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CHAIRPERSON: Welcome to this hearing for the Aalkan Electoral Commission
for NSW, that is, the augmented Commission. Thtke first of two hearings
which are to be held in relation to the proposetfistebution. Today in Sydney and
on Friday this week the augmented Commission gn€®tt Macquarie. Let me
introduce who is on this table: my name is De@uosvdroy, | am the chairman of
the Australian Electoral Commission.

The other members present are Mr David Kalisch, edliately on my right, who is
the Commonwealth Statistician. Mr Tom Rogers onleftyis the Commissioner,
that is the Electoral Commissioner. The other tmenswho make up the
augmented Commission are Mr Tony Whitfield, theracAuditor-General of NSW
on my far right, and to my far left is Mr Doug Otine NSW Officer of the
Australian Electoral Commission, and to his righMr Des Mooney, the Surveyor
General for NSW.

There is also present AEC staff who have come f@amberra and also from the
Sydney office. Might | point out that the propdsedistribution and in fact all
redistribution is governed strictly by Part 4 oé tGommonwealth Electoral Act
1918. That sets out the specific requirementa fiedistribution. The redistribution
in New South Wales is required because the nunfbmembers of the House of
Representatives for New South Wales at the nex@rgéelection will be reduced
from 48 to 47.

In accordance with section 66 of the Electoral thet Redistribution Committee,
which is not the augmented Commission but ratheiRédistribution Committee for
NSW, has prepared a proposal for redistributiorttier47 federal electoral divisions.
The proposal, together with the written reasongterproposal which are required
by section 67 of the Act was released by the Religton Committee on the 16of
October 2015.

In accordance with section 68 of the Electoral Adkrested persons and
organisations were invited to make written objatsion the proposed redistribution
and to provide comments on those objections. & wit791 objections and 26
comments on objections were received by the Comomiss the timeframe. The
augmented Electoral Commission is required by eecR (1) of the Commonwealth
Electoral Act to consider all objections in relatio the redistribution proposal and
all comments on objections.

The inquiry here today and the inquiry in Port Ma&dge provide the opportunity for
members of the public to make oral submissions eaieg those objections. The
Commonwealth Electoral Act specifies how the reifistion process is to be
conducted and which factors are to be taken into@t@. Subsection 73(4) of the
Electoral Act states that the primary consideratmrthe augmented Electoral
Commission is that each electoral division meetag@numerical requirements in
the form of the current enrolment quota and thgegted enrolment quota and the
permissible ranges within those two quotas.
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Subject to an electoral division satisfying the uical requirements, section 73,
subsection (4) also requires that we have regacdrramunities of interest.
“Communities of interest” is the economic, sociatlaegional interests. We have
regard to communication and travel, physical fezgwof the areas. The existing
boundaries are also considered, although thas igr@vided by the Act, of lesser
importance. Boundaries may change, and often theoebe compensating
adjustments to be made to ensure that the electimigions comply with the
numerical requirements, which is the paramount icenation.

The inquiry here today will be recorded and traipgsmwill be available as part of
the augmented Electoral Commission’s report, amdllitbe on the Australian
Electoral Commission’s website. We would ask peaypho are making submissions
to come to the table in front and please state tteene before they commence their
presentation. The augmented Commission’s funaetidn listen to the submissions
rather than to debate any issue.

So we will all be very interested to know and gidhn to your views, and may |
assure you that they will all be taken into consatien in the augmented
Commission’s deliberations as to whether it sh@adpt in whole or in part the
proposal formulated by the Redistribution Committédter this inquiry concludes,
the augmented Commission will consider the submmissraised orally, we will
finalise our considerations hopefully by 26 Janu20¢6, and we will endeavour to
make a public announcement as soon as practicable.

In view of the large number of persons who havéceted that they would like to
address us, we would ask you that possibly, if iptesskeep your submissions as
brief as possible. We are well aware that manyeveark commitments, and
therefore we will proceed as rapidly as possiiNew, there are two speakers who
have indicated that they need to get away urgeatlg, perhaps | will call upon the
first one immediately, Mr Bruce MacCarthy. Is MiabCarthy available? Mr
MacCarthy, if you would like to come up to the &blkere. If you would state for the
record, please, because it is being transcribed, il name and your particular role
or interest.

MR B. MacCARTHY: Yes. Good morning. Thank yar the opportunity. My
name is Bruce Edward MacCarthy, M-a-c, capital'@ grateful for the opportunity
of talking to you about the location of the boundaetween the Divisions of Reid
and Grayndler. I've lived in what’s now the Divasi of Reid for about 66 years. |
grew up in Croydon. When | became engaged in 19Awife and her family lived
in Drummoyne, and after we were married, we liveH@mebush for a few years,
and we’ve lived at our current address in Concoessi/gince 1978.

| said in my written objections that, as far | @oémember, suburbs of Drummoyne,
Russell Lea and Rodd Point have always been isahree Commonwealth division
as the suburbs of Five Dock, Chiswick, Abbotsfand &/areemba. My personal
memory goes back to the 1960s when I think Malcdeglatkay was the member for
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Evans, and then when Evans was subsumed intoehestbctorate of Lowe, the
same situation existed, and since Lowe was subsurte&eid, similarly.

Now, since then I've learnt that not only doesatlrack as far as | can remember,
but this situation has existed since Federationd,Akewise, not only have
Drummoyne and Rodd Point and Russell Lea beereisame subdivision — the
same Division as Five Dock and those other subiinditsl mentioned, for about 40
years, they've been in the same electoral divis®where | now live in Concord
West. A number of objections that you would hastersmake the same point, and
Jeanette York is one that | recall, and her numazey number 86 — objection 86.
And Dr Mark Mulcair, 1 think it might be pronounceobjection number 401, and
several others made that point.

So against — while | accept what you have said,tttieaexisting boundaries is of
lesser importance, | think giving due consideratmthat, the suburbs of
Drummoyne, Russell Lea and Rodd Point should rematne Division of Reid.
Obviously I know numbers are important, but | batiehat, subject to that, boundary
changes should be kept to the minimum. And given it's already proposed that
the south-western boundaries of the existing etatémf Reid be altered, | believe
that that’s where the adjustment should take pl#&g&d that objection that |
mentioned of Dr Mulcair includes a similar suggestias does one from a resident
of Lidcombe, a Ms Tanti.

In terms of the physical features, there’s not mihet | should add to my written
submission. To me, it is self-evident that phyjcBrummoyne, Russell Lea and
Rodd Point are closely linked to the nearby suboftieid like Chiswick,
Abbotsford, Wareemba and Five Dock than they asuti suburbs as Balmain,
Rozelle and Leichhardt. And not only that, butdeyparting from the geographical
boundaries, the current proposal leaves the boigsdaleaves some boundaries
along relatively minor roads, and this point iatsade in the submission by Dr
Mulcair.

I would like to comment on the objection by the Attiat says that there’s a strong
geographical link between the suburbs of Five Détaberfield, Russell Lea,
Drummoyne and Rodd Point and the suburbs of Leichhacal Government Area.
While it’s true that Balmain and Rozelle are rivéessuburbs and Leichhardt is also
to some extent, the same can be said for a nunfilegher suburbs, for example,
those on the northern side of Parramatta Rivewolild be just as logical to include
suburbs like Meadowbank and Ryde in the same ebgetas Abbotsford, Mortlake,
Concord, just as was the case some years agoheitectorate of Lowe.

That objection also refers to the Bay Run around [€Love, but the fact that people
use a particular sporting facility doesn’t neceisggive a community of interest
between the residents of the suburbs which surrthatdacility. For example, I'm
aware of people in the Strathfield Local Governnaeta who regularly use the Bay
Run. Similarly, the fact that there are severaling clubs on the Parramatta River
does not itself demonstrate a community of intelbesiveen the residents of
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Leichhardt Local Government Area and those of Carizaly. Any community of
interest that exists because of the rowing clultsasommunity of people who row.
And there’s no evidence that the clubs in queddi@ their membership only from
the two local government Areas.

Years ago, when | rowed for my school out of theehkardt Rowing Club, | was
living in Croydon and my school was at Homebusld, amy such community of
interest will still be stronger between the peafi®rummoyne, Russell Lea and
Rodd Point and those of Abbotsford, Chiswick, Adack, Concord and so on. If
one is going to refer to recreational facilitiesgamight point out that the fact that
golfers in those areas that are proposed to bei@sd| Drummoyne, Russell Lea and
Rodd Point, would typically look to the remaindéiReid for their recreation
because the nearby golf courses are in Five Dadkpncord and in Strathfield.

Talking about the means of communication and traagel said in my written
submission, Drummoyne and Russell Lea in particalardinked to Five Dock by
Lyons Road, a major road on which the 492 bus roatels on its way to Burwood.
| also mention the Parramatta River service femikgh links Drummoyne with
other riverside suburbs, such as Chiswick, AbbotsfGabarita and Sydney Olympic
Park. And I understand a further ferry stop is\pked for Rhodes.

In this regard, | might comment on the objectiorthiy ALP that talks about a
regular daily — daily ferry services travelling ween Drummoyne, Balmain and the
city. However, if you look at the relevant timeghbyou will find that the services
which stop at wharves in the current Division ofdR&ydney Olympic Park,
Cabarita, Abbotsford, Chiswick and Drummoyne gelheti not stop at riverside
wharves in Leichhardt, those of Birchgrove and Baimalthough some stop at
Cockatoo Island, but that's a place where very feaple, if any, reside
permanently. There is an exception in a late rsghtice on Saturdays and Sundays
and public holidays where some services to tho$eid stop at Birchgrove and
Balmain, but that is the exception rather thanrthe.

The ALP submission also refers to a number of lengces which it says links the
suburbs of Five Dock, Haberfield, etcetera, withwgbs in Leichhardt, but most of
those services as mentioned are services whichtbehd city. And naturally,
because Leichhardt is between Canada Bay andtthelsiiously the buses go
through, but many of those services, particuldrgyéxpress buses, have few services
stopping at fewer stops in Leichhardt than theyndGanada Bay. Indeed the very
first route quoted in that objection, the X04 iseam@ning peak hour service which
although it travels through Leichhardt does stauetlat all.

Community of interest. | believe there can be aold that the suburbs

Drummoyne, Russell Lea and Rodd Point have a mreditgy community of interest
with the other suburbs of Canada Bay, Burwood arati8ield than they do with the
suburbs of the Leichhardt local government arelais i recognised, for example, by
the publishers of the local newspaper the Innert\Wesirier which runs an inner-
city edition circulating in places like Balmain, Bdle and Leichhardt and a separate
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inner-west edition circulating in such suburbs asrbmoyne, Russell Lea, Rodd
Point, Five Dock, Concord, Burwood, Strathfield.

It's also recognised by the Drummoyne Communityt@eim Canada Bay which
runs a — Canada Bay City Council which runs whedlted the BayRider bus shuttle
service. This service is a community service wlticlects passengers from their
home to take them to various places. And | fouredwebsite of this and it
demonstrates the places where it will take peapleAind it's not an exhaustive list,
of course, but it mentions places like Five DocK &oncord libraries, Concord
Hospital, the Five Dock the Concord and the Rhathepping centres, the movies at
Rhodes and medical appointments in Burwood. ebsite there is not one
reference to any place in the Leichhardt local gowvent area. So there’s the
Drummoyne community service and the City of CanBdg recognising where
people in Drummoyne want to do.

The ALP objection also refers to connection betwaewople of Italian ancestry

living in the suburbs of Five Dock, Haberfield, Ral Lea, Drummoyne, Rodd
Point and “Leichhardt’s status at the birthplacéalfan migration to Sydney”.

Now, obviously there are large number of peoplé Walian ancestry in the suburbs
mentioned, but this is also the case in Concordevhkve. I've got no strong
personal connections to the Italian community,itsiimy understanding that the
Italian community would now see Five Dock as itstoe, and this is demonstrated
by the annual Ferragosto Festival celebrated ie Biwck each year. So people with
Italian heritage in Drummoyne, Russell Lea and RBdoht would have more
community of interest with Five Dock than they wabwith Leichhardt.

I will jJust mention in conclusion just a coupletbfngs about — that | also saw in the
ALP submission. It talks about demography andresred to demographic data
showing similarities between some suburbs of Leactithand some suburbs of
Canada Bay. But obviously to me, selective dataldegen presented as their
submission doesn’t contain figures for other subumbReid such as Abbotsford,
Wareemba, Chiswick, Concord, Burwood, Strathfialtl so on. And the figures
quoted are not sufficient to demonstrate that Draryme, for example, has
significantly more in common with the suburbs ofdbdardt than it does with the
other suburbs currently in Reid.

The objection also refers to Birkenhead Point whii¢hlks about being a large-scale
regional retail destination. | think that is gidithe lily a little bit. It says it draws
its primary customer base from residents withiripalar suburbs, but it later
contradicts itself by saying that Birkenhead Paaters for consumers across the
inner-west, which would indicate that it's alsoenednt to other people. Moreover, |
think the point that | made about the bay bus -ttkhbus service — it didn’t mention
Birkenhead Point as a shopping centre. It mentidgheee other much bigger and
much more significant shopping centres, namelywBod, Rhodes and the like.

So again, | think when it talks about sporting slutbagain presents selective
information. It mentions some sporting clubs ia tleichhardt local government
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area which participate in the same competitiorsoase clubs in suburbs like Russell
Lea, Five Dock and so on, but it doesn’t mentiarbslin other areas of Canada Bay
and in suburbs in Burwood and Strathfield whiclogdarticipate in the same
competitions. For example, the website of the @ohdunior Soccer Club states
that it fields teams in the Canterbury and Dist8otcer Football Association, which
takes in such areas as Drummoyne, Balmain, Leidbhand Five Dock,

Abbotsford, Concord, Strathfield and Burwood. Thisuld suggest that sporting
ties link Drummoyne and Russell Lea and Rodd Hasttas strongly in those
suburbs which are in Reid.

Similarly, reference to netball clubs does not neenGreenlees Netball Club based
in Concord — the club for which my two — two of migughters played in their youth
—Concord Briars Netball Club of Burwood United NetiClub. All of which are
mentioned on the website of the Inner-West SubNediball Association. So in brief
—in summary, when | look at the existing boundarike physical features, the
means of communication, community of interest | saa no sound reason for taking
these three suburbs Drummoyne, Rodd Point and Russeout of Reid. While
some adjustment to the boundaries are obviouskgsseey, | think it's important and
best achieved by maintaining strong natural bouagdasuch as the boundaries of the
Parramatta Rive and Iron Cove and the strong materbaundaries such as the
Hume Highway.

Obviously, I think it's appropriate that additioredectors have been included in Reid
by moving the southern boundary down to the Hurgéway, but any deletions
should come from the south-western areas of Lidepartal Auburn. These are areas
which have no long term historical connections aadommunity of interest with
suburbs like Burwood, Strathfield, Concord and Dmwyne. And there are few
geographical links between the south-west of thieeatly proposed Division and the
majority of the Division.

Residents in those areas are separated from thg af®urwood and Strathfield by
the vast bulk or Rookwood Cemetery and they haveimg in common with the
riverside suburbs such as Concord, Rhodes, Ablrdisféareemba and Five Dock.
And in conclusion, | will note that when submissamere originally made the ALP
said that an Auburn based Division combined with&k Bay fails on community
grounds, and | couldn’t have said that better niysghank you, gentlemen.

CHARIPERSON: Thank you very much, Mr MacCartlor, your views. They
have been recorded and they will certainly be awmred by us all. Thank you. Mr
Craig Laundy MP. Mr Laundy, just for the recordyudd you mind stating your full
name and your — of course, your position?

MR C.A.S LAUNDY: Yes. Thank you Chair. My narngeCraig Arthur Samuel
Laundy and | am the Federal Member for Reid.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

.REDISTRIBUTION 16.12.15R3 P-7
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

MR LAUNDY: Chair, | wanted to talk a little bibtlay. Obviously you will come
up with a decision that affects the boundariesiwitthich | operate. It's my job
then to operate and I've been raised to talk veagtcally and pragmatically and
I've had two years now of having the honour of lgetimle member for Reid and |
wanted to talk in support of the objection raisgdte Liberal Party quite clearly. If
you go back to 2010, | — four generations of myifatmave called Strathfield home
and Mr MacCarthy made mention of the fact thatdnisally the Hume Highway for
the 44 years of my life as far as | can remembetde®n a boundary to the federal
electorate of Lowe and — well Lowe pending 2010 nvties was changed to Barker
Road in Strathfield when Strathfield Burwood andycion were effectively cut in
half.

