvious examples of this
are the dormitory towns of Lake Cathie and BonnjsHind the community of
Laurieton. For reasons of history and geographgu®tope — human geography —
Wauchope is different. It was an important regiam@atre long before the 1970s
when Port Macquarie started to grow from a sleéghirig and holiday destination to
the major population centre it is now. In makihgstpoint, | agree with parts of the
National Party submission. | don’t often agreenviite National Party, but | do on
this. The Camden — | quote:

The Camden Haven region is very strongly conndat&brt Macquarie in a
way that Wauchope despite its closer proximityois mhe Camden Haven
communities of Lake Cathie, Bonny Hills, Laurietwa very much residential
satellites of Port Macquarie. They have develoged grown as Port
Macquarie has expanded whereas Wauchope was es$tatllin 1836 and has
existed as a town in its own right since that time.

While | do not like the prospect of Port Macquatastings Council being divided
across two federal divisions, if it has to happ&ould rather see Wauchope going
into Cowper than Port Macquarie going into Cowpghnis would also reflect the
political reality that already exists with the staeat of Oxley, which includes both
Wauchope and Kempsey, but not Port Macquarie. M@ople who take an interest
in these matters want to see Port Macquarie rengainithe Division of Lyne and
continue as the largest town in Lyne. It doessa@m good electoral policy to have
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the two largest coastal towns between NewcastleTareed Head — that is, Port
Macquarie and Coffs Harbour — in the same feddeat@ate — one vote, one value.

| very much respect the principle of one vote, vakeie and | regret that the proposal
to enshrine this principle in the constitution i@st in the 1988 referendum due to
opposition from the Coalition Party, | might addrealise this puts the Commission
in a difficult position. However, I'm aware thdie Liberal Party has raised the
possibility of including Tenterfield in a federalision to the north of here. Thus
changing the numbers in Cowper and allowing Portddarie to remain in Lyne.
The proposal is not as far-fetched as it seemsainads the question, how do people
living on the Northern Tablelands view the coast?

Actually, we used to gaze longingly towards the,eamost every day, hoping for a
chance to escape for a few days to the sea arghtite The Great Divide may be a
real physical feature, but it is also a constrid¢he mind. It's a fact that the Great
Dividing Range is not as pronounced, a physicaliéaalong the Bruxner Highway
from Casino to Tenterfield as it is if you drivefn Grafton to Glen Innes along the
Gwydir Highway or up the Waterfall Way from UrunggaDorrigo or up the Oxley
Highway from Wauchope to Walcha.

| encourage the Commission to consider this pdggibenlarging the more northern
division westwards, so that the proposed disrupioloyne does not have to happen
and to maintain the one vote, one value principleome now to the political — to
the politics of the proposed boundary changesn Seen my perspective — and
many people think the same way — it is a thre#teceffective working of
democracy in this area of the Mid North Coast teehane federal MP representing
both the major towns of Port Macquarie and Coffshdar.

MPs are only human — | might dispute that sometjrbesit is human nature to
devote more time and energy to the local commubityhich you belong. Since it
is likely that the proposed boundary changes wslit in the sitting MP for Cowper
gaining pre-selection for Cowper, those of us wte in Port Macquarie will
become second-class citizens in relation to thertddevel of our democracy and
that concerns me greatly. The group | run musieaessity deal more with Federal
policy issues than with state and local issues.

Currently, we have a working relationship with #iging MP for Lyne. | find it
difficult to imagine how we would get a fair go rdaby that | mean being taken
seriously with regular access, regular meetingsodri federal MP lived in Coffs
Harbour? Beyond my group, it is hard to see hoy@erson or group from Port
Macquarie would benefit from the proposed changes MP based at Coffs
Harbour will inevitably find it hard, even at anagmscious level, to be even-handed
when it comes to important issues, such as coestitaccess, location visits, funding
and grants and policy making. | respectfully resjuke Commission take another
look at this proposal. Thank you.
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CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr Creanighat has been very
useful as well. Thank you for your attendancee faxt is Mr — sorry Karen
Clifford, please. Ms Clifford, would you pleasat& your full name for the record.

MS K.S. CLIFFORD: Yes, it's Karen Sue Clifford.
CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MS CLIFFORD: Sorry my voice is a bit raspy withthae stuff in the air —
allergies. My name is Karen Sue Clifford. I'veslbein Port Macquarie for 12 years
now and I'm a concerned citizen — resident aboaippfoposed boundary changes.

CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MS CLIFFORD: As well as supporting the others #mar objections, | would like
to also add that in my opinion it shows an incréslhck of foresight to change the
boundaries of the federal electorates of Lyne an@r in the manner proposed for
the following reasons: number 1, the Port Macasbdastings Council area will be
split into two federal electorates making the édint delivery of local services to the
whole council area much more complicated or poggbt at risk.

For example, Port Macquarie’s water supply, the &osvDam and the pumping
station are located in the Wauchope area and wiild a different federal
electorate besides all of the other services tteatbuncil provides to residents;
number 2, with the proposed boundaries, Cowperagilitain the two largest and
fastest-growing regional centres on the Mid Norta§t and in New South Wales,
which will necessitate another redistribution saaa¢her than later. There’s
absolutely no common sense in this recommendatitsjust based on numbers to
fit a model and has not considered the people lmmdammunities of interest.

Item 3: communities of interest will be split fraime major regional and financial
centres and social, as well. Port Macquarie hashmmore in common with Lake
Cathie, Bonny Hills, the Camden Haven area and Wape as communities of
interest than with Coffs Harbour and Kempsey. Gbleesiveness that currently
exists within the Lyne electorate will be destroyledt the same will be true in
Cowper, as well.

4: should Port Macquarie and Coffs Harbour botliobeed into the electorate of
Cowper, it will create a situation whereby bothioagl centres will be competing
for the same federal funding dollars and gransylteng in neither centre receiving
sufficient funds to keep up with demographic reguoients and growth and, in
particular, necessary infrastructure.

5: it will be very difficult, if not impossible dr the federal Member of Parliament
for Cowper to fairly represent both regional cesitpecause of their competing
interests. There’s only ever a finite amount ofdung available to electorates and,
either, (a) the funding will be split between thatmajor regional centres, which
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will be insufficient for either, or, (b) one will iss out completely, resulting in
deteriorating infrastructure for the one that nssset, which will likely be Port
Macquarie, given that the Member for Cowper is tedan Coffs Harbour.

In summary, the proposed changes in electoral kanexiwill be destructive to the
regional centres of Port Macquarie and Coffs Harlama both regional centres will
suffer. | strongly urge the Electoral CommissicgdRtribution Committee to

rethink their proposed recommendation to changeléaoral boundaries of Cowper
and Lyne, as proposed, and the negative impadll itevtainly have on the
communities of interest in both current electoratiéss stated on page 40 of the
Proposed Redistribution of New South Wales intotelal divisions October 2015,
paragraph 181, under Proposed Division of Cowpet,lajuote:

...as a result, there are less than optimal outcomésrms of communities of
interest.