And two years ago | was elected and what is ndtepabout a lot — | know
community of interest and easily definable minircladnges to boundaries, but what
| wanted to talk a bit about today was confusionaiers. And for the last two
years, and | would suggest because of this folaitesix | wanted to just quickly
read you an email | received this morning at 7.49:

Dear Mr Laundy. | have just heard on the radiotttiee government has
announced cuts to aged care yesterday. With twenpsabout to be in need
to aged care | was hoping that you would be ablestod me some information
about that changes. Thank you in advance.

That is a resident of 32 Newton Road Strathfidltiat is in Watson. For the last
two years | have been the federal member for therdtalf of Strathfield, Burwood
and Croydon. Why? Because they don’t know thatribt. And it's not in my
nature to turn my back on anyone in need to hilpiould be easy to say, “I'm not
your federal member”; however, it’s just not myura. And the reason that is the
case is that there have been clearly defined boigsd@r long periods of time.

Mr MacCarthy made mention of the Drummoyne penasuid the fact that it dates
back to Federation. Of the 23 submissions that gmmmittee received, not one of
those submissions suggested that the Drummoynegeéaibe touched in any way.
It is indeed a Federation boundary. Even LaboMiaMacCarthy said at the end
and | couldn’t put it better — any better, thaiesad the electorate should remain in
touch — intact. Now, we have a situation in Labegsponse that we get a series of
reasons based on bus routes, which are not teimgriatGrayndler and sporting
clubs as Mr MacCarthy again has eloquently covered.

And the major sporting club of the Drummoyne peunlaswhich is taken out of my
electorate as a result of these changes is DrumenBygby Club. And | can tell
you that for four years, my son, Charlie, playeglwyifor Drummoyne Rugby Club.
We did not head south at all. We headed west tst&e Suburbs Rugby Club,
which is in Concord, to play them and over therieeplay other clubs like Hunters
Hill. It's important to note that in dealing witederal boundaries we have an
obligation to change them. | get why we’re chaggimem minimalistically; so that
we don’t confuse people. The submission thatth@draft boundaries that have
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been presented to me go to solving the problemi'treabeen dealing with for the
last two years in terms of Strathfield, Burwood &rdydon.

But if they proceed as slated, | will end up with@00 new residents of my
electorate that are technically in the divisiorGoayndler for the same reason as I've
seen for the last two years in the other half chtifield, Burwood and Croydon.
Well, that is it in a nutshell. As | say, | wantedspeak pragmatically about how
that — how it actually operates on the coal facethe front lines pending the
outcome of the changes that you will ultimatelyidec It is my strong, strong
submission that a Federation boundary like the Dnogme peninsula in which all

23 submissions to the original process suggestsdrsiact, indeed stay intact. |
don’t want to go over old ground.

I had a lot more to say but Mr MacCarthy covereeeity eloquently and | know that
time is of the essence but | would be a strongngtisupporter of the objection that
the Liberal Party has placed. And, at the lasgudss | will finish by saying that the
submissions from the Greens, the Labor Party amdlitheral Party to this process
initially, all had the Drummoyne peninsula and siaurbs of Drummoyne
peninsula, Russell Lea and Five Dock staying — Reaidt staying in place. That
represents 94 per cent of the primary vote in nay aethe last election. Now, I'm
not a statistician but that is an overwhelming nanthat when the parties
representing 94 per cent of the people in my etatd#care in consensus on what a
Federation boundary should be and should be maedai think it is an
overwhelmingly strong case for that to be the case.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
MR LAUNDY: Thank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mr Laundy. Ndwhink the next

speaker is Valentine Tyson. Mr Tyson, please comand have a seat. If you could
just state for the record, Mr Tyson, your full naarel your locality or your

particular interest.

MR V. TYSON: Yes, thank you. Valentine John Tiysd live in Bowral which is
in the heart of the electorate — Federal electmiiérosby. | get why we have to
have these boundary changes. | mean, I'm suualiralians do. And I'm here to
object to Division of Throsby being changed to tlaene of Whitlam.

| certainly don’t have any objection to the HondaleaE.G. Whitlam having an
electorate named after him. He’s a good Australidowever, this is the 280year
that Dr Charles Throsby started exploring the lHana and the Southern Highlands
of New South Wales and not many people know tAateast that I've found out

that not many people know it and I think that'slpably one of the most important
reasons why it should stay as Throsby. There tieee — there are other electorates
around there. There is Hume and there is MacartBoth of these electorates are

.REDISTRIBUTION 16.12.15R3 P-9
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

named after famous explorers in the early daydedd, Hamilton Hume is an
Australian, born in Australia.

Now, these electorates have always been togethdeed, back in 1818, Throsby
and Hume explored together and in 1821, ThrosbyMachrthur explored together.
For all of those reasons — from Camden down tois®&ay and then inland down to
Goulburn and through to Yass and everything in betw— Macarthur’s not been
threatened as taking away the name of that eleéetaral neither is Hume and | don’t
think Throsby should be either. Just in the middfléhat, | mean, we don't think — a
lot of people in our electorate don't think we’vet@nough time to object to this. |,
myself, only found out within two weeks of the dlgg date of the objections and
made mine but there are many people that didn’t‘amgure if the original
Commission had dared to put out a lot of noticeualiwis, it would’ve been a lot of
submissions.

Regardless of Throsby being a safe Labor seapdbple are aware that Throsby is a
famous name in the electorate. There are stilplgewamed Throsby living in the
lllawarra and in the Southern Highlands. The Thyaswanor is still in Moss Vale.
After Dell Throsby died a few years ago, the proyppassed into the hands of the
New South Wales government but has recently beantierm leased to a Throsby
returning from Europe. There are also many familieat are not Throsbys way back
when Throsby opened up the lush lands of the liteavi®» farming and dairying and
then later made submissions to Governor Macquarigriints to other farmers so
they could make and produce food because baclogettlays in the early 1800s, the
lllawarra was starving for food.

And it was Throsby who started farming, cattle fangnand then dairying and then
with his efforts through Governor Macquarie, gotdagrants for other farmers to
produce food in that region. And there are stithflies producing food in the
lllawarra and the Southern Highlands that go badkdse people, some of them on
the same property. The Throsbys were kindly aradily to the Indigenous people.
Their property at Moss Vale was often used for@oorees where hundreds of
people would gather, have their fun and their tamd enjoyment and then go back
to where they came from, and that was held on eegudcasions when it was
required. As | said before, five generations ofoBbys lived in the region since
1815 and there are still Throsbys there.

| just think that as much as I've said about Mr ¥\mh deserving having something
named after him, | just don’t think — and lots ebple in this region do not think —
that Throsby is the seat to give the Whitlam nat'ra. not proposing to tell you how
to do your work but imploring you to look furthemésee if we can find something
for Mr Whitlam, maybe in Melbourne. That's where Wwas born, he’s originally a
Victorian. | understand that Werriwa is a Federageat so it cannot be changed.
So I don’'t know what you can do there but | woulstjlove to see Throsby, Hume
and Macarthur stay together and lots of our pewplee region want that. Those
three men explored a lot of New South Wales arsdHtSince boundaries have been
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boundaries, those three have had collective boiesdargether and | just don’t think
it's — after 200 years, it’s ripe for the pickingthank you very much for your time.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you. Thank you, Mr Tiystor your contribution.
The next speaker is Leanne Morrison. Ms Morrisbyou would be good enough
please to state your full name and your particulizrest.

MS L. MORRISON: Mr Chairman, Leone Marianne Meaom.
CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MS MORRISON: Paddington. And I'm concerned abmuting our community of
Wentworth into Sydney. I’'m speaking to the natitamnogenous qualities of the
suburb of Paddington and why we should stay asrplaie suburb in the electorate
of Wentworth on the grounds of section 66(3)(b)p@i), community of interest and
point (iv) consideration given to the physical teat of the area. Paddington was an
outpost of early Sydney. A self-sufficient villageowing around the Victoria
Barracks. It grew from domestic industries likeaindairies walking the cows out to
the common each day, the brewery on the southo$i@xford Street and the

distillery in the Trumper Park area on the north&de and on the light industries of
quarrying and small manufacturing spread throughstiburb.

Paddington as a whole suburb had its own municipahcil till 1948. In modern

life we share public schools on both sides of Gkfstreet, town hall and library on
the north side and the post office across the oveithe northern side — south side
and northern side, | should say. Churches arb®sduth side and we do our food
shopping on the northern side of Oxford Streeterfgone comes to the south side to
see films and we enjoy the café society throughteisuburb. Physically we are of
Victorian build reflecting those early days befoegs when workers were employed
locally and businesses were locally owned and tiithe workers cottages and
grander terraces for the middle-class.

A suburb planned for walking with Jack living clasehis master. Our street plans
do not resemble Surry Hills or Moore Park. The Hiddings of the 1800s were
subdivided into a town plan of a pedestrian comityunThe Victorian architecture
of Paddington does not fit the stadia and the gastéurb of Moore Park. We are a
closely settled community and we are very strong @smmunity enjoying the
cosmopolitan lifestyle of suburbia mixed with cuéilfeatures: art galleries and art
school, café culture and evening entertainments. cOmMmunity is a blend of
families and single people. We are convenientddkvin the city and Paddington is
rich in things to do, so as a suburb we work amy plose to home.

Finally, my vote is more comfortable sitting in thnlieu of Wentworth voters. We
are an eastern suburbs residential community.eRtigsive are fortunate to have the
Prime Minster as our local member with accessdmfiice. The New South Wales
Government recognises us a whole electorate: Wwhgge it for the federal? Thank
you for listening to me.
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CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you. Thank you, Ms N&won, for your
contribution also. Next, Mr George Christodoulddr Christodoulou, would you
please state your full name for the record and pauticular interest or locality?

MR CHRISTODOULOU: My name is George Christodouémd I'm a director of
the Venus Reception Centre, a small business iauherb of Kogarah currently
within the electoral Division of Barton. FirstpMould like to thank you for the
opportunity to speak. And as a small business owtthin the electorate of Barton
the redistribution between Barton and Cook hagdat®ncerned within our local
businesses and customers. The current Federal dteshBarton Mr Nickolas
Varvaris MP has served on Kogarah Council for dvéyears and, in this time, has
been a huge supporter of small business in thé dmea and | am comfortable with
my relationship with him has developed via the aolas a federal member and a
community member.

As a business owner | identify as part the St Geoegion. To be included in the
electorate of Cook, a Sutherland Shire dominatect@tate, would not truly reflect
the interests and issues of the local area omttadl usinesses located within the
new boundaries. Personally, at a function venueagalarly hold events for local
sporting, community and social groups. One comaemwominator is that all these
groups and associations identify as part of th@eirge region. This extends to the
local business awards which are awarded to smalhbsses specifically within the
St George region. Additionally, the ElectorateCafok has never been inclusive of
the St George region.

The electoral Division of Cook has never had taesent the concerns of small
businesses within the St George region. | wolke 1o see the establishment — the
established relationship develop within — with th@eral member and small
businesses within the region to continue. The gubtiKogarah in which my small
business is located has always been within thécebte of Barton ever since the —
its establishment in 1922, and thus, of courseguldlike to see this remain as part
of Barton. | sincerely hope you take these corgeno account, and therefore |
oppose the current redistribution of the Cook-Bastectorate. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you, for your contrilutialso, Mr Christodoulou.
The next speaker is Brenton Moore and Will Mrongsyplease. Mr Moore and Mr
Mrongovius, would you please be good enough t@ statir full names and you
locality or your interest.

MR MOORE: Yes. Good morning. My name is Gefatdnton Hentingmore,
known as Brenton Moore. And my resident address Faddington.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR MRONGOVIUS: Chairman, gentlemen, my name idlim Martin
Mrongovius. I'm a resident of Paddington.
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CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR MRONGOVIUS: Thank you for the opportunity t@ise our concerns with you
today. Brenton lives in the part of Paddingtonahhis south Paddington. I'm a
resident of west Paddington. These are both sectbPaddington on either side of
Victoria Barracks which under the proposed redstion will be split from the rest
of Paddington, which is on the other side of OxfStceet. Before | go on, can | also
note that I'm president of the Paddington Society part of the reason I'm here is to
explain why that’s relevant. We disagree with thigposal to split Paddington.
Paddington clearly complies with section 66(3)(bdhe Act, it has a community of
interest as the previous — Leonie Morrison saidentalk.

It is a community. Itis one suburb. It is sumded by — well, | mean, the Moore
Park Road is a major arterial road. To cut ofaa pf Paddington and have that
physical barrier is just unbelievable, in a sehsg we can — we understand the
purpose of it, but we don't think it's correct. 1874, Paddington was declared a
heritage conservation zone; the first suburb ostralia to have that honour. It's on
the National Trust Register. We believe it is @dibly important in this day and age
that a heritage suburb like Paddington remain traaboth the state and federal level
so that it can be dealt with as one unit.

But apart from that, it is actually a communitylaoth side of Oxford Street, and |
think you will have noticed from the up to 300 pietiers that you received on this
iIssue the community is very strongly against tincgpsed change. We believe
there’s a simple solution: the boundary shouldaieras Moore Park Road and then
South Dowling Street, and that little section wédwe there’s only about two and a
half thousand people, or voters, as such, and ievitre projections we don't see that
growing much in the future. It's very tightly pdated as it is at the moment. So
that’s briefly it. We oppose that change. We warkeep Paddington together, so
thank you for that. And, Brenton, anything to add?

MR MOORE: No. Simply in summary, if the Commasi or the inquiry would
entertain the possible solution to the problem w&pose, which is bring that
boundary from Oxford Street down to Moore Park RBaddington remains one.
Simple as that. Thank you, gentlemen, for youetim

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much for yoantibutions. They will be
certainly taken into consideration.

MR MRONGOVIUS: Thank you.
MR MOORE: Thank you.
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. The next speaker is imJMcNamara. Mr

McNamara would you also please for the record gtabe full name and also your
particular location or your interest.
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MR J.T. McNAMARA: Thank you very much, Mr Chairma My name is John
Thomas McNamara from Exeter, and | represent tregee¥illage Association and
the Southern Villages Group, which is also a joinjector to the redistribution
within the Throsby and Hume electorates. We mhlesubmission on behalf of the
three villages the Southern Villages Group reprissemhose villages are Exeter,
Bundanoon and Penrose and are to be consideredréalistributed in the new
electorate of Whitlam.

The Southern Villages Group was formed in partwercome the difficulties that
small rural communities experience when isolatechfadministration. A perception
of not being listened to or overlooked by theigkarneighbour only adds to the
concerns of more isolated communities. It's naha&ue phenomenon, but it is
important to these small communities that they éeeinected to similar
communities with similar history, aspirations axgectations.

The electoral Division of Hume is based in the @tyGoulburn, with many small
towns and villages similar in size and nature ttséhof the southern part of the
Wingecarribee Shire. It is those towns and villag&hin the current Division of
Hume that Exeter, Bundanoon and Penrose feel nigsed to in all aspects of their
daily life. Being on the further reaches of ther8lboundaries, difficulties in
accessing services, being overlooked by administraind feelings of isolation are
no different to what the residents now perceivdadbtappen should they be attached
to a faraway electoral district in which thereiidd in common with towns and cities
that constitute the Division of Throsby.

The villages of Exeter, Bundanoon and Penrose diveahain in the same electorate
for the sake of electoral continuity, voter identaind affinity with their region’s
elected representative. On the AEC website,t& Bfl the towns and villages that
currently are within the district of Throsby. Buis important that there is a
description of the type of activities that takegalan both Throsby and Hume. Under
the description for Throsby, steelworks, mininggieeering, light and heavy
manufacturing, transport, tourism, constructioangport, dairy farming and retalil
industries. For that of Hume, it is described as:

Mixed farming, grazing, fat lambs, fruit, vegetahleine, timber and textiles.
The area is noted for its fine wool with Goulbueirly the home of the Big
Merino. Young is famous for the cherry capitaNefw South Wales and
Cootamundra as the birth place of Sir Donald Bradma

..... to demonstrate that the product and indwstifehe Hume electorate are more
relevant to the activities of the three southeltages of Wingecarribee Shire than
those of the electorate of Throsby. The origiaal grant for Exeter area for 500
acres to James Badgery, the area being surveyiPihand the deed being issued in
1822. This was to allow Badgery to expand his gleeel cattle grazing concerns.
Later, Badgery was granted 201 acres in Exeterjrahf34 it was consolidated into
1920 acres and named Vine Lodge. It was uporptison of land that Exeter
Village was settled.
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It's important for this Committee to understand ismues that differentiate lives,
backgrounds and activities of the residents of &xé&undanoon and Penrose with
those of the lllawarra. All of Exeter and Penrssansewered, a service that is
considered essential to residents living in anmidel environment. Many streets,
lanes and roads are unsealed, an issue that woulteraccepted by an urbanised
residential community. Outside of our villagesrgnare small rural holdings with
larger acreage to the west consisting of mixedcaditire, wine grape orchards and
grazing. Tourism is seen as a contributing soaféecome. The communities are
affected by rural economies, whilst the lllawasg@redominantly concerned with
heavy industry, manufacturing and mining.

Within Exeter Village, there are a small numbehoiises in a less formalised street
layout, which is different even to the urbanisechgp of our neighbouring Moss
Vale and more so the lllawarra. Exeter Villagsesviced by one general store and
post office, art gallery, antiques store, one chueacprimary school and a village
hall. We have no postal deliveries, an occurrerateexperienced by urban
communities. We have poor or little mobile receptiwhich reflects how little
interest is shown by governments at all levelstatabs in providing services to
small communities when compared to larger neighthmanls. We only rely on a
volunteer fire brigade, which provides fire fighgiosoverage in a mixed terrain
bordering on a national park.

Residents are concerned with rural issues, pegicatéon, feral animals,
environmental weeds, water conservation and tlee likhere is a lack of public
transport to larger centres in the lllawarra andrigy, which isolates the smaller
communities and binds them together for their ounvigal. Exeter and villages to
the south are different in socioeconomic strat#h Vititle in common with the
lllawarra. Climatically, the Southern Highlands@nsiderably different to the
lllawarra.

The closest centre to the three affected villagésxeter, Bundanoon and Penrose is
Moss Vale. The difference between the two commesitould not be more
different. Moss Vale was founded as a service tiawiBowral and the Southern
Highlands. There are small industries supportisgnall industries supporting the
area have grown up around the rail line. Cattlessand now car sales have
dominated the economy. Recent housing developnbased on small lot sizes is
more in keeping with the type of development teageaen in the Illawarra. And
Moss Vale is a direct conduit between the Hume weghand the lllawarra, carrying
large volumes of road transport.

Our relationship to Goulburn is significant. Trpo# is less than 40 minutes by
road. We have regular bus and train services wdmetwell patronised. Goulburn is
a service centre for our rural supplies and supp@dulburn has similar agricultural
outputs as the southern villages of the WingeceeriBhire. The small villages of
Hume are experiencing the same issues for theutadiothe NBN as those that are
being suffered by those villages in the Wingecailshire. Much of Exeter,
Bundanoon and Penrose suffer from little or no neotverage, similar to rural
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areas of the Hume electorate. The civic servi¢éealth, education and policing of
the southern villages are more naturally aligneithiwithe current Hume division. In
policing, the Hume Local Area Command, which segsgithe southern villages, is
located in the Southern Tablelands.

The southern villages of the Wingecarribee Shieepart of the Capital Country
because of their proximity to Goulburn and Canbeilrae southern rail line is an
essential artery of commerce and transport. Qatioe to the lllawarra is somewhat
strained. It's a difficult road access. While @an access the lllawarra, it is subject
to a number of variables, such as road closureasth@eand accidents. There is poor
public transport. There is little transport betwélee Highlands and the coast and
cannot service the needs of the Wingecarribeeastsd The service industries of
the lllawarra do not provide the type of produetguired by a farming or rural
community.

At the present time, the boundary for the Hume Bmasby passes through the
village and the farms of Exeter, separating res&lamo two electoral districts.
Whilst the proposed inclusion of Exeter in totatl@undanoon and Penrose into the
new Division of Whitlam would overcome the curresgues associated with the
community being divided between two electoratesoitild not address the general
proposition that these villages are better seryeldding included in the Hume
electorate.

It is our submission that these towns and commesghould be included in the
Hume electorate for the reasons I've stated, aatithie boundary line be drawn at
Oldbury Road and the Hume Freeway to the northwgestg to the southern railway
line in the northeast, across Werai-Greenhills Roatie east. This would
effectively make the Meryla State Forest the phaldboundary with the existing
electorate of Throsby. This boundary is currentigd by the Fire Service to
separate Moss Vale and Exeter’s areas of respétysibi

We submit that, should this Committee take the Wie&t our proposal to include
Exeter and villages to the south in the electoodtdume, then we would make no
further comment in renaming of the electorate afoSby. However, should our
submission not persuade such a change, then vaentgmvould like to address that
issue with you. The electorate was named in 1984has significant historical
connection to the Southern Highlands. Dr Charle®3by was an early resident,
pastoralist, explorer and member of the New Sou#thed/Legislative Council. His
legacy in Moss Vale, in the Moss Vale area and3thethern Highlands is well-
documented. However, it must not be overlooketllifsanephew, Charles Throsby-
Smith, is recognised as the founder of Wollongamgi his connection to the
lllawarra is significant.

The federal electorate of Hume, the subject of tasstribution, was named after
Hamilton Hume, an early explorer, and equally digant in terms of the historical
association to that area as Throsby is to the Higld and to the lllawarra. We take
the view that although there is precedent in resdigg past prime ministers by
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naming electorates, it would be far more approgriatrename a Sydney electorate
with tangible connections to the late Prime Ministéerm. Removing the name
Throsby from this electoral division disconnects thistorical ties with the Southern
Highlands and the lllawarra.

Substituting the name of a former Prime Ministeovilas had no real association
with the area would be disingenuous to the membtigeoformer Prime Minister and
would overlook the historical connection of the d$tsy family to the Southern
Highlands and to the lllawarra. The Exeter Villaggsociation has the support of
the Exeter community and the Southern Villages @rowlacing before this
Committee the compelling reason why the villag&wréter, together with
Bundanoon and Penrose, should be included in dotosal district of Hume.
Approximately 3000 additional voters would not afféhe projected enrolment
quota. Thank you, Mr Chair.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, Mr McNamara. That hasrbeery, very
comprehensive. The next speaker is Mr Michael Wiatgse, please. Is Mr
Waterhouse available?

MR M. WATERHOUSE: Yes, .....

CHAIRPERSON: I'm sorry, Mr Waterhouse, | didn'yeur shirt blended in the
same colour as the chair. Mr Waterhouse, wouldptease state your full name and
your particular interest.

MR WATERHOUSE: Thank you, Mr Chairman. My nam&ighael Waterhouse.
| reside in Paddington, and | wish to speak abloeifproposed transfer of part of
Paddington from the seat of Wentworth to the sé8ydney. | wish to make two
main points concerning the proposed split of Pagtdim between the Divisions of
Sydney and Wentworth: firstly, that the proposedistribution doesn’t adequately
have regard for the criteria in section 66(3)(b)r&f Commonwealth Electoral Act
which the Redistribution Committee is required emsider; secondly, that the
demographics of South Paddington mean that, in fiaetCommittee does not need
to split Paddington to achieve a redistributiort fals within its own range of
tolerance.

On the first of these, section 66(3)(b) of the Canmealth Electoral Act requires
the Redistribution Committee to give consideratmseveral criteria. Three of them
are particularly relevant here: the communityntérests, the physical features and
area, and the boundaries of existing state divssidRegarding the first of these,
community of interests, | would note first that thap issued in connection with the
proposed new division incorrectly identifies theato be transferred to the Division
of Sydney as Moore Park.

If the proposed new boundaries reflect, in pavigav that the southern side of
Oxford Street is actually a different suburb, thieis is wrong; there is no suburb of
Moore Park. The south side of Oxford Street isditagton and shares the same
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postcode as the north side. That there is a contynofninterests is reflected in the
existence of the Paddington Society, as Will Mrongs noted earlier, which
represents the interests of members from all pdaddington, north and south;
also, that the broader area, as Will noted, coragttise Paddington heritage
conservation zone. We also share the same hishagame terrace housing, the
same schools, the same parks, the same shoppriggdy¢he same post office, and
SO on.

Contrast this with the inner city area to the wad#sSouth Dowling Street, where
Darlinghurst, Surry Hills, Redfern and Woolloomomjavhich comprise the seat of
Sydney, have many features in common with eachr didwemore than with
Paddington. Turning now to the second criterigjsptal features and area. Oxford
Street is the spine of Paddington. The land &alMay on either side, making it a
homogenous entity within which Victorian terracexibing predominates on both
sides. Oxford Street is the glue that binds défifieparts of our suburb together, not
an arterial road that defines our differences aetatuates them.

Turning to the third criteria, the boundaries oiséirg state divisions, | would

simply point out that all of Paddington falls withihe electoral district of Sydney.
Turning now to the demographics of the area, Aliatrdureau of Statistics data
indicates that there are around 10,000 people tifigage in Paddington as a whole.
The area south of Oxford Street is approximatelp@0cent of the area of
Paddington; that’'s excluding Victoria BarrackshisTsuggests that there are about
2000 electors in the area; call it two and a tratisand to be on the safe side.

The Redistribution Committee proposes to transégt9%lectors from the Division
of Wentworth to the Division of Sydney, althouglt#n transfer as few as 5330
electors and still remain within its range of tallece. So it is proposing to transfer
4349 more electors than it actually needs to. &letherefore no need to transfer
the two thousand to two and a half thousand ele@b&outh Paddington to the
Division of Sydney.

As a footnote, in considering any further redisitibn in future, the Committee
should perhaps look to transfer electors from #chside suburbs of Clovelly,
Bronte and Tamarama on the following grounds:rgel@aection of these suburbs fall
within the Randwick LGA; an even larger sectioltsfaithin the State Division of
Coogee; there is, thirdly, a strongly identifiab@mmunity of interest in the
beachside suburbs; and finally, the physical festlinking the beachside suburbs
are obvious. Thank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, Mr Waterhou$@ose views will also be
considered. Mr Nathan Quigley. Mr Nathan Quigl&omeone went outside.
Maybe they've gone to get him. Well, we might mave and we will jump over,
and if he is available later, he will be recallédow, Mr Bruce Adams from Forbes
Shire. Mr Adams, if you could also state your fudime, please, and any particular
interest you have.
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MR B.H. ADAMS: Yes. My name is Bruce Harvey Adsmand I’'m a resident of
Forbes in Central West of New South Wales.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, thank you.

MR ADAMS: Just letting you know there is — arepke over the other side of the
mountains. What our objection is, the moving & Borbes Shire from Calare into
the Riverina electorate, which means to conneotitanearest city where the local
member will be, will be a four hour drive insteddacmone and a half hour drive. All
of this is laid out very clearly in the Forbes Bechrof the National Party’s
submissions, also Forbes Shire Council, etcetérateza.

So it just doesn’t conform with the requiremengareling community interest. All
of our connections, education and health, mediavdheOrange. Just doesn’'t make
any sense and it's just something else that gossrt@mf upset country people, with
city people organising things for country peopliewould be nice if someone drove
out every now and again and found out what we thbu@hank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you. Thank you, Mr AdanThat — your views will
also be considered. Mr — can Councillor Sedrak. réading off a handwritten list

so | may have mispronounced your name. Would yogdod enough to please state
it.

MR P. SEDRAK: Sure. My name is Paul Sedrak amcal representative — a
councillor at Rockdale City Council under Bartorddr- I'm here to speak in
objection to the Barton boundary change with Cobkst of all, thank you very
much. When I first heard about this change, nuogeresidents from the
community, businessmen, various community grouplsearen sporting teams have
made representation to me. And | understand liese theeds to be a review;
however, | was — | was surprised to hear aboutctégge between Barton and Cook
and I, therefore, strongly object to this chang§ed | have put a summary together
of what residents have, you know, outlined to migetlver it be through phone calls
or emails. Point number 1 — sorry, I'm trying s keep it — it's easier for you to
write as well, isn't it.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR SEDRAK: Okay. So point number 1. The St Gearegion has always been a
separate identity to Sutherland Shire. Bartonuef3ook. This long tradition has
separated rivals, community groups, sporting teanaseven people. The water is
our natural divide, whether it be Tom Uglys BridgeCaptain Cook Bridge, it has
always been our natural divide between Barton amakC | emphasise between
Barton and Cook. | am not trying to politicisestim any format. This is not a
Liberal or Labor or a Green. | don’t represens thide or that side. This is
something that is — has been a long and greatrizigtdradition between one of
Sydney’s great communities, Barton and Cook. Tt@ebdrge region and the
Sutherland Shire.
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The proposed division divides not only these gceatmunity groups but also
divides my local Council of Rockdale and even Kadpaand | believe this is an
important — it's very important in regard to thérastructure that we have got in St
George region, which is very separate and diffet@that of Cook and Sutherland
Shire. My number — that’s my first big issue. BBcond big issue that | have put
together is in over the past year or so there kas b recent proposal for
amalgamation between Rockdale Council and Kogammé€ll. And only until
recent, Rockdale and Kogarah have put somethingaper that we are happy to go
forward in council amalgamations. Both Kogarah Rodkdale represent — or
Barton is represented of them, making up St George.

Now, what we’re doing here — there was no issuéawik or Sutherland Shire. This
boundary change is a direct contradiction to cduaroalgamation. | realise this is a
federal issue and | realise this is going to afédictesidents but what | put forward
here to you now, gentlemen and ladies, is that wiesisage are we sending those
ratepayers of the St George community as well @aStitherland Shire? | strongly
believe, with all due respect — and | understaatl yobu have got to do what you
have got to do but this is not a logical bounddrgrnge. There must be a better
solution. When [ travel in my Rockdale neighbowti@nd we go down from — all
the way from Brighton all the way to Captain Coakdge and Tom Uglys — people
know where St George is and know what'’s strong athai.

And you — then you ask people from Sutherland Shire you happy to work down
at Rockdale and they will tell you, hell no. We aery different and distinct and |
think what’s very important is that I'm here to repent our community. The old St
George County Council is a good template for theruof St George Council.
Historically, geographically, it is the proof whitlas been in existence for more than
150 years. We're talking about in the 1850s — yoght prove me wrong but
looking at Wikipedia and some of the original eklef the community, the Gadigal
People who are part of the Eora Nation, their regméation has given us some
evidence that it goes back — white settlementemattea has gone back further than
the 1850s and obviously Aboriginal culture has gead settlement obviously
prior to 1770, 1788.

Captain Cook came to the Sutherland Shire. Cadkink that's where the division
needs to be. That river, that body of water ismlike division is. Sorry to trivialise
this. My history is a teacher in history and I'mry passionate about this little cause
so — we teach this every day to our kids. WheedHirst Fleet first — you know.

They did come down to Brighton prior to 26 Januafjey came down to Brighton
but they didn’t like it. They kept going. Theyddit like it. So First Fleet ended up
landing on 26 January 1788 at — as we know nowt tigere next to Parliament
House. But they did pass by Brighton but it wasated.

So we don’t want another rejection here. What vaatwl guess, is a division that is
clear. To give you some more historical evidemice Local Government Act 1919
provides — provided for the establishment of thentry districts to the groups — part
thereof — the municipalities in the shire and thithe direct tradition that we have
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got in the area. What we’re proposing here todayhat is before us is potentially
four separate government areas with four separ&e. NNow, | know we’re trying
to, you know — big thing over the past few year®isut out red tape, combine,
unify, amalgamate. | see this is as a direct eminttion between what St George is
doing and between Sutherland Shire and what thelgineg.

So therefore, to conclude, to represent the pebplehave come forward to me,
Rockdale City Council, | truly believe, to keep mature and historical boundaries,
going back over 150 years, between St George artdrBanified and between Cook
and Sutherland Shire unified. This is where welseal, state and federal have a
clear Division. So please, | urge that we keegeiér and divide it. Let the
waterway divide us. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much, councillor, Yaur contribution. | might
just recall — all right. We will move on to CheMyeller please. Ms Weller, would
you please state your full name and your localitparticular interest.

MS C.A. WELLER: Okay. My full name is Cheryl AatWeller, resident of
Macarthur — representing Macarthur.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MS WELLER: | am objecting to the change of Mabartas | previously lived just
outside Macarthur which then came under Hume. Whis changed at least three
times in the past. | feel the amount of area yoatwish to change is way too far out
of the Hume'’s electoral ..... At this stage | niiyde not have to change, but my
daughter will probably as she is in the Eldershes. | recently am having to
communicate with Mr Russell Matheson MP Macarthyrdaughter would not be
able to drive to Goulburn herself to voice her agirwhich will affect the locals in
Camden. Also, what is going to happen to Camdesphial and any other local
LGASs in the area?