This could well be the understatement of the y8drere’s no win/win outcome in
the proposed boundary changes for Lyne and Cowpera lose/lose situation for
both electorates, in my opinion. Thank you verychmtor the opportunities.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, Ms Clifford. Your remanill also be noted, and
thank you for your attendance.

MS CLIFFORD: Okay.
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.
MS CLIFFORD: Would you like a copy or - - -

CHAIRPERSON: You can sit or depart, whatever ywash — the copy will be
helpful, yes, please, if you would. Mr John Burmplease. Mr Burman, if you just
state, please, your full name.

DR J.E. BURMAN: My name is Dr John Edmund Burm&wood morning, Mr
Chairman and Commissioners and staff of AEC. Migwaind | moved to Port
Macquarie in 2005 and had visited over many ye®s. do not have any political or
organisational affiliation to this submission, whis a personal one. In carrying out
a redistribution, the redistribution must take iatzount not just the number of
electors, but also community interests, as youlabarated earlier, Chairman.

The proposed alteration to the Lyne and Cowper daynmay satisfy the objective
numbers test, but falls well short on the otherfergsubjective tests. | believe that
the proposal, as it affects Port Macquarie, theitself, the local government area
and the specific and general community of intetestis is a very clumsy outcome. It
shows a lack of understanding of our area in pagr¢cand perhaps of regional areas
in general. It might have been a hard job, as eé®ard, but it has given us here in
Port Macquarie a very, very poor result.
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My wife and | made an objection, which was numbetr@t, which set out our
thinking in some detail. As you've said, there &&B1 objections received in
respect of the New South Wales proposals. | hatied to analyse these to see what
other people had been saying about Lyne and Colmgdound this was a very time
consuming task in the absence of any index or kaglsvon the website.

So | simply looked down the names or affiliatiofishe objections and | recognise
several here — names | recognise from individwedsociations and authorities. On
reading all of these, | saw a universal rejectibthe proposal for many reasons.
You've probably already — well, | know you've altBaread the proposals and
you're hearing about them again today, but | haat@mmy circle of friends or
acquaintances found anyone who thinks that thipgeal is a good or acceptable
idea.

The common theme which is coming through here 4dbat the expedience of
excising just the city area of Port Macquarie wilevery way diminish the
community of interest felt by people in the Hastirsgea. Port Macquarie is the hub
of the Hastings district. There are many importaatnmon and shared interests
between the people in and around Port MacquanN®anchope, Lake Cathie, Bonny
Hills, Laurieton, Kendall and further afield.

Port Macquarie and its LGA is where many key atigiare found. These include
the hospital and medical services, airport, wai@ps/, university campuses,
policing, tourist services, business activitiegshand personal services,
administrative activities and social and cultur@haties. | also believe generally
that people should be in the same electorate asntiagor service centre.

The new Cowper electorate along the proposed Viniébe about 70 per cent old
Cowper and 30 per cent old Lyne by numbers, buduld/estimate about 90 old
Cowper and 10 per cent old Lyne by area. It isat@l difficult to see where the
attention of the new Cowper Member will fall. Caosvpvill remain a Coffs Harbour-
focused electorate, with Port Macquarie a distppeadix, often with competing
needs which are less likely to be addressed, ghase mathematics of 70/30 and
90/10.

There is another sensitivity in the proposal whindrits perhaps reconsideration.
For many decades, Wauchope was the lead town iHdkBngs area, but the growth
and development of Port Macquarie and its role aewhe preeminent city in the
LGA mean that many Wauchopians feel they do noegetigh attention. At least in
the old Lyne, they could maintain a powerful andximate voice in local, state and
federal matters.

In the proposed new Lyne, Wauchope may feel alimgshsequentially distant
from its local federal member and likely to suféeme actual or perceived
disenfranchisement. Lack of local knowledge or athyp on the part of the
redistribution committee seems to have resultatigwvery strange outcome. Coffs
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Harbour is okay, but to the people of Port Macaydtiis less a friendly rival, as
some submissions have suggested, than somewheptetely different.

For many of us, it simply does not feature. ltistja place which is further north,
hotter and has the highway through its centrergé the augmented Electoral
Commission for New South Wales to carefully constie comments and concerns
raised by me and other contributors to this ingaimg to come up with a new and
better proposal for settling this redistribution.

I will just conclude by saying if you have not vexd Port Macquarie before, | hope
you can take some time to see some of the mostihwéaund geologically
interesting coastline in New South Wales, as weljetting a feel for this location
and its history and community. Chairman, | havewyds here on paper. | will
give it to the secretariat.

CHAIRPERSON: If you could provide that - - -

DR BURMAN: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: - - -to us, that would be very Help
DR BURMAN: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: And, Dr Burman, thank you very mdiehyour attendance, and
for your views. Thank you. Ithink —is the MayeMayor Peter Besseling
available? Good morning, Mr Mayor. Would you like- - -

MR P. BESSELING: Good morning, and - - -
CHAIRPERSON: ---... just state for the retgour name, please.

MR BESSELING: For the record, my name is Petessdgbng. I'm the Mayor of
Port Macquarie-Hastings.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR BESSELING: First of all, I would like to weloze you all, and when | say all, |
mean absolutely everyone to our beautiful areapefldly, you get an opportunity to
have a look around whilst you're here. And I thiti in relation to the passion that
locals have for this area that | address you todag,particularly in relation to a
community of interest.

Port Macquarie-Hastings Council resolved at a receancil meeting to submit an
objection to the Australian Electoral Commissiortite proposed bifurcation of Port
Macquarie-Hastings Local Government Area into défe electorates. That was
carried unanimously, which is not always the casgpne who has had any
experience with local government. So it was cdreight-nil. And it was the clear
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objective of council to put that objection forwaodyou today also, off the back of
you coming to Port Macquarie and we thank you veugh for hosting it here today
and giving everyone the opportunity.

| just want to read a couple of aspects of theatigje — the written objection that
was lodged. Port Macquarie-Hastings Council da¢dalieve the draft boundaries
of Lyne and Cowper proposed by the AEC as patieféderal redistribution in
New South Wales makes any practical sense, eslyesiakn this redistribution
brings together the two largest centres on the Ntidh Coast being Coffs Harbour
and Port Macquarie.

One of the key considerations when undertaking sedews must take into account
communities of interest and the growth that is getgd for the Mid North Coast
region of New South Wales. Port Macquarie haslyasbre in common with Lake
Cathie and Wauchope than Coffs Harbour. Howeterredistribution effectively
splits Port Macquarie from the rest of its localgoment area. This means that
Port Macquarie will become part of Cowper, andrest of the local government
area to the south and west of Port Macquarie efiain as part of Lyne.