Since sending in this proposal | feel also that ewso is in the Hume wouldn’t know
what or how much the south-west Sydney people baee involved within the
Badgerys Creek Airport. As for the name Macartitushould stay within this title
and not Bradman. Thank you for listening.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much. Is Mrsfin Evans available,
please? Mr Evans, would you also please statefyilurame for the record and also
your particular interest or locality.

MR EVANS: No worries. My name is Austin WilliaEvans. I'm the — a bit close
there — Mayor of Murrumbidgee Shire, a National rhem- Nationals member and
many other organisations I'm a member of; howethes, submission is my own
personal submission as | have not has time to tieve all the detail of my
submissions endorsed by those entities even thbdglelieve that they would
support it. | have had my objection submissiorpsued by six comments out of
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the 26 on the objections and more have indicatettitey would have supported it
had they had more time. | think the starting p@nt's important to recognise it
upfront that every localised request has impacis fihe inevitable necessary follow
on that impact was beyond the local area.

That is the nature of this puzzle. And that's wih&: it's a very complex puzzle
we’ve got to try and sort out that we’re all tryitggwork on here. | guess the —
we’re trying to do the least total harm or the ntostl good. Not everyone can get
everything they want. Some will have to lose fag greater good. But the greatest
total good is the ultimate goal of this processiofonally, everyone wants their
electorate or area to have priority, but | thingiomal electorates have a legitimate
claim for priority. Why? One single factor: diste. These electorates are already
disadvantaged because they are isolated and cogerdieas making it harder for
their MPs to represent them as easily can be reptieg a small electorate.

My presence today illustrates that perfectly. &digipate in this part of the
democratic process to appear before this inquirg teay and because of the short
notice and the high price of getting airfares ai/\ahort notice my only alternative
by the time | arranged time off work to come hermaty was to jump in my car last
night at 10 o’clock; drive 170 kilometres to Wagwadnich is our current electoral
centre; hop on a train that left Wagga at 22 padhat arrived here at 7 o’clock this
morning. In that process | got about three holasps so if I'm a bit seedy |
apologise: that's the reason. But that’s typafaivhat we have to face in the
regional areas of New South Wales, and so it is¢oessing our elected
representatives and also for our elected repretbeggdo access us.

Therefore, to try and alleviate some of that disad&ge, and | stress it is only some
of the disadvantage — it will not get rid of it blit it's one way we can address some
of is that those regional areas need to be giviemifyrin this process. A good
example of what I'm talking about is to compare dnaft solution to my and the
original National Party’s solution for southern N&wouth Wales and their respective
negative end impacts, because, as | said befay athfollow through and cause
negative impacts. The draft, from my reading pprtoritises the gap between
Wollongong and southern Sydney as a boundary arwiorks south and west from
there.

It also prioritises putting Broken Hill with Dubband there are impacts that flow on
from that decision. And | would just like to commet the time that that was
actually my starting point when | wanted to workatiigh this process was actually
to try and put Dubbo in — Broken Hill in with Dubjdout there are so many flow on
effects that are negative that | ended up abandanimhen | put my proposal in.
The first priority of the draft results in having push electorates south and some
inland to the Southern Highlands. So the — thadgirg that natural boundary
between Wollongong and southern Sydney resultsat t

That's not too bad as you work your way down thastauntil you reach Eden-
Monaro, which butts into the Victorian border ahdrefore has to move west to get
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the numbers required over the highest part of tteat@®ividing Range even though
there is comments made both within the Act andiwithe report from the
Committee that — trying to avoid going either sideéhe Great Diving Range. So it
pushes over that into Tumut and Tumbarumba andtisdhe Yass Valley. In
combination with the Broken Hill decision, the MIhich is the area | come from,
so it's Griffith, Leeton, Narrandera, Murrumbidggkire, the Murrumbidgee
Irrigation Area has to move into Farrer to get Eathe numbers required.

What that means is that 30,000 voters increasdisit@nce from their electoral
centre — the place where their MP lives, has thifice — increases that distance
from around about 150 ks plus or minus a bit — iggdus — to around 250
kilometres. In contrast, my solution and the arajiNational Party’s solution works
from the other way with the end negative being pant being the northern part of
Wollongong.

So it works from the west and as | said keeps Brd##é with Albury and then

works those electorates up through Eden-Monaravamees north. The one possible
solution — and I don’t know these areas so it'yaary much a desktop — but one
possible solution, probably the worst one for peaplthose areas — and they would
hate me saying this — is that the northern halvotlongong — 50,000-odd voters
would have to combine 50,000 voters from southgam8y — southern parts of
Sydney to form enough to give an electorate.

Now, that sounds bad on paper, but we need tchatiirt perspective. If we did that,
and that’s not necessarily a given, but if we tiak the entire electorate would only
be 50 to 60 kilometres long via a four lane highway reasonably frequent rail line.
Those opportunities aren’t available to peoplehmregional parts of New South
Wales. This is not in the same league as the itamat west. We are talking an
order of magnitude difference. Tens of kilometaher than — compared to
hundreds of kilometres out west. Hence my conctpbter kilometres that |
mentioned in my comments. That’s simply a wayay Isow far each voter has to
travel to get to their local member — to get tarthegional — their electorate centre.

In the case of Griffith there’s something of theerof 18,000 — off the top of my
head — voters there that currently have to tragélKilometres to get to Wagga.
With the new version — the draft proposal they widwve to travel 277 kilometres
to get to Albury. So you just multiple that distarby the number of voters there to
give you voter kilometres. | believe that thimigood way to try and quantify
unemotionally the impact that — on a consistenishas not just subjectively — not
just based on someone’s opinion and to do it achess/hole state for any solution
to the puzzle. As | said before, any time you makkecision on one thing it has
ramifications that carry on, but this sort of metblmgy can give you a consistent
answer across the state.

| guess the Act defines how the Commission hasmaecup with the electorates.
The first priority, and the one that it states velgarly as the highest priority and |
don’t think many people would argue with even tHosgme individuals have tried

.REDISTRIBUTION 16.12.15R3 P-23
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

to argue it is that you need a certain number téngoin each electorate within the
tolerance trying to preserve as close to possiidep@rson one vote. | think most of
us agree with that one and it's there in the legjsh .....

The next priority to my mind is voter kilometresla® expressed it there before.
This is covered in the Act in the lines that haeerbread before about
communication and travel. To date, in the repanid, | guess, as it's expressed in
the Act, it has only been done in a qualitative Wwaged on opinion. My proposal
puts that — an objective, quantitative way of meaguravel in particular. And
generally where there’s travel, the communicationatiails in with that fairly well.
The Act is silent on whether travel and communaais a higher priority than
community of interest. | believe it should be, ¥leough the Act doesn’t
specifically say that, and the reasons for thhesause it is measurable, not based on
opinion.

The closest travel distance nearly always captinesommunity of interest.
Generally, if you're talking about the communittbat are closest together, they're
generally the communities of interest. CommunitiEsterest are very rarely
further away. So if you're talking about commuestiof interest, generally they're
either the same distance or closer. The solubiahltm advocating and that was the
National Party’s original submission is nearly fooitlion voter kilometres better
than the draft. That's a substantial impact. et priority as | see it should be
community of interest. Again, this is mentionedhe Act and has been followed
but as noted from a large number of objections fregional New South Wales, it
indicates that perhaps the draft does not delhisrgriority well in the regional
areas.

Everywhere from Forbes, wider down through the Rn&in our southern areas
over to Tumbarumba, Tumut, it's not doing the jétnd then the last priority should
be minimal change. In the Act I think it's everfided as a lower priority but it's
still important to try and do if you can. | beleethere are better solutions to this
puzzle than the draft has presented us, such asimthe original Nationals
submission which is fairly identical.

| believe that they deliver better on the letted #me intent of the Act, particularly in
regional New South Wales. And as | said beforat'srsupported by six of the 26
comments in the objections, who have said thatisresway that — and those
comments range from people like Bruce Adams of €arkght through to Griffith
Shire Council, the — a couple of other communitgugs in Forbes as well as
Carrathool Shire Council and there are many otiwas would have expressed it.

Leeton Shire Council missed the cut off time areteéhwas plenty of others that |
spoke to that said that they were — that thatadfgstoposal meets a lot better their
communities of interest and the travel distanceggmonal New South Wales. And
as | said, the regional areas need to be priaditicgeduce some of the naturally
occurring representative disadvantage that thessesdace. Thank you.
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CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, Mr Evans, and, well, @@nmmission appreciates the
travel you've undertaken to be here. | noticetime. It's 11 o’clock. | think we
might take a short break. So we might break fomlhutes or so and then we will
resume.

ADJOURNED [11.01 am]

RESUMED [11.20 am]

CHAIRPERSON: Well, ladies and gentlemen, we willv resume the hearing.
And the next speaker is Jan Mapledoram. Ms Mapédpwould you please for the
record give your full name and what your localityyour particular interest, please.

MS J. MAPLEDORAM: My name is Jan Mapledoram artisde at Cabarita and
I’'m in the electorate of Reid.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MS MAPLEDORAM: Thank you for the opportunity t@ice my opinion here
today. | was — after finding out about the progbskanges to Reid, | was actually
quite horrified and | was so upset, I've actuallyny personal time aside and, as you
can see, I've come in here today with my granddsarghiho’s visiting from
interstate. So she might be learning a littleabong the way. By splitting off —
splitting Reid by cutting our eastern boundarie®afmmoyne, Russell Lea, Rodd
Point and part of Five Dock off, it’s just — | dbknow — crazy, absurd, ridiculous. |
can’t think of enough words along those lines tecdibe it.

The council areas have already been amalgamatee time that I've been living
there and we’ve amalgamated by moving east not W&'st have always voted in the
same electorate as these other suburbs and ourwatgrmterests, which seems to
be the term everybody is using at the moment,Fesame. We travel on ferries.
We travel along Lyons Road. We get the same buglgshusband plays at the golf
courses in the same areas. The — my grandchifdagrrugby in these districts. We
never — my car does not go westwards unless I'mggmito the country.

I do not know why these suburbs have been takey &oa our voting electorate.
The prospect of amalgamations with Auburn and Lindiee Councils, they have been
done away with and we are being associated moteBuitwood and Strathfield,
which seems sensible. But we just have nothirgpmmon with further west into
Auburn and Lidcombe. Another annoying point herd somebody else mentioned
confusion and it's so true. When you speak abowlectorate, people actually
really have no idea what on earth that is.
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When you — they don’t know if it's a council ar@aState voting area, a federal
voting area and when you say, “Oh, the electorbfetd is changing”, they go,

“Oh, does that mean we’re going to have — be wibun or Lidcombe Council?”
And it’s, like, “Ah, no. I'm talking about your \ing right federally”. And,

honestly, when you explain it to the regular persorihe street — and that’'s me, I'm

a regular person just on the street who is vergtgisout this proposed change — and
when you explain it, they are simply horrified. opke don’t know how to object.

They don’t know there’s a deadline.

And | only found out by chance about the deadlmé laquickly sent off an email
and let many people — as many as | could — know tocsend off that email. And
the communication between people — like, peoptaéknow as you people
obviously really are, and those of us who are inlitile suburban homes, it is just
not happening. People do not know about thesegesaand, | swear to God, when
they go to vote they still don’t know the electeréttey’re voting in. So, | don’t
know how you change that but people just don’t krama they don’t have the
opportunity to object.

Everyone | have spoken to in my area — you knowinlgea cup of coffee, going into
the hairdressers, going and buying a gift at Cimast— when you discuss this with
just ordinary local people, they are fuming. Hoeswde know this? How, what can
we do? And they feel helpless. And this is aladutcan do, appear before you
gentlemen and pretty well beg you to leave Reiti ias It is a very well balanced
electorate. | know you guys work on numbers. Eaough. But Craig Laundy only
won the seat by a very slim margin which means neealeady very well balanced.
By taking away a huge peninsula part of our ardbhave unbelievable, you know,
repercussions in the voting. And it’'s — | just Hahink it's fair. Sorry, I'm losing
my voice now. | did have a glass of water befos@yway - - -

CHAIRPERSON: Feel free to have some water noyuf wish.

MS MAPLEDORAM: That —thank you. That's abouitlaleally have to say. |
don’t think there’s any part of going west towaidsburn or Lidcombe — there’s
nothing of those community needs for those pedpeadlign themselves to the
community needs of the eastern part of the eletetoridm in Cabarita. | would
remain in Reid where — and, you know, Reid is kaienainly all the bay suburbs
along the river.

So — and | have no idea what — how the people ofribmoyne would feel, Rodd
Point, part of Five Dock and being associated Withyndler either. | think that’s
ridiculous. Why on earth would you shift them asthe river to be with places like
Rozelle, Lilyfield and — wherever Grayndler goes-tMarrickville, etcetera. So,
you know, | think people, whilst they’'re not in estating their objections or even
emailing them or writing them, they are pretty anglbout what is happening when
they find out. So | would implore you to pleasaJe our electorate as it is. Itis
very well balanced at the minute. Thank you.
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CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much for yoantibution, Ms
Mapledoram.

MS MAPLEDORAM: Now, all my Christmas shopping tity granddaughter.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you. Well, nex kaave a group of people
together and | will call out their names and askthall to come up if they would
like. Mr Ron Moore, Raad Richards, Adriana Caré Brett McGrath. Please be
seated and | don’'t know which of you would likesfzeak first but if you would like
to announce your names for the records, that wWoalldf assistance.

MR R. MOORE: Thank you, Mr Chairman, augmentedn@ossion. My name’s
Ron Moore. I'm the General Manager of Camden Cibufidhank you for the
opportunity and invitation to speak to Council’$sussion to the proposed
redistribution of the Macarthur electorate. Cam@euincil is concerned about the
proposed loss of locations of historical significao the Macarthur region from the
electorate that bears its name. Accordingly,sapitlinary meeting on 10 November
2015, Council resolved to lodge a submission tdaleetoral Commission in support
of retaining the current boundary with the fedeedt of Macarthur to ensure that
locations which are historically significant to thecarthur region continue to
remain in the electorate which bears its name.

The Division of Macarthur, New South Wales, firsbgaimed in 1949, is named
after Elizabeth Macarthur and Captain John Macaréarly settlers in New South
Wales and founders of the Australian merino wodustry, which I'm sure we all
understand. After securing approval from Lord CamdBritish Secretary of the
colonies, to establish a large sheep run soutlydhé&y, the Macarthurs named their
estate Camden Park in around 1805. In 1807 theitags sent their first bale of
wool to England. John Macarthur died in 1834 m dhniginal cottage at Belgenny
Farm, Camden South. Today Australia, as we alhkn® the largest wool-
producing country in the world, a legacy which begath the hard work of the
Macarthurs just over 200 years ago in Camden.

The proposed redistribution of the Macarthur elet®will involve the transfer of
suburbs historically associated with the Macartaurily to the proposed Division of
Hume, including Camden, Camden South, Camden Parlv@nangle, all once part
of the Macarthurs’ considerable Camden Park esaatéalso Bickley Vale,
Grasmere and Ellis Lane, each part of the arelan@asied West Camden in 1823
after the government prohibition order againstyetdarlands west of the Nepean
River ceased and John Macarthur was granted aefus00 acres adjoining his
Camden Park estate.

These changes would create a disconnect withirstatleshed community of
interest, being a very well understood, historicattnnected federal electorate of
Macarthur and Camden Local Government Area. Intiatdo the enduring
historical and geographical links to John and Bieth Macarthur, Council is
concerned that the Camden Local Government Ardebwitlivided between the
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proposed Divisions of Hume and Macarthur, thustorgaa separation in a long
established community of interest, being the curreseral seat of Macarthur and
Camden Local Government Area.

Council has experienced a very effective workirlgtrenship in terms of funding

and service delivery through the Macarthur ele¢éorepresenting the whole of the
Camden Local Government Area, particularly duringedaod of rapid population
growth which we as a community are now experienciagd finally, having the
office or the potential for the office of the federepresentative to be a significant
distance from those affected in the Camden LGAwatlzer matter of concern for the
Council. So, Mr Chairman, | thank you for the ogpaity to speak, and Council’s
position is that it requests the retention of theent boundary for the federal seat of
Macarthur. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, Mr Moore. Who would liteespeak next?

MR R.T. RICHARDS: Chairman, | will go next. Myame is Raad Terrence
Richards.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, thank you, Mr Richards.

MR RICHARDS: And I'm Chief Executive and also Exsive Director of
Carrington Centennial Care, the leading aged cayanisation in the Macarthur
region. We service over 2000 people, and we empley 600 people. So it's the
leading organisation as far as the aged care sedton the entire Macarthur region.
My submission is based on three elements: therigat significance, the growth
factor, and the community of interest. I'm notmgio go into the historical
significance, because Ron adequately coveredrhasisubmission and his
representation, in the best interests of not repgaurselves. But basically, the
redistribution of the seat of Macarthur over thetpg@ years, Camden has always
been associated with the seat of Macarthur, ardsgisonymously with the
Macarthur family, from historical significance.

The proposed redistribution of the seat of Macarbiasically has divided the state
seat of Camden into — right in the middle betweemn different divisions: the
Division of Macarthur, the redistributed divisias well as the Division of Hume.
The seat of Macarthur — the population of Camd&rQ@D of them, have been
disenfranchised from the whole of the electorat®atarthur as a result of the
proposed redistribution. Basically, as Ron indiddaiCamden Council Chamber will
be based in the redistributed seat of Macarthut tlae rest of the population of the
Local Government Area, almost 90 per cent of theithbe in the Division of

Hume.

Basically, there will be no relationship and anyneounity interest between the
47,000 people that reside in Camden, vote in Camatehfor the seat of Macarthur,
and call Russell Matheson as their Member for mgaays. They will be voting and
they will be part of a new division which bearsnetationship to them. Basically,
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there is no relationship between the populatioGarinden, the community interests
of Camden, the businesses of Camden, nothing witticGoulburn, Lachlan Valley
or, indeed, Boorowa, of all places. So at the@tie day, it has divided the
electorate.

Now, for us as Carrington, as a major aged cararosgtion, we talk about ourselves
as a leading organisation in Macarthur. We willovager be saying that, because we
don’t belong to Macarthur any more, because wherang and what we serve is the
population — including, | might add, Camden Hodpitdno’s a leading organisation

in palliative care in the Macarthur region — wi# but of the Macarthur region
completely, because it will be in the Division ofitde. So all that confusion — as
one of the speakers earlier talked about the jigaazzle, and we need to put that
jigsaw puzzle back.

| understand that my concern and the concern ofymeanple that reside in the area
is to have the whole population of Camden back tinéoseat of Macarthur, and
we’re talking here about 47,000 of them. We'r&itad about 10 to 12 kilometres
radius to include in the new seat of Macarthur.ti&a's one solution to that jigsaw
puzzle, and that's the preferred solution. Howetrex easier solution from my point
of view is that — to include where Council Chamlfer,example, is going to be in
Oran Park, which is in the redistributed seat ot&tthur, to include that as part of
the new Division of Hume, and rename Hume as Mhaarso then you will not
have to go any further of taking the populatiomirone end to the other or
geographical distances in that regard.

So | urge the Commission to consider that publergst, to consider the economic
and growth factors that Camden Local GovernmenaAgsexperiencing. As a

matter of fact, Camden Local Government Area pdprawill — in the next 10 to

12 years will be something like 160,000 people revéalking about. The State
Government just announced through their growthesgsaand planning strategy
through the Premier and the Minister for Planninghale lot of land releases within
the Camden and within the Macarthur electoraté steinds now. So we need to take
all that into consideration, and | urge the Comioiss$o consider the redistributed
seat of Macarthur. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, thank you very much, Mr RiclsardNext speaker.

MS A. CARE: Hi, I'm Adriana Care. I'm the curreRresident of Narellan
Chamber of Commerce. We actually represent aarastin the Camden LGA of
businesses. Currently we have over 200 membersipfoyers, which would
currently represent about a couple of thousandIpemipo reside in the Macarthur
electorate, and which in turn would obviously hfamilies of up to 10,000 people.
So our submission is based on those — I'm repreggtitem. Before | start — and |
hope we’re not going to be too repetitive — obvigudisere is a need for change, and
you've obviously advised why there is a need fer¢hange. However, change must
be practical and represent the community tha¢# ilin, and | think there’s some — the
proposed changes in relation to Macarthur actuhdlyt do this.
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Narellan — | actually want to talk about three pginthe change in the name, the
clear boundary definition that has been proposed tlaen the community interests
that it's affecting. So without sounding repe#j\WNarellan Chambers strongly
opposes the change of boundaries of Macarthur laawge of name. Since the
inception of the seat of Macarthur, it has alwayduded Camden, so the AECs
proposal to remove Camden will mean that Macarntilimo longer have any
geographical relation to its region, part of Camtd&a being divided and only half
of it remaining in the seat of Macarthur. And weaready heard from my
colleagues how that’s probably not a logical soluti

It also will affect Narellan Chamber, where half oaembership will be in the seat
of Hume and half our membership will be in the M#war. The boundaries will no
longer incorporate the original homestead and estiohn and Elizabeth
Macarthur, who'’s located in Elizabeth Macarthur &amden LGA, which you're
proposing to go to Hume. Hume is clearly an eletothat will be strongly
dominated by its representation of Goulburn and3tethern Highlands, and if you
look — understand at the ground level, their langscand issues are vastly different
to what's currently happening in the seat of Mdwart So to us, the identity of
Macarthur is very important to a brand identifyihg south-west of Campbelltown
and Camden and its surrounding suburbs.

Why do we feel that the boundaries need to be iieB? We feel that the proposed
boundaries do not take into consideration the gnawtdense population in the
Camden LGA and the infrastructure and connectiai@Macarthur area and
Camden LGA has to Campbelltown. Currently you'regosing that the boundary
be the Narellan Road. We don'’t see that as a lmyndve see that as a
thoroughfare, our connection into all the serviaed infrastructure into Sydney. To
isolate us and put us — half of our electorate ¢hatently is known into Hume would
isolate those people into the Hume area.

There’s no connection with what’s going in the eatrlandscape of Camden LGA to
what's happening in Goulburn. It's a rural outloskat’s going on in Goulburn
versus what everyone is describing now as the mgwiiom Penrith down to
Narellan. So to isolate half of our LGA into a Heelectorate that has no common
interest would just be regressive change into lessies in the area, which we have
worked very strong on in establishing, us being @inthe biggest chambers in New
South Wales. In relation to — that leads intodbemunity interest.

With the community interest, lately, we have hatuenber of major announcements
in relation to the airport, the rail and the roaffastructure and if you look at the
funding requirements that have been invested m#) or projected to be invested, it
has come from a federal, a state and a council. [&emething that has been quite
successful in our LGA because it represents thedearhGA, the state member for
Camden and Macarthur, they have all been able t& together to bring in those
infrastructures. If you isolate half of the cutr€amden LGA into the Hume seat,
then those kind of projects can’'t be worked togeémel they will be isolated, which
we find is a regressive action to the proposal.
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So in summary, | believe that Macarthur needsdg st Macarthur in the seat of
Macarthur, the boundaries need to be more defendivd represent the Camden LGA
and the community that lies — in the interestsr-ttie people there. Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Yes.

MR B. McGRATH: Good morning, Chairman, Commisggrthank you for your
time. My name is Brett McGrath. | appear for Macarthur Law Society as
president. | also, if you have read the Macartbtaw Society’s submission, appear
to be an individual with far too much time on myiHda so | apologise for the lengthy
reading. However, Chairman, you have heard fraarféHow panellists, if | can call
them that, who are representing the interests aavhur here today. | would only
echo their submissions and won’t take your timesigrg those. But in summary, it
essentially comes down to the communities of istetest, which is why we’re
opposing the Commission’s proposal for the redistron of Macarthur and Hume.

The historical significance of the township of Candind surrounds and the
synonymous and enduring link it has with the Mduarfamily is one point.
Secondly, the community of interests along the psegd dividing boundary between
the electoral Division of Hume and Macarthur on Weellan Road, that creates
confusion for electors but it also creates disaasioa for electors and community
and professional organisations as well as busingélssy perceive themselves as
being in Macarthur and there would be a naturalitaion towards them being seen
as represented as the member for Macarthur, whoehdabe in the neighbouring
seat.

There would be — there is considerable commungigtance to not being labelled as
Macarthur for those elected. Further — and Mr Ridk touched on it — the Greater
Macarthur region’s population growth projectiondl wequire the Committee giving
consideration to having two Greater Macarthur regentric seats in the future.
That population corridor from the — down the south@blelands and the highlands,
the — | understand the Commission is — has to &é@eographical boundaries. It
can’'t go north of Sydney. We have the Ku-ringdgational Park. The Blue
Mountains is a difficult population corridor to dewth.

There’s also the Royal National Park that dividastsern Sydney and the lllawarra
so the natural corridor is always going to be thuenld corridor, if | can label it that.
Now, that means that you will have seen a variabesaw of electoral boundaries
over time and this is a dramatic one that has esedurThe Macarthur Law Society
has provided two submissions or proposals thatavbape — which we present to
you as a way of alleviating or dealing with thaeésswing and with a view, not only
towards today but also to future redistributiohshey were to occur. If | can take
the Commission — Proposal A. That'’s in line whie t both the major parties, the
Liberal Party and the Labor Party, if | can say #mat’s to keep the Macarthur seat
centralised around Macarthur, retaining the Canmdmal Government Area in its
entirety.
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Also taking portions of the Wollondilly Shire. Nowhe Wollondilly Shire does
associate itself as the Macarthur region. By widyackground, the Macarthur Law
Society’s boundaries are defined as the Campbeilt@amden and Wollondilly
Shire Local Government Areas and we represent20@ipractitioners from those
regions. There’s also the MACROC organisation Whiicks all three local
government areas together to work in unison forroomty projects and in
negotiations with state and federal governmentser@’s the Wollondilly Shire,
although it is currently in the seat of Hume, isddihur centric and those electors
identify as being from the Macarthur region as well

So Proposal A, in our submission, would satisfy teguirement of the community
interest test and would also create clear and el@fistrong boundaries for electors
and for the Commission. Now, | ask the Commissobear with me on Proposal B,
which, if you had a look at it, was for minor boang adjustments under the current
proposal of the Committee but with name changesif 8e look at the thesis that —
from the submissions from the community and commyugrioups here today.
There’s also a rally being held with some natianelia attention, | understand, in
Camden today as well which you might see on thléak news — that the Camden
Local Government Area should remain intact bec#use- you have community
organisations, business and electors that ideasifiyeing in the Camden LGA.

Also, having the dividing line from Narellan Rodtlithe way through to the
Northern Road slices it in half and it will crea@nfusion and disassociation. As a
minor aside point, the inclusion of Badgerys Creethe proposed Division of
Hume, which is going to be Sydney’s new secondodiiip servicing western
Sydney, is in the same electoral Division propasethat of Boorowa and
Crookwell and Goulburn. There is very little conmity interest linkage there with
that. In our submission, in Proposal B we propsdy up of that, that Badgerys
Creek region should remain within — which is in tireerpool Local Government
Area, should in fact be in the Division of Werriwehich would draw Werriwa up a
little bit.

So that would be a tidy up and we ask — even thatitgyhot a major consideration —
that that's something that this Commission take cunsideration. The — by placing
the entirety of the Camden LGA into one electoratkere’s 47,000 that are going to
be transferred into Hume. We would argue that yotact, label that seat
Macarthur because you would have the majority efters in fact from the seat of
Macarthur because you would have the suburbs airiggon Park, Oran Park,
Currans Hill and Harrington Grove, as well as asheFhat would then satisfy the
guidelines that the Commission works from, thaivib electorates are to be merged
or to have a significant amount of electors tramsfit the majority — the name
should fall with where the majority of electors acc

Now, that brings us to the point where, yes, Husne@ fiederation seat and the
guidelines for the Commission are that federatests must be retained. We
support the retention of the name of the seat ahélbut, under the Commission’s
proposal and if they take on the amendments andaimenunity calls for the
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Camden LGA to be retained within the entirety ef-itof a single electorate, which it
should be, then Hume essentially has disintegraltésidisintegrated from the west
by losing Grenfell, Cowra, Cootamundra, even Yowich was in even prior to
2006’s redistribution. And by way of backgroundy hstorical knowledge comes
from working in electorate offices for members kacarthur and for Hume,
historically. So that’'s where my background is.

That Hume has disintegrated. So in order to kkepdtention of the name of Hume,
if we're going to name that Division Macarthur -dahere’s a strong case to say that
not only will electors in the Macarthur region idénbut, as has been previously put
forward by other members who — other people whesaomitted today, it's an
agribusiness economy. That was founded by Johiichnabeth Macarthur. By
creating — naming — renaming the seat Macarthurrgaon fact — the Commission
would in fact be creating a living legacy for thadarthur family by having not only
the Camden Park Estate, the Elizabeth MacarthuicAigural Institute in the seat
bearing the name of Macarthur, but electors angedgtgrowing sheep and
agribusiness.

If — to retain the seat of — the name of the seéblume, there has also been
conjecture — and it's on the list of the Commitseednsiderations for today — is that
the seat of Whitlam being named in the southerhlaigls doesn’t appear to be
appropriate and doesn’t bear — doesn’t pass a coityraf interest test. Now, the
Commission has obviously already resolved to abdhe name of Throsby. The
seat of Hume, if you were to — the Macarthur Lawi8ty counter proposal —
proposes that you rename the old seat of Throshye-urhat returns the southern
highland electors who were prior to 2009 within seat of Hume itself. So there is
already community association with respect to tHdte lllawarra region, it has been
Throsby, it has been Gilmore, it has been whateVae Commission has already
resolved that there — that that’s not a considemnat take into effect.

By retaining — by creating the name of Hume, youveh@tained the federation seat,
you have returned electors to a name that thegireliar with but also it has been
considered and put forward by the — by communitynimers and individuals today
that Hamilton Hume discovered the region and it t@ck Charles Throsby to that
region himself. So Hamilton Hume has a very cidantifiable historical link with
that region that electors could identify with.

Now, that brings us to the issue of the seat oivisidn of Whitlam and what to do
with that. Without the benefit of the Surveyor @eal’s numbers and the stats of
electors, the law society recognises the significantribution that the former Prime
Minister made to the country but also significaritbiywestern Sydney. It is indeed,
in our submission, appropriate to consider thetmeaif you follow that train of
thought and that thesis, that there will be a baaed on southern Campbelltown
with clear strong boundaries of that electorate.

Now, the New South Wales Government on 22 Septear@unced the new
Greater Macarthur Growth Strategy, which will See growth region for Mount
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Gilead and Menangle Park with some 18,000 to 32r88idents. Again, looking
forward to there being two Greater — the necegsitywo Greater Macarthur region
seats that the southern Campbelltown seat be reh@hélam. Now, the former
Prime Minister represented Campbelltown when heavaember for Werriwa in
that region. Also, he was a strong advocate fatera Sydney. It was his
government that brought sewerage to Campbelltofd it is also — would then be
the southern seat neighbouring Werriwa, which tmmér Prime Minister
represented.

That would also be a — that would be a fitting dristal homage to the former Prime
Minister, and we believe that electors within tregion would accept that naming
but still identifying as the Macarthur region awlaole. Further, the University of
Western Sydney has its Campbelltown campus whgraduated from law myself
which hold the Whitlam Institute, which is a thitkak for academia. It would be —
by renaming the seat Whitlam it would be a fittlagacy for the former Prime
Minister. So — and | thank you for your patiencéng through all of that. So — but
in conclusion — and | dare not to speak on beHaerybody else here that’s sitting
here today — the Committee’s proposal for the eltetboundaries in the Macarthur
region not only fails the test to keep communitémterest together but regrettably
fails the test of common sense.

The township of Camden and the local governmerat avees its very existence to
both John and Elizabeth Macarthur. But now with stroke of a cartographer’s pen
that important and historical link is under thred@b have the township of Camden,
the historic Camden Park Estate where the descendhbtihe Macarthur’s still reside
and the Elizabeth Macarthur Agriculture Institutegosed to be outside of the seat
bearing their name Macarthur at best defies logitat worst diminishes the legacy
of two great Australians. The committee proposdsalve the Camden — to divide
the Camden LGA in half creating a boundary divissdiNarellan Road. This would
create confusion and disassociation for electotserCamden LGA and spread them
across two federal electorates.

The Macarthur Law Society submits that the augnie@mmission have the
Committee revisit the boundaries and the namingeDivision of Macarthur.
Today various community groups, professional amgirf@ss organisations and
individuals in the Camden Local Government Areaeheame here today to — and
using their limited time and resources, to speakéCommission.