In addition to this, by placing Coffs Harbour anortfMacquarie together in the one
electorate, the AEC is largely ignoring the fa@tthoth centres are set for
substantial growth in the coming years, which mag the two centres needing to be
separated into two different electorates againtimofuture. Under the proposal,
around half of the Port Macquarie-Hastings Local&oment will be in Lyne, yet

will continue to rely heavily on the services ofrPacquarie, which will sit in the
seat of Cowper. Itis logical to think that resittemay feel that they should be in the
same electorate as the major service centre, andddsupports this notion.

In light of the above points, Council objects te firoposed redistribution for Lyne
and Cowper, and asks that the AEC consider thetrégition based on communities
of interest. In terms of the communities of ingtydistorically the communities of
interest have relied upon the river systems thahawe. In the Hastings River
system to the south we have the Manning.

We consider the Camden Haven as part of the Hasliege locally. And also to the
north we have the Macleay — the Macleay Valley.albthose valleys tend to have a
very close and tight community of interest. ThetRéacquarie-Hastings Local
Government Area services around 78,000 peopleB0@6depending on which
statistic you decide to use at the point in tim&d that includes — that heads out
west, up sort of west of Gingers Creek, heads devuth to Kew, just south of Kew,
and north beyond Telegraph Point.

The community of interest — we work very well tdgat We work closely together.
And from a council perspective, we try and make=gbat everyone is included

when we deal with the local government area. Wetdparate ourselves into Port
Macquarie and the rest. We try and — in everytiweglo, we host council meetings
outside of Port Macquarie as well, into Laurietowl &/auchope as well. Itis a very
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well-connected community in a lot of — in a lotvedys. To split that makes it very
difficult for us as a council, and | think it woupnlit offside a lot of people in the
community that feel the connection locally that lvasre.

Coffs Harbour has around about 73,000 people in ibeal government area. And
we feel that the primary consideration that hasilggeen at this point in time has
been the numerical requirement. That is fairlyiobs. “We need to get a certain
number of people into the Lyne area and the Covgret,we will jam those people
in where it fits nicely.” It really splits thos@mmunities of interest.

When dealing with Coffs Harbour, Port Macquarie alagays had a rather friendly
rivalry, particularly when it comes to trying tdraict funding. The difficulty we will
see with these boundaries as they exist is thdr&evcompeting interests within the
same electorate of two large regional centres. inen | say large regional centres,
outside of Sydney, Newcastle and Wollongong, welsehird and fourth-largest
regional centre when you take into account thel Igogernment areas and the
population statistics.

So to have the third and fourth-largest regionaaarby local government competing
within the same electorate makes it very diffidaltus to see that we will get a fair
opportunity at the limited federal funding that de¢o go right across Australia,
particularly in light of each member wanting to their own flag and say what
they've bought for their own electorate. When waloing that here locally, there is
a feeling from Port Macquarie’s end that, you kn®ert Macquarie may miss out
on that, and I’'m sure if you spoke to Coffs Harhquaople in Coffs Harbour feel
that they would not want the same thing where wedmpeting within the electorate
for a limited amount of funding that’s available.

We must have regard to community of interest. h&tioment, there is little
interaction with Nambucca, Bellingen and Coffs Hanbif we look to the north, and
there will be little interaction from Camden Haveperspective, from Lake Cathie
and Wauchope as well, with areas further down saitbn we’re taking all the way
down to Port Stephens.

There is a concern within Council that those coumr@as that have local
government boundaries wholly within the federat&leate will be at an advantage,
dealing with one particular elected member rathantsplitting them and having to
deal with two. And I think there would rightly laeconcern from the Camden Haven
and from the Wauchope and hinterland areas theig laesmaller area within a large
electorate that holds bigger regional centres sscharee and the like, they will be
pushed to the bottom of the barrel when it comdariding opportunities as well.

As a local government area, we have the opportanitige moment to lobby
effectively one member that we deal with, and hkhthat makes it a lot easier in
terms of funding in the future. For us, it probabbmes as no surprise to you all
sitting there, but local government is always alipghg to get more money and
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dollars to bring to the local government area itheoito provide the services and the
infrastructure required by the community.

That becomes a very big consideration from us -u$af we have half of our
electorate split into an area where we think theuld be seen as of lesser
importance, potentially, and the other half in cetitpon with another large regional
centre for very limited funding. It is our beligfat due to the community of interest
that we have, we should remain together as mugregsossibly can. | understand
the numbers required for you guys and the difficytiu have; however, the third
and fourth-largest regional centre outside thokerot outside Newcastle, Sydney
and Wollongong, should not have to compete forstmae slice of the pie. Thank
you.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr Mayor, your very, very
incisive remarks and for your attendance. Is MBe@a Parker available, please?
Ms Parker, if you would be good enough to state yolliname for the transcript.

MS C.A. PARKER: My full name is Colleen Anne Park At the outset, | want to
say | support 100 per cent every single word I'eard here this morning. By the
time you’re getting to me, a lot of it is goinglie repetitive, but this is from my
heart. I'm the moderator of the aforementioned BMiatch discussion group, which
meets every week at the Port Macquarie City Bowhgp to discuss the news of
the week. And | am speaking in support of my writbbjection to the boundary
proposal between Cowper and Lyne on the Mid Nodhst.

The discussion group consists of concerned resdgrRort Macquarie who have
discussed the many problems that will arise iféhgere to be two major towns with
identical needs together in the one electorate.dia@iss the importance of any
federal issues, but in this case it is our homd,tha concern that funding or
planning proposals will be diluted in the attengpptacate too many constituents
who will be competing for the same attractionsriadpfunds into our towns for
retirement living, for tourism, for sporting fa¢iés, and fair access to our coastline,
and the very important medical facilities.

We believe we are fair-minded — we are a fair-mthdemmunity here, but the
proposal will hurt both towns through competinghwaiach other, through our federal
member, instead of working in harmony. It will ingpossible for him to be

impartial, as he will be responsible for both conmities. | take into account your
primary criteria, which is the numbers. | get th@ihere is a tolerance currently of
10 per cent variation, and the proposal attemplsitm that to a 3.5 per cent
tolerance. But for the proposals, those numbersust data. For the community,
though, those numbers are living people.

Granted, | accept that many of the proposals watge and transfer fairly
seamlessly. So thumbs up for that. However, lattioe to your secondary criteria,
to those of us living here that is our first crider For Cowper to gain a second major
town and, therefore, the member will be expectedivmle his loyalties. That
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dismays me. They're people in Coffs Harbour, al.wend Lyne loses its major
town. So disappointing. We have a natural boundhe Hastings River. So what |
consider is a confected boundary at Lake Innesjldhze dropped and Port
Macquarie major township with all of its infrasttuce which was worked and paid
for by the community of people living here shoutleft in Lyne.

We need ready access to our elected representdiieevote him in and we disagree
that he can just be taken away by others. We hdugh representation of the grey
army in our port city confines and we are not poaition to drive 200 kilometres on
the most dangerous highway in the State to gaiasscio him in Coffs Harbour, or
even 50 kilometres for that matter, if he weredbugp an office in Kempsey, which
would be the halfway point, virtually. | must gdhat we are devastated by this
proposal but at the same time we do thank you nergh for listening to us by
giving us this opportunity to speak about it to ydwish you all have a safe return
to Sydney and we wish you a very happy Christmas.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mrs Parkem Sure we all reciprocate
your very kind wishes.