They would also have to dedicate that to two fddaeambers of parliament if the
Committee’s original proposal is to go through. ffaally to the augmented
Commission, the Camden LGA must remain within eraefal electorate bearing the
name of Macarthur. That is the crux of the subiorsand that is where the
Macarthur Law Society’s proposals hope to remedy déis well, and | thank you for
your time.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you, Mr McGrath. Wéle augmented
Commission is appreciative of all your submissioiBank you for your attendance.
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MR McGRATH: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: The next person who would like teapis Mr Andrew Blake.
Mr Blake, good morning. Would you like to stateuydull name, please, and either
your particular representation or locality?

MR A. BLAKE: Sure. Andrew Blake. New South Wsl&reens. I'm the Deputy
Campaign Coordinator for the New South Wales Greénsll keep it brief. | think
many people have already spoken about the issaes/ére concerned about, and
that’s primarily the boundary between the Divisi@ifkeid and Grayndler. Our
main focus is more to the east of the electoratérafndler is keeping the north
ward of Marrickville LGA intact within the Divisionf Grayndler. And so by
consequence that does resolve in some changes botimdary of Reid and
Grayndler. So taking in that we propose a veryimah change, which is not ideal
but was to slightly move the boundaries in Ashfigldhe railway track, which we
feel greater — greater community interest to thed @éhere, and then dividing the
suburb of Five Dock further in two. Not ideal, we were looking for minimal
changes.

If more drastic changes like removing the entireipgular of Drummoyne, Five
Dock, Drummoyne and so are on the table, thendltat'tainly — we’'re more
supportive of that. The first speaker this mornimigBruce MacCarthy | think very
eloquently outlined the reasons why there is nomomcommunity of interest
between Drummoyne and the other parts of Grayradigrroposed and so we would
be very supportive of that if that was to be tak#a consideration. If not, as | said,
yes, we're proposing minor boundary allocationkdgep essentially the Newtown
part of north ward of the Marrickville LGA in thengrety of Grayndler.

The only other thing | would like to add is withetpotential renaming of the
electorate — the — sorry — the Division of WhitlakVe have no feelings or concerns
or thoughts really about changing Throsby to WhitlaBut if it is to — Throsby is to
remain as Throsby and Whitlam as to be named ans#ia we would object
strongly to that seat being Fowler. We feel thast aren’t enough divisions named
after women in Australia, and to lose one more wom&oman would be, yes, a
real shame. So if Whitlam is to be moved elsewhaease, don’'t make it Fowler.
Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you, Mr Blake, your contribution. The
next speaker | think is Mr Mina — Mina? Thank yores.

MR M. GOUBRAN: Thank you, Chairman.
CHAIRPERSON: Would you be good enough to state yame, thank you?
MR GOUBRAN: Certainly.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
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MR GOUBRAN: It's Mina Christian Goubran, G-o-urka-n. And | apologise on
behalf of Mayor Stephen Agius of Kogarah, but he left some points for me to
speak to.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR GOUBRAN: And they are as follows. So he stdteat from a council/mayoral
perspective it will make council issues more diiftdo be resolved with going from
having two electorate MPs to deal with to the gafisy of four different electoral
MPs to coordinate and cooperate with for local erattausing a delay. From there
he states that as a council we have built a st&irgeorge rapport in our region with
residents and business owners allowing our cotm¢ibive a specialised focus in
meeting the needs and demands of our St Georgantego split up Barton would
split and divide the St George region into the 8d#nd Shire and Inner West.
These multiple regions will create confusion tddests and disruptions to most
council supporting, including Kogarah.

Also, he did wish to speak to the amalgamationteowd that doesn’t have anything
to do at all with the Inner West suburbs of Gragndind Sutherland Shire, Cook. In
October 1920 the councils of Rockdale, Kogarah skilte and Bexley made
applications to the Governor for a constitutioraafounty district of St George
requesting that the powers conferred on them biyosec416 to 419 of the Local
Government Act 1919.

To remove part of Kogarah towards Cook will erdse history that was vital to the
beginnings of the St George region. As a smalinass owner, Councillor Agius
identifies as part of the St George region, angetincluded in the electorate of
Cook, a Sutherland Shire dominated electorate, advoat truly reflect the interests
and issues of the local area or the small busisdesated within the new
boundaries. Additionally and finally, the electeraf Cook has never represented
the concerns of small businesses within the St @&egion. That was on behalf of
the Mayor of Kogarah, Councillor Stephen Agius.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you, Mr Goubran. Thosements will — have also
been recorded and will be taken into consideratibimank you for your attendance.
| think the next speaker is Annie Tang. Ms Tangula you please be seated. And
would you also please state your full name and yoamy particular interest or
locality.

MS A. TANG: Okay. Good afternoon, Mr Chairmamrmissioner and other
members on the panel. My name is Annie Tang. a'local resident of St George
region and also a sitting councillor with Kogaraity@ouncil with migrant
background.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.
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MS TANG: Thank you for the opportunity to speak the proposed boundary
adjustment to the seat of Barton. | migrated tethalia with my husband and my
children back to 1988 and we have chosen, you k&bwWeorge as the area that we
will settle our family, our home. And | usuallyresider, you know, St George
region as the southern part of Sydney and alsotwéhnistorical representation of
the St George Council. As a councillor for the [ years and currently being the
deputy mayor of city council | have the concerhi® proposal to divide Kogarah
between the two electoral boundaries.

It will definitely disrupt the historical ties artle identity of our Kogarah City
Council. Itis also important in regards to the k&rastructure in the St George
region which would be separated from that of tleetelrate of Barton and also the
Sutherland Shire. | also have the concern foptitential for up to four different
MPs looking after the proposed St George Courfd.with a migrant background, |
can share the confusion due to the proposed boyndar

New migrants with voting rights will be frustratedth the proposed boundary
adjustment. And in conclusion, Mr Chair, such anecessary drastic change to
Barton’s boundary, would almost certainly furthaflame more frustration with the
political process and that will be resulting in Bess number on the Australian
electoral roll and it will generate, you know, mg@mblems for our political system.
And thank you once again, you know, for the timidank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you for your attendance, Mag.aThe next speaker, Mr
John Wrigley. Please be seated, Mr Wrigley, aryif would state please your full
name and your locality or any particular interest.

MR J. WRIGLEY: Yes. Good morning, Mr Chairmally name is John Dennis
Wrigley OAM. I'm Vice President of the Camden Histal Society which has 140
members and 7000 visitors a year to the Camden Wuséhich is located in central
Camden. I'm also the archivist in Camden Park leotl®e home built by John and
Elizabeth Macarthur in 1835. And in that housghepgenerations of the Macarthur
family have lived and still — and they still liviedre and, in fact, the seventh
generation, John Macarthur-Stanham, has put inteewisubmission to you which
you would have in your folders. So he has madedamission but isn’'t able to be
here today.

| believe the proposed redistribution fails to taki® account the historical
significance of the link between the Camden commyuiis history and the
contribution of the Macarthur family. The proposddnges of boundaries will no
longer incorporate the historic property, the hawe&s of the Macarthurs, Belgenny
Farm and the Elizabeth Macarthur Agricultural ltnge, which is the premier
agricultural research institute in New South Walksstead, it will be in Hume
which is clearly dominated by the Goulburn and 8eut Highlands area. The
redistribution will isolate the public who wouldVeno assimilation or connection
with the area of Goulburn. It has taken a lot ofkvto develop the concept of the
Macarthur area.
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It has been successful — this work has been suatassl the Macarthur region is
now widely accepted by all groups and organisatioriee area including television
stations and media and professional organisatamgje’ve heard. I've made a point
of speaking to dozens of people about these prdpdsEnges in recent weeks and |
can report back to you that I've not been ablartd & single person to — who
supports the proposed redistribution as it aff@a@sden. Not one. And I've been
trying to speak on a — in a non-biased manner wvitithis must give you cause for
reconsideration because you're hearing such a safid being put by my colleagues
of different organisations in the Camden area abiv that I've been out talking
with the public and | can assure you that peopleatdike this change for the
Camden area being removed from the Macarthur ebgeto

Now, the Commission may wish to conduct its owrl polthe streets of Camden to
see how many supporters you can find for the ctupeoposals that you've got
before you but I can give you my feedback so fénis matter has caused
considerable community concern and, in fact, theeras mentioned, a rally being
held in central Camden this afternoon at 2.30 fwogp the removal of Camden from
the seat of Macarthur. | would recommend — | knswnot part of your process but
I would recommend that you request one of — som@uof officers to give you some
feedback about the rally in addition to this forrhahring and there is a hope that it
will be on the news — Sydney television tonighaansequence of that.

The name Macarthur is integral to the history off@an as the town was planned by
the Macarthurs and land provided for their purpoBkee name Macarthur has been
assumed by the wider local area to the townshieaiangle and the town of
Camden. To this day, descendants of the Macartrarthe custodians of the
property. It makes absolutely no sense to retembame Macarthur while stripping
the entities most integral to the name from thetelate. | ask, therefore, that the
area of Camden and Menangle and the present dagéraRark Estate be retained
within the Macarthur electorate, and | believe thgets back to the community of
interest as we’ve heard several speakers mention.

| believe that Camden, in the heart of the Macarthstrict, must be retained in the
Macarthur electorate. And under the proposed bawynchanges, Camden and the
Wollondilly area would be removed from the Macartblectorate which | think just
does not make sense. The historic property of @anRark, established by John and
Elizabeth Macarthur, is the cradle of the agriaatindustry in the colony,
particularly in respect to wool and also wine andiculture and dairying. The
names of John and Elizabeth Macarthur epitomisdigtery and heritage of

Camden and have given the district its identity. rédmove Camden from the seat of
Macarthur makes a mockery of this heritage.

And John Macarthur-Stanham, who’s not able to lib ws today, also says that to
remove Camden from the Macarthur electorate anellyedisassociate the area and
community with — which the Macarthurs helped depedad served, would be
inappropriate and highly regrettable. The linkvtn the Camden community and
its history and the contribution of the Macarthisrsangible and deserves to be
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respected not severed. | wish to express my stfgrahe numerous objections that
you've heard raised by Camden Council, Camden HeéstioSociety, Camden Rotary
Club, Camden Chamber of Commerce, Macarthur Repg@rganisation of

Councils, the Macarthur Law Society, Campbelltowd Airds Historical Society,
John Macarthur-Stanham and many others.

The proposed boundary changes may meet someistdtisguirement but | believe
that it fails the community of interest assessnaant affects Camden and it is a
ridiculous proposal to take Camden out of Macartiiow, several of my associates
have expressed to me the view that it may be aanddtme coming here today and
that the decision has already been made. So lartdreed, Mr Chairman, by your
assurances that views will be — have been listemadd will be taken into account.
Thank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr Wrigléor your contribution
and your views will certainly be taken into consate®n. The next speaker is Mr
Stephen McMahon. Mr McMahon, if you would be gasbugh to state your name
and your particular interest.

MR S.F.D. McMAHON: Yes. My name is Stephen Fiari@ominic McMahon.

I’'m a town planner, and I'm representing the Hazeid Vitocco families, who are
both located in the Macarthur electoral distri€hey’re both local businessmen,
they’re property owners, they're land developerd trey also own a number of
commercial interests. And they’'ve asked me tolspeatheir behalf. What | would
like to do is ask if | can actually approach yod gust hand out a plan of the
Camden growth area, where — within the Macarthectetate. | don’t — it's not new
material. It's just something that | would likepat on the table and then | will take
it back at the end, unless you want to keep itt iBuill help me put across my
points to you in terms of the growth of the ared emterms of how Macarthur and
the new boundaries don’t actually match with .....

CHAIRPERSON: Will your submissions be speakinghie?

MR McMAHON: Yes. It's an —it's more detail on..

CHAIRPERSON: | think it would be of assistancaid Yes.

MR McMAHON: .....

CHAIRPERSON: That's all right. We will — | wilhare. What you’'ve handed us,
Mr McMahon is a document — or a plan entitled Sast Growth Centre Context
Map dated 14 April 2015 entitled Macarthur Develeoms.

MR McMAHON: That's correct. Yes.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
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MR McMAHON: And that plan is a plan that | pugtther that basically
incorporates all of the growth plans, the mastang)| the zoned plans within the
Camden LGA within that part of the Macarthur eleate. And all of the Vitocco
and Hazlett families’ businesses are on that nidpere’s a shopping centre, there’s
land development and there’s other commercial éstsr

What | wanted to sort of emphasise to you wasdah#ite moment all of those
developments are within the Macarthur electoratd,@er the next 10 years, if you
look at the infrastructure, there will be about $lllon worth of federal and state
infrastructure put into that planned area. Youwjetthe airport, Stage 1 of which is
$4 billion. You've got the roads package, whicliiglerway now, upgrading the
major road through there. That's $3 billion. Ywe'got approximately $2 billion for
upgrading the South West Rail Link.

And the Federal Minister Paul Fletcher has jusiamaed an inquiry on how the
development industry can fund the extension of 8maith West Rail Link. And we
obviously have an interest in that. We have a majod holding in that. And we

will be putting in quite a comprehensive submissarthat. The population that you
can see on that plan is roughly around 50,000 dvgsl] so it will be 150,000 people.
But of note — and this covers similar ground to sahthe previous submissions — in
the next 10 years, in that sort of south-westeyattern part of that map that you can
see — in the next five to 10 years, there will baegally around — there will be
30,000 new dwellings being constructed in that asedhat’s 100,000 people, |
guess 60,000 electors if you have two per dwellig.you can see that the growth
in this area is quite dramatic.

Now, the current proposed boundary is basicallydeéi in half. At the moment, all
of that area is within the Macarthur electoratel asth the proposed redistribution

of the boundaries, it will be split into two. Atd moment, it's an efficient boundary.
The airport is in it. All the growth areas aratinBut it's proposed to sort of create a
hybrid electorate which will encompass existing asthblished communities and
residential areas in Campbelltown, where therelvéllvery little change, and it will
take out some quite significant parts of growttrtipalarly the Bringelly area and

the airport, and put those in Hume.

You've heard comments from other presenters alheudlifficulties and the
inefficiencies of the representative — the Humetelate representing the interests in
this particular area of southwest Sydney, and weldvonly repeat those. At the
moment, for my landowners, who are, as | said, ld@ees and businessmen, it's a
very efficient electorate. They can work with aepresentative.

But if the boundaries are adjusted, they will eiaiy have to go to two elected
representatives basically arguing or having theesssues. And as you might know,
developing in Sydney and New South Wales is a cerm@kercise. You're creating
new communities. You’re impacting on existing conmities. You're talking to

both Federal and State environment and infrastre@gencies, and it's hard work.

.REDISTRIBUTION 16.12.15R3 P-40
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

And having the benefit of having an efficient reggetation to argue our issues is of
paramount importance to the landowners.

So, in essence, that’s pretty much my submissiguess what | would like to ask
you to consider is — have a look at the growthat airea. It’'s significant. Camden
is growing at around 3000 people a year, andhesfastest growing LGA in New
South Wales right now and it will probably be tlastest growing LGA, | suspect, in
Australia as all that growth takes place. Theagisnordinate amount of
infrastructure going in there, which has an impddte boundary as it currently
stands is quite efficient in terms of an easilyirle and logical boundary in terms
of geographical distance, but also the commundtiasterest.

And so on those three points alone, | would lika st to have a consideration
about whether the new proposed boundary actudfliieaes the criteria and the
objectives that you've set out. | mean, obviouslpn't have the detail about the
numbers, and | know — | take note of the commedit you made at the introduction
that, you know, the numerical — the number of elects an important, if not
paramount, consideration. But what | would likeatk you to do | just have a look a
little bit ahead in the future as well, rather thast taking a snapshot of today,
because | think you will find that it will changeagnatically.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, Mr McMahon. Would youndiif we kept these
maps? Because they might assist us when we dtedy. t Thank you for your help,
Mr McMahon. The next speaker is John Nour. Téiwibe read in by a member of
the Commission’s staff because Mr Nour apparergtytde here.

MISS N. TAYLOR: I'm Nicole Taylor, the Nationaldlistributions Manager.
This submission is from John Nour:

As aresident, | am proud to be part of St Geosggan. To reshape the
Barton electorate will mean reshaping the St Geageggon. This will create
confusion in the area regarding local events, legdio an identity shift, thus
making it harder for residents to be complacent andble to understand their
new region. | talk for many of my neighbours amehids who do not want to
be associated with the Sutherland Shire, which evbappen if areas such as
Dolls Point or Sans Souci are reallocated to Coéblstorically, the Barton
electorate has included my suburb since 1922. dlavlike this part of history
and tradition to be acknowledged and present iheoftiture, preserving the St
George region.