MS PARKER: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. The next speaker istiartyde, please.

MS J. HYDE: Good morning.

CHAIRPERSON: If you could just state your nan@@od morning, Ms Hyde.
MS HYDE: My name is Janette Hyde.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MS HYDE: And | actually represent the Greatertidacquarie Tourism
Association.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MS HYDE: We've got 140 businesses in our assmiadnd the association is
spread over the local LGA. So | have to say theitevextremely concerned — that
is, Port Macquarie is growing faster than Coffsthdar — the projections support this
statement. How long will it be before the numdrreguirements, once
redistributed, will be relevant? The — now, adbwhat | was going to say has
already been said so | don’t want to bore you. b&leeve the proposal is not
practical and would likely result in many tourismsinesses and residents being
disaffected in both Port Macquarie and Coffs Harpthe two major tourism
destinations if the change is implemented; comigunierest and social cohesion.
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Both Coffs Harbour and Port Macquarie act as regioantres for tourism, business,
health and government services and, particulaslyjgsm. We are natural
competitors. Within the context the proposed baupadhange incorporating Port
Macquarie within Cowper, if implemented, we belieweuld be disastrous for
tourism. We both compete for the same business.bdth compete for
conferencing, sporting activities, and we needcalléederal member who’s going to
support our goals. No longer will our federal eg@ntative be able to act as a
community champion for Port Macquarie if its intggeare in conflict with those in
Coffs Harbour.

The rivalry between the two towns is friendly betyreal. There’s always
competition for everything that we do. The Eleat@@ommission has, in effect,
built a barrier and is asking the elected repredimet to straddle it. The proposal
needs to be looked at seriously and take into dengiion all of the comments that
have been made this morning and | have to be \@nptimentary. The comments
have been fantastic and, obviously, there’s a comtiiead through it all. So thank
you for listening.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mrs Hyde. Niex¢Ir Hawkins. Mr
Hawkins, would you like to come forward, pleasefRaiik you.

MR G.R.G. HAWKINS: Good morning.

CHAIRPERSON: Good morning.

MR HAWKINS: My name is Geoffrey Raleigh Gordonwidns.
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR HAWKINS: I'm a resident of Port Macquarie ahdm speaking to you in that
capacity. |1 am also a councillor of Port Macquddeestings Council and I'm also
chairman of the Port Macquarie Town Centre Maskanmiing Sub-Committee but
I’'m speaking to you in my personal capacity.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR HAWKINS: | advised the Committee of that besaut enables me to move
around the LGA and, obviously, get an appreciatibwhat people are saying and
thinking and what is concerning them. Thank yautli@ opportunity to present to
you today. To make sure | stay on track and Heia$ as possible, if you don’t
mind | will read - - -

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR HAWKINS: - - - what I've written for you.

CHAIRPERSON: Certainly.
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MR HAWKINS: And I'm happy to electronically seritdthrough afterwards. The
matter | wish to comment upon is the location ef bloundary between the divisions
of Cowper and Lyne. Let me begin by stating thatgreat respect for and
understanding of the difficulty of the task thag tiedistribution committee
undertakes when reviewing federal electoral bouedarThe realities of the set
requirements contained within section 66 of thectélal Act and specifically the
numerical criteria are clear and | acknowledgeroptfthe huge effort that the
Committee has clearly made to carry out its resipditees professionally,

impartially and with transparency.

| ask that the Committee members consider my fallgwwomments in that context.
It is my understanding that the guiding principté$oundary delimitation are
standard around the world and Australia is, theeefloo exception. Even though
countries can and do disagree on fundamental issuels as how impartial and
independent the process can and should be frosidége and political concerns,
there are nevertheless five generally accepteadiptes: representativeness;
equality of voting strength; independent, impathaundary authority;
transparency; non-discrimination. | only wishfaocus on the first,
representativeness, because | feel that it igotimgiple that is compromised as a
result of the Cowper-Lyne boundary redistributieaammendation.

The principle of representativeness holds thas@wal boundaries should be drawn
such that constituents have an opportunity to el@ctiidates that they feel truly
represent them. As Committee members are clearlywell aware, this usually
means that divisional boundaries should coincidd sommunities of interest as far
as possible. It's also well accepted that if eleadtdivisions are not composed of
communities of interest, however it's defined, ithat best be challenging for
representatives to serve their constituency wel,\ae’ve heard a lot about that
already today. None of this is, of course, newsiand the appropriate processes,
checks and balances are built into the system tagesuch challenges.

However, what happens when adjoining areas where i8 zero or minimal
community of interest are thrust together? Thevanss if the numerical criteria
means that they must be combined, then the nunheriparative prevails and they
will be put within the same electoral division. i§lappears to be the basis of the
underlying logic to combine Port Macquarie and €dtarbour within the newly
defined Division of Cowper. However, what if théj@ning areas not only fail the
community of interest “test” but, in fact, are tveact opposite? Direct, aggressive
competitors with negative community of interestirtRermore, what if this
competition is at its highest, most intense lemahie key areas of economic, social
and regional interests?

And | got those words directly from your own docuntaion. It is my submission
that Port Macquarie and Coffs Harbour are in eyabik situation. One is at the
extreme south of the proposed divisional boundadytae other around 170
kilometres away by road at the extreme north. Boélarge towns, in fact small
cities. Both have very significant infrastructurarports, hospitals, schools,
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universities, etcetera. And both also have sulistatirectly competitive industrial
bases, such as tourism and construction. The gZiBi2 cores of both compete
vigorously for major national retail chains andice@l headquarters for large
corporates, government and semi-government entities

Both are also direct competitors for the retireekea Furthermore, both are not just
substantial small cities in their own right, thewg aegional centres of significance
and core drivers and sources of influence withertbwn immediate regions.

Lastly, and very importantly, as has been notegeantly as the past week, both
compete vigorously for State and Federal governioamis, grants, concessions and
investments. Invariably, there’s only one winnar this situation, how does a single
Federal representative serve his or her constijuered? How does such a person
successfully manage a constant, untenable cooflicterest? The answer is they
can't.

It is noted that the difficulties with the primaof/the numerical criteria and the
limited capacity of the Committee to allow “due eateration” of qualitative factors
is not a new phenomenon. Indeed, in 1987, thethnel-a-half-year rule was
relaxed to allow consideration to the qualitatimetbrs. Perhaps it is appropriate to
again review a further relaxation or even a motestantial review. Notwithstanding
the above, it is also instructive to note commemasle by the Committee in several
places that “to the extent possible proposed alalcbmundaries should not cross the
major geographic features of the Great Dividing ggah On page 68, point 375,
when referring to Page, the Committee noted:

The Committee had no option but to split the Ca#egour LGA to satisfy the
numerical requirements of the Electoral Act.

The Committee considered this more preferable -ew@preferable approach to the
alternative of crossing the Great Dividing Rangarlier, point 301, when referring
to Lyne, the Committee noted:

The Committee having already established thatdtrdit want to cross the
Dividing Range on the North Coast.

In the context of the foregoing, it is submissibatt— and there are three points —
number 1, the criteria of community of interestas broad and/or too narrowly
viewed and interpreted insofar as it appears neffextively factor in a situation
such as currently appears between Port Macquadi€affs Harbour where not only
is there zero community of interest, but, in faéloere is a very real negative
competitive community of interest. Combining cortipg regional centres in such a
situation should be strongly avoided, almost at@st.

Expressed another way, what this means is thatduggesting the current two-part
continuum should be reviewed. Currently, at oné-ptet us say the far left — is,
“Conglomerations of arbitrary random groups of induals”. And at the other
extreme poll — let us say the extreme right —@nlesive groups with strong defined
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relevant community of interest. It's my view thiaé opposite of cohesive groups
with strong defined relevant common interest is mofact, statistically random
groups of individuals, but rather groups of comipegior diametrically opposed
individuals. It's a different concept. The curremodel does not appear to address
this factor at all.

Point 2, to my knowledge no arguments have beesepted as to why crossing the
Great Divide was treated in the high-priority wasttit has been treated. Third,
combining points 2 and 3 above in a logical, faetiomanner would, | submit, lead
to a better, different, more workable outcome irtiple ways. The most important
of which is to maintain the long-term separate cefationships that both Port
Macquarie and Coffs Harbour have with their ownlwleffined regions. In
conclusion, | believe that the Committee shouldhaeledge the fact that Coffs
Harbour and Port Macquarie being in the same pexpekectoral division is more
than “a significant change”, which is point 71.

It creates, in fact, an unworkable situation fothbconstituents and the elected
member. The harsh reality is that Coffs Harbowl Bort Macquarie compete with
each other every day, just like Coke and Pepssgtigend Optus, Qantas and Virgin.
The other harsh reality is for the elected federaimber. How does such a superman
or superwoman MP successfully compete with othestetates when two directly
competing regional centres both expect high-lensgtinent, single-minded

advocacy and eventual success?

In the circumstances that I've outlined, | beli¢hat the proposed Cowper-Lyne
divisional boundary adjustment should be reviewadi that consideration should be
included over and above other points made todaichwlihagree with, of crossing the
Great Dividing Range. | am mindful that such angewould almost certainly have
significant flow-on effects, but if representatiess, as | defined earlier, is accepted
as a core guiding principle then what | am sugggst more than appropriate. |
think it's very, very necessary. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mr Hawkins. u¥iee raised many, many
matters and they will all be considered. Yes, Hea@yiti, please. Is Mr Hadyn Oriti
about or — good morning, Mr Orriti.

MR H. ORITI: Good morning.

CHAIRPERSON: If you would be good enough to gtstte your full name for the
record.

MR ORITI: Hadyn Oriti, I'm the president of the@® Macquarie Chamber of
Commerce. Certainly, as others have done this imgrhwould certainly like to
thank you for convening this session today. A®odpeakers have said, also, we
understand the nature of the challenge you facerthinly don’t envy you your

jobs. As president of the chamber of commercesepeesent about 350 members in
various arms of the chamber. There are some 6@@@xcess of 6000 businesses in
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Port Macquarie-Hastings. I'm also a partner of ®@n Oates Hannaford Lawyers
and obviously represent a number of those busisessweell.

My personal history is that | moved to the regitwoat eight years ago. Prior to that,
| lived in Brisbane, Sydney, Auckland, Melbourne,I'se done a tour of duty in a
number of the major centres in the Pacific. | gaite clearly state that in my
experience there is a distinct different betweewateks in city electorates and those
in regional areas. There are different dynamiqdat. Your attachment to a
particular community is most definitely strongerismall place like this. Your
networks, social and business and economic, aveitaih this particular little
community. So there’s a strong identity for peagperating in Port Macquarie.

I think | can say — and I've got no evidence fastlout | think city voters are more
than happy to vote for a particular party that espnts your interests and regional
voters will do the same, but also in the backgrooinithe regional-voter mind is a
champion, somebody who will be their champion &mional interests. And in that
respect, | refer to people like Katter, Oakesh#indsor and McGowan, who have
traditionally had strong backing from their varialectorates outside of the major
parties. So regions, in our submission, need ci@mp They need a strong voice to
be heard above the numerical weight of city eletas.

Now, in Port Macquarie, the local champion has ked#a to deliver in the past —
things like our airport upgrade, the fourth podhe base hospital, Charles Sturt
University establishing a campus here, Oxley Highwagrade. They're just a few
of the concrete examples that a strong local chamigiable to deliver. The current
proposal will effectively deny Port Macquarie a ctpaon. It will divide Port
Macquarie so that it becomes a rump in the Cowjgetaate. It will be cut off

from its satellite towns and villages. They widl bpread, if | may say so, in a
higgledy-piggledy fashion throughout the amorphbwse electorate.

Cowper will be dominated by Coffs Harbour, a towatf as others have said, is a
rival of Port Macquarie for pre-eminence in the NNdrth Coast. There is real
competition for business, tourists, investment,egomnent funding for infrastructure.
So the Lyne electorate, however, becomes an e&etaith no apparent centre, a
collection of towns and villages without a unifyingmmunity of interest. In our
submission, the proposal should be shelved andwexdr

Paragraph 310 of the report shows how the probleseaand there seems to be a
concertina effect coming down from the north. Asttwise Irishman said, when
giving directions to Dublin, “If | wanted to getdhe, | wouldn’t be starting from
here.” So the starting point, in our submissidroutd actually be the centres of the
communities of interest and work from there. Rdacquarie has real engagement
with Wauchope, Lake Cathie, Telegraph Point, Laaneand to some extent with
Harrington, Taree and Kempsey. Port should forencéntre of its own electorate.

Once those regional centres are identified — anibably, in our submission, the
Commission would then work to include, where pdssiits satellites. To do
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otherwise, in our submission, the Commission hiesgbely disenfranchised Port
Macquarie residents and businesses as the corafe@udfs Harbour or, for that
matter, the Central Coast would overwhelm thosetetate — sorry, electors in the
redistributed electorates. So those are my sulniss Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much for those sulsioiss, Mr Oriti. They're
very helpful as well. Mr John Ainsworth, pleaggéood morning, Mr Ainsworth.

MR J. AINSWORTH: Yes.

CHAIRPERSON: Have a seat. And if you would likejust for the record,
indicate your full name.