Geographically, the borders of Barton and the Sbi@e region have always
been separated by Captain Cook Bridge from CookEutdny Bay from
Grayndler. So to blur these lines geographicallkes it harder for residents
to assimilate to new regions. It also will causiéedences in issues within
residents, as crossing boundaries to join with Coolcrayndler electorate
creates a variety of different issues that are g@eto each individual area.
Not only blurring these geographical lines willedt all residents, but could
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result in disunity with current communities andigoils when promises are
made from MPs.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. | think the next - - -

MISS TAYLOR: I think | have a second componemtually, to this one.
CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MISS TAYLOR:

As a church located within the electorate of Baytine recent electoral
boundary redistribution announced by the AEC hassed concern for me and
those who our community group represent. The ¢hatdarge has flourished
under the banner of the St George region. To blided in the electorate of
Cook, which since 1968 has been represented anthdted by the Sutherland
Shire, does not truly reflect the concerns, isauekidentity of my church in
the current electorate of Barton. In conjunctiorthasmall businesses, local
residents, schools, community groups and churdke®lrselves associate
and identify as part of the St George region.

The currently proposed boundaries will either dez¢lectorate of Barton be
dominated by Inner West values by areas like Mawille, St Peters and
Hurlstone Park or areas dominated by interesthef$utherland Shire
represented in Cook. Those who attend my pari@ekiey are from the St
George region. The current member for Barton hi#snaled my church
regularly. In this time he has created a bond waity parishioners whom they
feel comfortable seeking help from. | sincerelgénthe AEC takes into
account the abovementioned concerns | share withymeembers of my
church.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. | think the next speakbp’s also not present but
has asked for his statement to be read in is Mr Radst.

MISS TAYLOR: So the submission from Rob Priestesident of Forbes.

Unfortunately | am unable to attend either venué as very busy at this time
of year with Vinnies and Salvos Christmas hampéraould be appreciated if
you could arrange for my thoughts to be put betbesinquiry Commission.
My wife and | have lived in the Forbes district drathlan Valley all my life:
69 years. My wife and | have raised and educaitedtsldren who all now
have their own university degrees and professioiie. have 18 grandchildren.
We have run a family business and employed loagblpdor 41 years. We are
rate payers in the Forbes Shire and are involvethany community groups.

The people of the Forbes Shire have no communityerest with the Riverina
district. Outside of our local district our maimitre for shopping and medical
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services is to the east of here, namely, OrafAgansport is direct and easy
to the east but not so to the south. It makes s@nge to be in the same
electorate as those with whom we have a communityesest.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. And the next speaker aiso can’'t be present but
has asked for his statement to be read into therdes Mr Peter Goodwin.

MISS TAYLOR: So this is a submission from Pet@o@win of Port Macquarie
relating to the Lyne-Cowper electorate.
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Objections to proposed electoral boundaries redistiion — Lyne and Cowper
Divisions. | would like to raise an objection teetproposed changes to the
southern boundaries where it is proposed that #ngd town of Port
Macquarie is to be transferred into the Cowper simn. My reasons are:

(1) We will have two large towns which are currgriilg growth population
areas in the same electoral division. | can foeesethe not too distant future
another redistribution coming about at the taxpay@&xpense separating these
two towns again.

(2) We will have two sitting members of parliamehb are presently residing
in the same division. And if the current Memberfgne, Mr David Gillespie,
was to still live at his current abode he would éapproximately three hours
drive to his most southern boundary, and be inratéey that he is unfamiliar
with. Likewise with the sitting Member for Cowpidr, Hartsuyker.

(3) The proposed boundary will split up the towst®Macquarie and
Wauchope - are currently controlled by the Port Maarie-Hastings Council,
which are both big growth areas. The voters whe&oines to election time
would not be familiar with the sitting member anley parties and could
produce very unsatisfactory voting as they wouldkmow who they are voting
for. It would cause utter confusion in the pollingoths on polling day and
also at the early voting centres in the Port Maaggi@own, which has a large
population, where they would vote for the DivisadrCowper, and those who
reside in Wauchope and do the majority of theirihess and travel to Port
Macquarie on a regular basis would have to votetla Division of Lyne. |
might add that Port Macquarie is in the top listtb& most elderly population,
and to change their ways with boundary distributveould be a difficult task.

(4) Why not make the northern boundary of LyneHastings River? This
would then incorporate both Port Macquarie and Wanjee in the same
division and cause less inconvenience and misutatetisg by the voters as to
which division they were in and give them a bettewledge of the parties
they were to vote for. This boundary change waefact in prior elections

and only cause minor problems with those people nebiole on the northern
side of the Hastings River yet have the postal esklof Port Macquarie.
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CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Well, I think that comdes all the speakers who
wished to address orally this morning. If I've sedl anyone please let me know.
Otherwise, we have Skyping from, I think, for —rfrdour persons commencing at
1.30 today. So what we will do now is to adjouna aesume at 1.30.

ADJOURNED [12.26 pm]

RESUMED [1.30 pm]

CHAIRPERSON: All right. Well, good afternoon.think we might resume, it
being 1.30 pm. Is Mr Nathan Quigley here, pleagéduld you like to come
forward, Mr Quigley. Just have a seat, Mr Quiglénd if you could please tell us,
for the record, your full name and your particutderest.

MR N.T. QUIGLEY: Okay. So my name is Nathan TimpQuigley. I'm the
State Director for the National Party of New SoWthles.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR QUIGLEY: So I don’t want to take up too muchtiee Commission’s time.

We put a very extensive objection in and commentslgections. But | just would
like to, firstly, reiterate a few of the arguments made and deal with a few of the
comments that were made about our objection inrthatd and just put a few final
comments on some issues that have arisen oveotingecof today. | will start by
saying that we thought that, given the contexhaf tedistribution and the
determination on a few issues like the Committeet®rmination not to cross the
Great Dividing Range on the north coast, which wgagreed with and still disagree
with, given that context, it's a fairly good redibution. In my experience, there are
usually a lot more curveballs in terms of strarfgeds done with seats.

The boundaries generally are quite acceptable.td’ie anomaly in all of that — and
as we demonstrated in our objection — is westermn Seuth Wales, and we've seen
— we’ve seen objections from Murrumbidgee, from @ovirom Weddin, from
Parkes, from Forbes, from Wellington, from Carraihend Griffith Shire Councils,
and from New South Wales Farmers relating to thNew, there’s obviously a bit of
an issue here. So none of this is actually oftetatinterest to us; | will put that on
the table. These are all safe national liberaisse@here is no suggestion that any of
them be abolished. So our arguments stem comypleteh a desire for the best
outcome for the communities in these areas.

So in terms of the four criteria, we've heard attmtay about community of interest,
and | would submit to the Commission that commuaftinterest has a different
meaning in these seats than it does in somewher®haddington. With all due
respect to the submissions from Paddington, ite td have a sense of community,
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but if the line is drawn one way it's not reallyigg to affect the way these seats
operate too much. Whereas if the line is drawa detrimental fashion west of the
range, it can have some quite large impacts owthethese local members go about
their jobs and the access that people have to¢bastituent — to their
representatives.

Now, the one criterion that we have a lot of isaith in relation to this submission
is the area of the seat of Parkes. And this matant thing that's thrown back and
forth between us and the Labor Party, who would tikcontend that size doesn’t
matter in these circumstances. Now, firstly, thet fs that it is written into the
criteria under section 66 of the Act as somethirag tnust be considered, so
obviously it's a moot point saying that in New SoMVales no electorate can be big
enough that size is going to be a problem.

Secondly, size is quite a consideration in thesetetates, particularly when you
look at Parkes, which at the moment will probalgguire three electorate offices,
which is one more than they’re actually entitled There is no way they will not be
able to — that they will be able to get away with having an office in Dubbo, no
way they can get away with not having an offic8mken Hill, and no way they can
get away with not having an office in the northpamt of the seat as well. And this
comes to the crux of Parkes, is it's not just tlze;sit is the spread of population
across this seat that is the problem. And at tbmemt it's doable. Adding Broken
Hill onto one end makes that an extraordinary psttmm. We're talking about a
nine hour drive from one side of the seat to tieot

So obviously, given the number of objections towlest of the State from fairly
prominent organisations in these areas — sevee Slouncils, New South Wales
Farmers, various Country Women’s Associations -etiaht problems with the
proposed boundaries in this area. And so whatevgiven the Commission in our
objection is an alternative to look at. And wehassically gone with a more status
quo approach. We've kept the Central West largslis under the current — the
current boundaries. We've retained Broken Hill &whtral Darling Shire in Farrer.
And Riverina, in our submission, moves a lot legayafrom that core Riverina area.

Now, we acknowledge that there are imperfectiorth this. You know, we're
dealing with the rest of the State as presentetidgraft redistribution. We're not
trying to alter that, so we’re working within thosenstraints, and it has thrown up a
few things like the separation of Griffith and Leetand the inclusion of Holbrook —
inclusion of Holbrook in Riverina, which, if we weegiven our druthers and starting
from scratch, we wouldn’t do. But we would arghatton balance, especially when
you look at the Central West as it's drawn underaljection, that our proposal
exceeds the community of interest benefits provioethe draft redistributions
proposal in Parkes, in Forbes, in Wellington, irdMVestern, and has a huge, huge
positive effect in terms of the size of the sedtich is the third criterion.

The other thing it does is that the draft propasaically creates three coherent seats,
and one left over. | mean, Riverina basicallythia draft redistribution, appears to
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be a leftover of what didn't fit into every othexag. | mean, there’s not much of
another possible explanation for including, youwnthe towns of Tullamore and
Trundle in a seat with Wagga. So what we’ve dergiven you an option to go with
a proposal that has four coherent seats.

You have a Riverina — there’s genuinely a Rivegeat. You have Farrer, which has
been acceptable to the last two redistributionsasically its current form. You have
Parkes, which is much reduced and a much cleaoleerent community of interest.
And you have a Calare that follows very neatly gltme Lachlan Valley. And of
course, the Wiradjuri name for the Lachlan Rivevell, Calare is derived from the
Wiradjuri name for the Lachlan River.

And for the first time — we’ve been wanting to thistevery redistribution for a while
and it hasn't fit — for the first time, we've gdtdt axis from Orange through Parkes
and Forbes out to Condobolin into the one seaid W@ think this is a bit of a
triumph, because Lachlan Shire really strugglds tehere it belongs in any
redistribution. And for the first time, we've mageal to get it in a coherent spot. So
we would argue that we’ve given you an option libat is at least — at least — equal
to the one in the draft boundaries on communitiyterest.

It's much better in terms of area. And even g ibnly equal — and we would argue
that it's better — even if it's only equal, on thasis of the number of electors being
moved, which is a subordinate criterion for thesprgation of existing boundaries —
so even if it's equal on the other three criteria,would argue because it results in
much less movement of electors, preserves therdusceindaries to a much larger
extent, that this proposal should be adopted.

And further, that if you would like to go with tliraft Committee’s boundaries in
this regard, you’re going to have to satisfy yoluse that they represent such a
significant advantage in terms of community of rest that they override, firstly,
criterion in section 3 relating to area, and aretivanoving away from the current
boundaries — well, the proposal that’s close toctimeent boundaries, which is what
we’ve come up with.

So | would leave that with you for your thoughtsdd would note that a number of
people today have spoken about it. And I'm tolat tivhile | was out of the room,
even, we had a fellow who was wanting to commertherKogarah situation who
also noted that Forbes should go with Orangesd pist make the final note that
we’ve been here before. At the last redistributlemdraft boundaries includes
Parkes and Forbes with Dubbo and Orange and —samng Mudgee and
Wellington with Orange. We objected to that.

We had the — the mayor of Forbes at the time caamendind submitted that they
should go with Orange. And the 2009 augmented Cigsiam determined that that
was the way they should go and that is why theywdere they are. At the state
redistribution we argued successfully that ParkesForbes should go with Orange
and Wellington and Mudgee should go with Dubbo #redboundaries were changed
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to match that. So we’ve been here before twice,eath time it's been found that
this layout of the Central West is far superiotarms of community of interest.

Now, there are a couple of other alterations thatlwe done without considering
wider changes that we think — that even if our sigbimn across the west of the state
isn’t adopted, they should be considered. Anditseis the division of Carrathool
Shire. Now, Carrathool Shire | note made a sukionss sorry — made an objection
to the draft boundaries, and part of that objectias that they didn’t want to be

split. Now, Hillston, which is in the northern paf Carrathool Shire, in the draft
boundaries is included in Parkes. It's communftinterest lies very strongly to the
south with Griffith and with the rest of the shir8o on a community of interest
ground alone it should be included in whatever &gdfith is in, which in this case

is Farrer.

And the other point | make on that is this is aeoibolated community tacked onto
the end of Parkes and it doesn’t have to be. lttrgs further south and there are no
numerical imperatives to keeping it in Parkes aoidim Farrer. So we would submit
that even if you don't do the other changes thatwoeald like that Hillston and the
rest of Carrathool Shire be moved into Farrer. fiimd one is Gwydir Shire, which
wasn’t part of our initial objections but we maaderenent on it in our comments.

It was an objection from Gwydir Shire itself wargito stay in the electorate of
Parkes. So Gwydir Shire is a merged shire. kikivey merged in 2002. And the
northern half of it around Warialda is largely grgrowing flatter country and has
obvious similarities and community of interest wiloree and the southern part of it
around Bingara is hillier and more similar to thewNEngland, particularly areas
around Manilla and Barraba, and there’s a stromgsscdown there to Tamworth.

Now, you can’t move all of Gwydir Shire into New gland without requiring
consequential changes, so we would suggest ttieg €ommission wanted to follow
Gwydir Shire’s wish to stay in Parkes they couldheao a compromise and more
the area that relates more closely to Moree intéd3aand keep the area that’'s more
New England, which is around Bingara, in New Engdland to do that on the old
Shire boundaries. The final note | wanted to ma&e one that | wasn’t actually
planning to make, but | was listening to a few anguats in here and | thought |
wanted to weigh in. It's the naming of the seatoBhy-Whitlam.

So it was Mr McNamara that really — whose argumesatly struck me on this one
in that we all want to see a Division of Whitlandamopefully in this redistribution
but he suggested that if we want to do it we shdold properly and that naming a
Division with which he had no connection Whitlamghin't be the best way to do
that.

And you think about from the National Party’s poofitview, you know, the
poignancy of the seat of Page being around the twwneof Earle Page and the seat
of McEwen being close to where John McEwen operigi&ictoria. These are
powerful things. And whilst not having much knodge of Charles Throsby, and

.REDISTRIBUTION 16.12.15R3 P-47
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

accepting their arguments on that fellow, | thimgonally and | think in terms of
the spirit of these redistributions | would likegee the name Whitlam — the Division
of Whitlam in a place that Gough had some connedtio

Now, obviously — | mean, people have been throvairopind Werriwa, which can’t
happen because it's an Aboriginal name and a Feoler@ivision. | suggest that the
Division of Fowler should be considered. Fowlesweeated in 1984 in the same
year as the Division of Throsby and so is of eaquoatit there. And Fowler contains
Cabramatta, which was Gough’s home when he wasbpgiin parliament. So |
will leave that with you for your consideration.utdf you did want to accept their
arguments on Throsby that you might want to comsi@ving the name to Fowler.
Okay. | thank you for your time.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you, Mr Quigley, verychuor your contribution.
All of what you’ve said will be taken into consiagion. Well, | think we now move
to the persons who wish to appear by Skype. Agaditkt person is Councillor
Michelle Blicars from Wollongong City Council. Cave have her, please?

MS M. BLICAVS: Hi. I can hear you.

CHAIRPERSON: Good afternoon. Is that Michelteit?

MS BLICAVS: Yes. ltis.

CHAIRPERSON: And just for the record, Michellg yiour — your full title is
you're Councillor Michelle Blicars, B-l-i-c-a-r-$s it?

MS BLICAVS: A-v-s -V for Victor.
CHAIRPERSON: A-v —sorry — Blicavs.
MS BLICAVS: That's all right.
CHAIRPERSON: And - - -

MS BLICAVS: Yes.

CHAIRPERSON: Well, now, do you represent the @iuor you're a — you're one
of the councillors?

MS BLICAVS: | am one of the councillors.
CHAIRPERSON: Very well. Now - - -

MS BLICAVS: But our council moved a motion suppog — well, actually
rejecting the change.
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CHAIRPERSON: All right.