MR AINSWORTH: John McDonald Ainsworth. I'm aneeted member of New
South Wales Farmers, a member of the Executive €Glopast board member and
chair of region surveying, which goes from Wauchtipthe Queensland border.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR AINSWORTH: And | would like to put a submissito you on behalf of New
South Wales Farmers. | understand you've alreadydme, but this is a sort of
backup to our original submission.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR AINSWORTH: I'm also deputy mayor of Nambucbait this has got nothing
to do with that particular hat that | was wearirfgnd | would like to thank you for
this opportunity. New South Wales Farmers is opdds the redistribution of
electorates in New South Wales as proposed by tis¢rédlian Electoral Commission
in its report dated October 2015. This positiors Weamalised by our executive
council a couple of months ago. New South WalemEes made an objection to the
proposed redistribution on 13 November.

Key to this objection was the concern that thesteithution had failed in the
statutory obligation to facilitate the organisatmfiregional New South Wales into
communities of interest to enable effective repnés@n to the Australian farmer.
The major concerns arise from the creation of lalgetoral divisions where the
means of communication and travel impede effectypeesentation, and where the
electors from a rural locality have been subjettea series of transfers across
consecutive redistributions. The following eleetes provide examples of the
concerns of New South Wales Farmers.

Parkes: New South Wales Farmers notes the propededribution of the Division

of Parkes sees an expansion of the geographicaf@am 256,640 square kilometres
to 402,513 square kilometres. New South Wales Eermotes that at the present,
the Division of Parkes electorate already covegeseater area than the entire State of
Victoria. To further increase the size of the siion carries with it the inevitable
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consequences of detrimental impact upon the alwfitis electorates to have full and
ready access to their local Members for Parliament.

As part of the 2005 redistribution of the New Sowhles Electoral Division, the
Australian Electoral Commission identified the difities of the physical features
and areas, and means of communication and travetrtong communities of
interest across and over large electoral divisidnsarriving at this position, the
augmented Commission rejected the Committee’seegrfoposal to redistribute the
boundaries of the Parkes division in a mannenwtoatid result in a division covering
an area of 376,206 square kilometres.

The difficulties of representation created by thees area of an electorate of the size
proposed by the Committee for the Division of Pariee amplified by the poor
telecommunication infrastructure that services nmengote areas of the State.
Evidence of the poor state of telecommunicatiorthénarea may be found in the
Australian Government’s 2015 Regional Telecommuiooa Review. Further, as
part of its 2005 decision, the augmented Commisaiso recognised the alignment
of the communities of interest between Broken H3A and to the southwest of
New South Wales, not to the north-east, towardsbbutGA.

Based on this rationale, Broken Hill was includdthim the electoral Division of
Farrer, given the strong alignment of the Centrallidg LGA and Unincorporated
New South Wales to Broken Hill. These areas wks larought into the electoral
Division of Farrer. New South Wales Farmers bdithat this remains the
appropriate way to construct these communitiestefrést. Specifically, it is the
experience of New South Wales Farmers that our reesrilving in these LGAs
confirm our view that the connections between Brokidl and Central Darling
LGAs and Unincorporated New South Wales lie togbethwest, with, for example,
children of these families attending school in Axildé and Western Victoria.

Hume: New South Wales Farmers has been in conttitits members located
within the LGA of the Weddin Shire. Since the 1938leral Election, electors
located within the Weddin Shire have been subjetdd¢hbe transfer in the following
consecutive redistributions: 1999, from Hume tckBs; 2005, from Parkes to
Calare; and in 2009, from Calare back to Humeactrs in this region have
communicated to New South Wales Farmers that theemutive movements
between the electorates, combined with the locatfdhe outskirts of these
electorates and the larger distances of travelinvitiral electorates has hampered
their ability to engage with elected representatiand representatives.

On this basis, New South Wales Farmers recomméadig tprinciple of seeking
suitable within the community of interest shouldsoeight to enable members in the
outer-lying regions to better engage with their deratic representatives. Further,
with regard to the community of interest, these rners have indicated that the
connection from Weddin Shire is towards the eastatds Cowra and Sydney, and
southeast towards Young and Canberra.
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These community connections are formed by theviofilg. Health: the Young
Hospital is a primary point of minor medical andteraity services. More major
medical issues are directed towards Canberra,emirgency helicopter services.
And also the Snowy Hydro SouthCare scheme dirents@ency patients to the
Canberra Hospital. Sport: Weddin Shire has a &ffitiation with towns from
neighbouring Young through to Canberra throughntlagor sporting codes of rugby
union, rugby league and cricket. Agriculture besses: major dealers of farm
machinery that service farmers in the Weddin Séweelocated within Young, while
livestock commodities are connected to wool brokexs advertisers based in
Goulburn. So, thank you, Commission.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mr Ainsworth.
MR AINSWORTH: Thank you very much for that.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Well, all your commeras,with all the other
speakers, are all recorded for our consideratidmank you for your attendance.
Next we have Mr Doug Heagney. Is Mr Doug Heagrneng®h Good morning, Mr
Heagney.

MR D.J. HEAGNEY: Yes. Thank you, Mr Chairman agehtlemen. My name is
Douglas John Heagney. I'm a resident in the pastyears — well, the present four
years of being in Port Macquarie; prior to thatdiwas in the Northern Tables at
Uralla. I've been listening with great interestwbat has been said this morning, and
| disagree — I'm here protesting your — supportimg protest that the excursion of
Port Macquarie business section, town into Cowfsterate from Lyne.

I’'m one of the number of people that were in theugr, the news group —
NewsWatch group, as we called ourselves. We're atlthat group, all of different
past professions, all retired or semi-retired,\Jmri involved and very interested in
the welfare of, you know, our district and town awdon. | don't believe that — |
have a few notes here, but | don’t believe thatuld contribute more or emphasise
more the main points that they’ve made. Partitylae mention community of
interest being destroyed by shifting Port Macquante a new electorate. Lots of
loyalties are tested and stressed because ofathisfghing.

And competition, | think, is good, but if it getsat personal, too hostile, too
competitive, it's not a good thing. And | thinkdvbig cities, virtually cities, in the
one electorate, so far apart in that electorategis wise and really acceptable
decision for the Commission to have taken. | racsgthe — you know, the
difficulties of this. | hope that you will takedbe submissions that you've received
on that matter into consideration and seriouslysater it. | hope you will. | believe
you will find a solution if that’s possible.

| have had experience in a state boundary commissgi@re | represented the town
of Uralla which was proposed in the state elecéotatbe separated from Armidale
..... a town 20 kilometres away. Our submissiothat case was successful because
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we were — talked about community of interest. Aaxtually, | was criticised for
calling Uralla a dormitory suburb of Armidale. did, “We’re proud to be a
dormitory suburb of Armidale providing service toraistrict” and so on. Now,
that's about all | have to say.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR HEAGNEY: As | say, not much point in me repegtthe things that you
already heard, but I know you will take notice.

CHAIRPERSON: That's been very helpful.

MR HEAGNEY: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you for your attence, Mr Heagney.
MR HEAGNEY: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you for your views.

MR HEAGNEY: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Nextis Ms Jenny Hurrell, pleaseoo@ morning.

MS J. HURRELL: Good morning. Yes. Jenny Hurfedm the Comboyne
Plateau. This is not my usual thing. I'm a ddagmer. And to front up to an
inquiry — | felt — I'm a little bit out of my depthBut | felt strongly enough that |
needed to come, to let you know how the peopléemutlying areas felt about
having our federal electorate split.

My main concerns are to do with our local governtra@ea and our — with our
council being centred in Port Macquarie. It isyaéifficult at the present time to get
any work done on our outlying roads and infrastiteebecause of funding restraints
for council. We are in two state electorates atrttoment in the area where we live,
and a lot of this local government area has twie stkectorates, being Oxley and
Port Macquarie and that disadvantages council lsecafitrying to obtain funding.

So all I can say is that if the Lyne electorate walse changed so that Port
Macquarie were into Coffs Harbour, | can’t see tiberural areas west of the
Pacific Highway would be able to get — obtain furgdio help with any of their
works that they would need to be done. The urlbawtt of Port Macquarie is
strongly linked to the outlying environs and angueed spending — because if this
were to happen, it would have a strong impact am Macquarie’s growth. There is
a lot of interaction between the city and the couirt the Lyne electorate, as all the
previous speakers have indicated. And this woalddyiously disengaged if there
were two federal electorates for our local goveminagea.
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Our local council has worked very hard to engagé wommunity to get things
happening. We didn’t have a council for many yedtsvas in the hands of
administration. And I’'m not on council. | justyean interest in what happens in
our local area. But our council is one of the teat has been deemed fit for the
future, if you take much with that. But they hatdreen asked to merge with
another council.

So | can't understand why splitting the federat&eate of Lyne is even being
thought about because this would seriously disadggnour local government area
after all the hard work that they have done. I'ot going to repeat a lot of the
suggestions that previous speakers have made leelcdas’t think you need me
here to tell you over and over again what theyaie.s But I'm here to let you know
that the people in the rural and outlying areasld/be seriously disadvantaged if
this boundary redistribution were to go ahead. nkhgu.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much, Ms Hurrdlhank you. Next, Mr
Peter Alley, please. Good morning, Mr Alley.

MR P. ALLEY: Yes. Good morning. My name is Rdtoyd Alley. I'm a
resident of Dunbogan, a coastal village in the Gamidaven about 30 kilometres
south of here.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR ALLEY: In the interests of full disclosure tlme state that I'm a member of
the Australian Labor Party and was the Labor caatdifor Lyne at the 2013 federal
election. | am, however, writing as a privatezat and not on behalf of any branch
or in capacity that | serve within the Australiaalbor Party.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR ALLEY: I'm the author of CS 26, comments taygestions 26, where | wrote
about the need to keep Wauchope and Port Macquaget¢her. | wrote because |
was concerned that at stage 3 of the redistribygroness, all of the major parties
had proposed the separation of Wauchope and Padqudae and this was a major
concern then and it still is now. However, I'mealist. | value our democracy and
the need for one vote, one value. The task bgfowds to divide New South Wales
into 47 electorates of approximately 103,481 votéds the canvas of the north
coast, we have a rigid border of the Pacific Océathe north is a rigid border with
Queensland and to the west is an arbitrary but emiyycommonsense boundary of
the Great Dividing Range.

| recognise that you cannot draw lines to dividgioral areas into equal size
electorates without many of these electoral bouaddalling on major population
centres, which is what has occurred on the east ed@1 degrees, 26 minutes south.
And this was the view of almost everyone of theppsals that has taken a wholistic
approach to the whole problem. | fear I'm in a arity in this room because | want
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to endorse the recommendations of the Redistribi@iommittee in so much as it
covers the Mid North Coast. While | am disappadntgat \Wauchope is separated
from Port Macquarie, it is the best recommendatafreny other reasonable sort of
alternative that | can see.

| note that there are no objections from eithertidew South Wales Labor in
objection 487, nor from the National Party, surpdsy, in objection 704 to this plan.
I think it is how you deal with widowed and orphdreommunities that need to be
the focus and the recommendations of the Redisimib@ommittee to properly
address this in this region that is important. frregor towns and cities are large
enough to attract the ready attention of the fddepesentative. It is the access of
the smaller communities to which | am particularbncerned.

| note that there are a number of objections reggrithe boundary between Lyne
and Cowper, objections 61, 62, 66, 138, to nanena Many argue that Coffs
Harbour and Port Macquarie cannot be in the sagwahte as it will be impossible
for Port Macquarie to get adequate attention froeirtfederal representative. | find
this argument to be repugnant because it is basédeopremise that large towns and
cities are more deserving on a per capita badisdefral attention than of smaller
towns and villages.

Taree may be a smaller town than Port Macquaridt Imihot lesser. It deserves
federal representation and access to the resoofgesrernment, as is appropriate
for its size, as does every little town and villagaether it is Hilldale, Marshdale,
Wauchope, the Comboyne Plateau or even Dunbogaate lalso that the
Commonwealth Electoral Act, section 66(3)(b) doesprovide exclusion of other
major population centres as a reason for decidegjaal divisions. | would urge
you to reject those arguments.

The idea of having an electoral boundary down Go8ireet, Lake Road and Oxley
Highway, Port Macquarie, and then dividing nortll aouth down High Street,
Wauchope, is also a repugnant sort of suggestitmnk the — dividing the — these
two towns between north and south should alsojeetesl. | wish to refer to
objection 721 from the Liberal Party of Australiadats impact on the Cowper-Lyne
border. It has been referred to already today.

The effect is to swap — the effect is to swap Rtatquarie for Wauchope.
Swapping one community for another achieves notmragldressing many of the
arguments regarding — that you've heard today deg@iocal government
boundaries or of keeping community interests togrethf Wauchope is to be
orphaned from Port Macquarie, then | believe drical that Wauchope and the
Camden Haven be kept together. They are in the $8BA\.

Other towns in Lyne, notably Wingham, share theesaorts of values as Wauchope,
both being rural townships serviced by large regiaentres, and in towns servicing
their own hinterland of small villages. Wauchopel &s hinterland of Beechwood,
Long Flat, Huntington, Ellenborough and Byabaregstg in Lyne is far preferable
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than being part of Cowper. | therefore urge yotefect this objection from the
Liberal Party insofar as it relates to the Nortra€toof New South Wales.

Finally, I would like to make a comment on electermames. | want to commend
the views expressed by New South Wales Labor iaabion 487 regarding the
retirement of the electorate name Lyne. | note Wiew has also been expressed by
Councillor Jan Williams, Mayor of Great Lakes Colljna objection 405. Thank
you for the opportunity to speak, and | wish yoe biest for your considerations.
And if you came here by vehicle, | would encourgge to drive down the Ocean
Drive and enjoy the Camden Haven — stop at a ceffé&rth Haven on the way —
on the way back to Sydney. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much. Thank you,Mley, very much for
your contribution. The next speaker is Justin Heyplease.

MR J. LEVIDO: Thank you, Mr Chairman. My nameJisstin Levido. I'm a
resident of Port Macquarie, and | have lodged age&l objection to the boundary
change, patrticularly relating to the excising oftfdacquarie from the seat of Lyne
and adding it to the seat of Cowper. I'm a residdrPort Macquarie, having lived
in the town since 1987, which is almost 30 years.

I've been in business in Port Macquarie since 188dl,am currently the managing
partner of a local law firm. | have been activeha local community through

service clubs such as Apex and Rotary, past chi#iredVlid North Coast Life
Education Centre, currently involved in the lodaamber of commerce and Business
Enterprise Network. I'm currently a councillor &ort Macquarie-Hastings Council
and was deputy mayor from September 2014 to Septetd 5.

| put this to you not because I'm applying for Bb,jbut to create a narrative that I've
been in this area for some 30 years, involved encttmmunity both on a business
and community level. | wish to object in the sgeat possible terms to the proposed
redrawing of the electoral divisions insofar alates to the electoral Division of
Lyne, namely the excising of the town of Port Maaag and adding it into the
adjoining electorate of Cowper. The redrawn eledtDivision of Cowper will

contain the two major regional centres of Port Meate and Coffs Harbour, and
you've heard from our mayor that these are thelthnd fourth-biggest regional
centres in New South Wales.

This is problematic and detrimental to the towrPoft Macquarie and its current
hinterland for a number of reasons: (1) the MidtN&oast of New South Wales
has very well-established communities of interdsictv have developed through a
combination of historical, geographical, Local Gowraent and socioeconomic
factors. (2) in this part of New South Wales, enoaunity of interest is
predominantly determined by the coastal river yalleWith respect to Port
Macquarie, this involves both the Hastings Rivelld&aand the Camden Haven
River Valley to the immediate north.
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And | would also like to just pick up on this issihat there is a strong difference
between what | call city and — a city electoratd eegional electorates in their
outlook, and particularly with respect to this issaf community of interest. It's my
view that in our regional areas, the communityndéiest is a much stronger
argument. Port Macquarie is the administrativgypation, business and financial
hub of the Port Macquarie-Hastings Local Governndgrts. The proposal will
result in a situation where approximately 90 pert «é the area of Port Macquarie-
Hastings LGA and some 50 per cent of its populatvdhbe in a different electoral
division to its administrative, population, busisesd financial hub.

The natural community of interest for Port Macqgeasito the west and south,
namely the towns of Wauchope and the Hastings ydlleke Cathie, the Camden
Haven, the hinterlands of those areas, and pushioghe Greater Taree LGA. In
simple terms, Port Macquarie looks generally tostigth and west, whilst the
outlying areas look to the north and east to Patddiarie from a broader
community perspective. Port Macquarie is beingggdaonto an existing community
of interest that focuses on Coffs Harbour. Thik mg significantly detrimental on a
number of fronts. Particularly, two competing el centres will be in one
electoral division, and thus practically hamstrasgo access to infrastructure and
community development funding.

As Port Macquarie has been tacked onto the exisbngmunity of interest focused
on Coffs Harbour, it is not difficult to see whiokgional centre will be relegated to
the lower grades, so to speak. A specific exampthis would be the development
of the airports at Port Macquarie and Coffs Harbdarthe event of a Federal
Government grants program, a decision would be made prioritising — sorry,
would need to be made as to prioritising one atrpeer the other to realistically
have a chance of obtaining such funding. In pcatterms, the likelihood of the one
electoral division being successful for two fulagts is not encouraging. | suspect
that either a decision would need to be made keeeftrioritise one over the other, or
two applications made on a 50 per cent basis each.

This scenario problem would exist with any infrasture funding opportunity. This
would substantially prejudice the region fallinghun the Cowper electoral district.
Since | wrote this objection, | can advise thatehis a practical example of this:
recently the Federal Government National Strongagiéhal Fundings round
completed, and the seat of Cowper as it currenxilst®was successful for three
grants, one of which was $5 million for the CoffarbHour Airport. Lyne, believe it
or not, got nothing, even though we put in an apion for the upgrading of our
airport, and the seat of Paterson in the area drthenGreat Lakes received

$6 million for community development.

| suspect that the decisions were made on the thegishey were taken for granted
the new boundaries and that it was more importantoney to go to the Great
Lakes area because we would end up simply as p@uafts Harbour or the Cowper
electorate and they would be able to say that Covgoeived three grants. The new
electoral Division of Cowper would have an eleck@@pulation just exceeding
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100,000 electors. Some 70,000 live within the ratGoffs Harbour community of
interest and some 30,000 won't and be practicalty@olitically prejudiced because
of this. The opportunities for Port Macquarie ®gdroperly represented in the new
electoral division are dubious due to the bias wiktexist in favour of the Coffs
Harbour community of interest.

The expected significant population growth on thied Morth Coast of New South
Wales will see a situation quickly arise where elextoral Division of Cowper will
be above quota and further adjustment of the smaidaries will be required in the
not too distant future and which will again be utis®y and another setback for the
development of the region generally and the towrgoot Macquarie and Coffs
Harbour specifically. Port Macquarie and the Ratcquarie-Hastings LGA will
struggle to maintain momentum moving forward assalt of the town being
relegated and tacked on to the natural Coffs Harboonmunity of interest and the
LGA significantly fractured between two electoralidions.

| suspect that excising Port Macquarie and movimgith provided the easiest
solution based on the numbers only. | believefandthat the decision has been
made without regard to the important communityndéiiest concerns and without
regard to the significantly retarding effects saothange will have on Port
Macquarie’s continuing development as an impontagional centre. | request that
the proposal be abandoned and revisited with asfooumaintaining the vital
communities of interest that exist in these norhgarts of New South Wales.

And, just finally, | would like to make a commehtt | understand you are bound by
law to take submissions from our political partiesincerely hope you treat them
with the regard which they are due. | take thewtieat it basically — from their point
of view, this is all just a strategic chess ganmeeai at focusing on bums in seats in
Canberra. Thank you for your time. Thank youdoming to Port Macquarie. And
| hope that you take our concerns here today nesgils because for the town of
Port Macquarie, this is a very concerning issukark you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mr Levido. Tikaou. Yes. We're not
sure if Mr Jaime Harrison is here? No? Yes. Righell, a Mr Harrison was on the
list, but it appears that he is — either can’'tlgge or he’s not here. Is there anyone
else who would like to address us and to talk tahmut anything concerning the
redistribution because while we’re here, we haeeaggportunity to do so. If there is
no one who would like to address us, | speak oromy behalf, and I'm sure on
behalf of all my other colleagues, that we haventbthis very beneficial hearing
your views this morning.

Your time has not been wasted because we are ndvetter informed about the
issues that are concerning you and they will aliahken in to consideration to see
what can be done in relation to the boundary antjast which has been proposed. |
thank you all for your attendance and | would k#so to thank the Secretariat staff,
some of whom have come from Canberra, and also $gadmey, to assist in the
operation of this hearing. Thank you again forryattendance.

MATTER ADJOURNED at 12.29 pm INDEFINITELY
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