MS BLICAVS: I'm sorry. | don’'t know if you candar the music in the — I'min a
restaurant at my staff Christmas party, so - - -

CHAIRPERSON: That's all right. We can hear yauitg all right. | just wanted to
just ascertain just for the record whether the gigau are expressing are those
privately of yourself as a councillor or are thews of the council.

MS BLICAVS: They are both.

CHAIRPERSON: Very well.

MS BLICAVS: There was a resolution at our coureil12 November - - -
CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MS BLICAVS: - - -resolving to formally object tine name change of the seat.

CHAIRPERSON: Very well. All right. Well, lookye would be most — we really
appreciate what you have to say. If you like tbus what your thoughts are.

MS BLICAVS: Thank you. The City of Wollongongdthe Wollongong LGA
was founded by Charles Throsby 200 years ago &ctuadle’ve just started our
bicentennial celebrations. And he was well-knoanlfringing the first lot of cattle
down the mountain to the Wollongong LGA and settipgnany of the street names
and the local area that we have here in Wollongadtg's recognised in a number of
capacities across the region, and one of thosmwke, is the federal seat of
Throsby, which covers a considerable portion ofw@longong LGA going into
some of the others also. So it has been a greatonacognise that historical fact.

Our concern, whilst we highly appreciate Mr Whitlamd the service that he
provided to our country when he was Prime Minifbera few years, to supersede

the history that we have in this region by a forfAReme Minister who had really

very — very limited, if any, connection to the regiat all we feel is not suitable.
Having read the full proposal and document that iglesased by the Commission

and the panel in relation to why Whitlam — why T¢ivg was the seat chosen we read
that to be, well, there were five options, Throsias the last one on the list and there
wasn’t any particular reason why it shouldn’t be tme but we have reasons why the
other four shouldn’t be.

And so we don't feel that the argument was madé fwosby being renamed
Whitlam. It was more that, “Well, we don’t thinkevcan do it anywhere else so we
will just pick this seat”. And to people of Wollgang we don’t feel that the
argument has been made strongly. We would sayiittatredistributions, whilst |
know New South Wales is losing a seat, it is likelyain a seat some other time
given the growth of New South Wales even in our oggion where we’ve got
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50,000 homes going in over the next 20 years. giderhaps when a new seat is
created that is the time to rename it after a PMmaster, and if not, then we would
say that the seat where he sat in Werriwa coulthéenore appropriate seat to
rename.

CHAIRPERSON: Very well. Well, is that all you st to say?

MS BLICAVS: Yes.

CHAIRPERSON: Now, were you - - -

MS BLICAVS: I'm happy to answer any questionsapeally - - -
CHAIRPERSON: No.

MS BLICAVS: - - - but that’s certainly the vieviisat are shared quite broadly
across our region.

CHAIRPERSON: Well, I think - - -

MS BLICAVS: There’s quite a public debate abdut i

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Thank you very much, Councill¥our views are —
you've put them across very succinctly. | think alleunderstood them, and they
will be taken into consideration.

MS BLICAVS: Thank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MS BLICAVS: | appreciate your time.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MS BLICAVS: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Bye-bye. Now, the next person wigtio address the
augmented Commission is Mr Bob Stewart of Tumuteshi

MR ........... He’s on the phone, I think.
CHAIRPERSON: Good afternoon. Is that Bob?
MR R.K. STEWART: Good afternoon. Bob Stewartpiut Shire Council.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes, thank you, Mr Stewart. Mr Séetwmy name’s Dennis
Cowdroy; I'm the chairman of the Commission. A are addressing now — we
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can all hear you — the augmented Commission. Angdur particulars, can | please
ask you to state your full name, because what ggussall being transcript recorded
and will be published on the website, and it's im@ot we get the correct titles and
name of everyone who'’s appearing before us today.

MR STEWART: Robert — Robert Kevin Stewart. Gaehddanager, Tumut Shire
Council.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, Mr Stewart. And maysdtjask you, the name
Stewart is S-t-e-w-a-r-t, is it?

MR STEWART: That's correct.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Now, Mr Stewart, whem'ye about to address us,
will the views you are expressing be those of yelfiiar those of the Tumut Shire
Council?

MR STEWART: Those of the Tumut Shire Council.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. All right. Well, I thinf you would like to tell us
what your views are of the Council, we would bepieterested to hear them.

MR STEWART: Thank you, Mr Chairman. We’ve gotexy poor line, so I'm not
hearing you all that well. Tumut Shire Counciaisural council at the foothills of
the Riverina region of the Snowy Mountains to theith approximately 11,200
square kilometres. Sixty-one per cent of our s&esdate forest or national park, the
Kosciuszko National Park. That park sits to thet @ Tumut, and it is part of the
Great Dividing Range between us and the currectaigte of Eden-Monaro. The
Council at its meeting on 27 October resolved t&erasubmission on the following
grounds: our ongoing association with the Riveragon.

Tumut looks towards Wagga Wagga as its regiondteemd the centre for all of its
major services; it does not look to the easts the geographical area of the
Regional Development of Australia, the service eat Wagga, our transport,
health services, education there. Tumut has bmem fiumber of years moved
continually from one electorate to the other: EgrEden-Monaro, Riverina, and
now back to Eden-Monaro.

And this is certainly causing some concern andwsioh to our shire residents. The
Council believes that the Eden-Monaro electorate pradominantly coastal-
focused, and Tumut and the Tumbarumba Shire asgatep by the Great Dividing
Range to that — in that electorate. With the mafof Local Government in New
South Wales, Tumut and Tumbarumba will be locateitié Riverina Joint
Organisation of Councils. We do not have strongdito the east. Thank you.
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CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you, Mr Stewadiell, all those remarks,
being those of the Council, will be — will have heecorded, and we will certainly
take them into consideration. Thank you for yauoretand trouble.

MR STEWART: Thank you, Mr Chairman.
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Bye-bye. Well, I thititat concludes until 3
o’clock those persons who wish to speak to uswigat we will do now, we will

adjourn now until 3 o’clock, when the next, antiihk the final, person wishes to
address the augmented Commission. So we will adjoow for one hour.

ADJOURNED [1.55 pm]

RESUMED [3.01 pm]

MR T. ROGERS: Are you online, Mr Easson?

CHAIRPERSON: | will just note for the record iBspm and the augmented
Commission hearing is resuming into the proposdistgbution for New South
Wales for 2015. Mr Bowen, welcome to this aftemisdiearing. In a moment |

will get you to state your full name simply for trecord and your particular interest.
And we're trying to get on the — by Skype Mr Sh&asson as well. Perhaps while
that’s being done, | might get you to — if you wanit mind stating your full name
for the transcript.

MR C.E. BOWEN: Certainly, Mr Chairman. My nanseGhristopher Eyles
Bowen.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR BOWEN: And I'm the Federal Member for the seMcMahon
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. There seems to be segtatical hitch.
MR ROGERS: Are you there, Mr Easson?

CHAIRPERSON: Good afternoon. Mr Easson, canh@ar us? | can see you
appear to be nodding, but we can’t hear anything.

MR ROGERS: Is your microphone on, Mr Easson?

CHAIRPERSON: There seems to be a technical pnojlr Easson. We can see
the room you're in.
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MR ROGERS: Here we go.

CHAIRPERSON: But there seems to be no voice. &bimg is coming through
now. No. It has gone again.

MR ROGERS: | think we might have to go to plan Btherwise, we might be here
all afternoon, if that’s .....

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. We might try and give youlepéone call, | think, Mr
Easson. We can see you, but we can’t hear youreWst about to call you now by
telephone. Can you hear us now, Mr Easson?

MR S.A. EASSON: Ican. Look, | don't know whietproblem was. | checked it
just a few minutes ago. But at least you can seg guess.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR EASSON: And this isn't the most efficient waBut, look, we might start, if
it's convenient for you, with Mr Bowen providingshevidence first.

CHAIRPERSON: All right. Well, what - - -
MR EASSON: And I will .....

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Mr Easson, what | might get yo do, if you wouldn’t
mind, just for the record — for the transcript tjstate your full name and your
particular position, if you would, please.

MR EASSON: I'm Shane Anthony Easson, and my iothe ALP Redistribution
Coordinator, and I'm appearing for the ALP today.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you, Mr Eassotil. right. Well, Mr Bowen
has already provided his particulars, so we migktNr Bowen. Mr Bowen, would
you like to make your presentation to us.

MR BOWEN: Yes. Thanks very much, Mr Chairmang #imank you for the
opportunity to make a few brief remarks today ipmurt of Mr Easson’s Labor
Party submission, particularly in relation to tleatsof McMahon, which I've
represented in the Federal Parliament since 20@4nt to cover two issues briefly
today: the focus of the proposed seat, the lagtetif, and the community interest
issue.

And by way of background, Mr Chairman, the sed®afspect was created in 1969,
and it was renamed McMahon in the redistributio2@®9. And since 1969 when
the seat was created, it has very clearly beerséston the Fairfield CBD. And if
it's of interest to the Commission, I've got thepsaf the seat as it was created in
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1969 which | can submit to you. I've brought a fempies. And clearly the southern
boundary of the seat around Fairfield CBD has hanhged since that time - - -

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR BOWEN: - --in myview. The eastern and veestboundaries have all
changed, but the southern boundary has remainadycte ensure that Fairfield
remains in the seat.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR BOWEN: Now, Fairfield CBD is the most well-coected area in my electorate
by terms of public transport. In fact, as we spaiathe moment, Fairfield Railway
Station is the only railway station in my electerat know other Western Sydney
seats have many railway stations. My electorasgumet one. And by way of
interest, Fairfield Railway Station is the oldepemting railway station in Australia,
but that’s just by interest. And accordingly, €969, when the seat was created,
the members for Prospect and McMahon have alwayshear electorate office
either in Fairfield CBD or Fairfield West, whichjisst a short bus ride away from
the Fairfield CBD, and that is certainly the caseryself.

Now, my understanding is that most seats havewaaldbcus, and certainly in my
experience in Western Sydney that is the casefoSexample, Lindsay has a very
clear focus on Penrith, Chifley has a very cleaufoof Mt Druitt, Greenway has
Blacktown, Blaxland has Bankstown, Macarthur iesially a Campbelltown seat,
and Werriwa is overwhelmingly a Liverpool seat. iall of those seats, the
member of Parliament has a very natural place tohgir electorate office for
connectivity for their constituents, and, if yokdj each seat has a natural capital
city. And clearly for Prospect and McMahon, thasibeen the case for Fairfield up
until now.

Now, | have to be very frank with the Committee aag, if these boundaries stand, |
would not know where to put my electorate offiGéhere is no natural place for it.
There is no natural focus for the seat. And, wWitle respect to the Committee, if
somebody can point to me a focus, | would take dhébard, but | can’t see one and
| certainly have not been able to find one as samdglvho has lived in the area all
my life. So there are obviously options to puesettorate office, Smithfield,
Greystanes, Pemulwuy, St Clair, but they all hayestantial drawbacks. None of
them are as well-connected as Fairfield or Fadfiéest when it comes to public
transport or ability to get to those areas, ancerafithem are central to the proposed
new electorate.

Now, the Member for Fowler, on the other hand, wididve an embarrassment of
riches as to where to put his or her electorateaffSo they have under the
proposed boundaries three large CBDs: Liverpoabr@matta and Fairfield. Any
of those would be obvious places that could vesfigaccommodate an electorate
office, well connected, large centres, whereas Mudawould have none. Now, the
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majority of Holroyd City is proposed to go into tbkectorate of McMahon under the
redistribution, but most of those Holroyd City aseii not all, connect very closely
with the Fairfield CBD, not the Parramatta CBD.

And many people in those suburbs would come tdiElgiror Fairfield West for

their shopping, would come to — would see themsehgebeing connected with
Fairfield. So, for example, Pemulwuy and Greyssabeth in the seat of McMahon,
are considerably closer to Fairfield than theytarBarramatta. And in fact the
Commission is proposing to add new suburbs to Mawakhich are even closer to
Fairfield: Fairfield East area. So that evend@ases the argument for keeping
Fairfield CBD in the seat of McMahon.

And | also note, Mr Chairman, that the ALP subnuiegdroposes removing suburbs
of Edensor Park, Abbotsbury and Bossley Park arg@ield Park to the seat of
Fowler. And so the proposed boundaries submitigati by Mr Easson on behalf
of the ALP would make sense because it would benstandable for the people of
those suburbs to be connected to Fowler which eneensuburbs, and certainly the
boundaries would be strong and clear in my vieverystrong and clear boundaries
under the ALP submission. Mr Chairman, if | cotuch now to the issue of
community interests having dealt with the issu&otis.

The community of interest in the existing seat aN&hon pre the proposals, if |
could say, is already strained. We already havesil a grab bag of suburbs: parts
of Penrith, parts of Holroyd, parts of Fairfiellt's already strained with very
different communities very different media catchmsemot connected well by public
transport. And in fact | have to, with respechmit that the community of interest
would be even more strained under the proposed isalam.

And the case in point is the suburb of Smithfielbw, the suburb of Smithfield is a
very well-established suburb, and under the prdgasethfield is split in two
between Fowler and McMahon with the eastern pafowler and the western half
to be in McMahon. And | would submit that the coomty of interest could be
greatly improved if Smithfield was to be reunitddimthe seat of McMahon.

Now, Smithfield is in a very established community, example, Smithfield Public
School was founded in 1850 — is one of Australmddest public schools. And
Smithfield and Fairfield are closely connected camities. They were both —
they’re both very old communities, they’re bothnegented by the same councillors
on Fairfield Council within the Fairfield ward, wdhi was the ward | represented by
way of interest in the Fairfield Council. They leathe same media outlets, support
the same sporting teams. They’re very close conitiean And as best as my
research can tell, having gone back through therdscas | can find them, the suburb
of Smithfield has never before been split in a fatleedistribution.

On the other hand, the newer subdivisions of Rnawbd, Bossley Park and
Abbotsbury have more in common with the similar reeusurbs of Bonnyrigg and
Cecil Hills, which are in the seat of Fowler. Sthihk that connection as — again as
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made in Mr Easson’s ALP submission, would be verynsl and sensible. So in
conclusion, Mr Chariman, if | could say that in mgw the submission by Mr
Easson is eminently sensible. Restoring Fairtielthe seat of McMahon gives the
seat a clear focus and gives the member for McMabame obvious choices as to
location for their electorate office to maximiseeass for constituents.

Whether the electorate office is in Fairfield oirfrald West very clearly Fairfield is
the focus for the seat and the member for McMalamoonvene community forums
and events in the Fairfield CBD safe in the knowkethat they are readily
accessible for the majority of the constituentsidAn addition, reuniting Smithfield
under one seat, McMahon, would improve the commuofiinterest and make very
strong sense. Whereas removing Abbotsbury, Bogsey and Prairiewood to
Fowler as per the ALP submission retains very gftooundaries. And | can say, Mr
Chairman, that I've been discussing with the MenfbeFowler Mr Hayes this
submission. He agrees with my points and has as#tbme to say that he supports
the views being put.

And just one other matter, Mr Chairman, not reldatethy seat but just in support of
Mr Easson’s submission very briefly. 1 note Mr &&s on behalf of the ALP is
submitting that Badgerys Creek should be a WeSigdmey seat. As a Western
Sydney member of parliament, Badgerys Creek —tbegsed Badgerys Creek
Airport is a very, very significant issue and it make, to my way of thinking as
a Western Sydney MP, sense to have Badgerys Greelestern Sydney
electorate.

But particularly in relation to the seat of McMahamd Fowler, Mr Chairman, |
would be more than happy to take any questions@pdovide any further
information. But | suppose that’s a sign of howi@ssly | regard the focus and
community of interest issues that I've taken thparpunity you’ve kindly provided
today to allow me to give some brief evidence.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Mr Bowen, thank you for yougws. | think we're
concerned to know what you had to say about itthaciugmented Commission will
certainly take your views into consideration anahtkiyou for your attendance here
today.

MR BOWEN: Thank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Now, Mr Easson, if you woluldlto expand or amplify or
express any other views we would welcome your ssigyes.

MR EASSON: Okay. Thank you very much, Mr Chairma would like to refer to
the names of seats to begin with. Tony Beuk froenALP will hand to you a one-
pager about former Prime Ministers from New Southlé¥ who have had a seat
named after them.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
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MR EASSON: And there will be sufficient copies futhers.
CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR EASSON: The point here is that it's a compleig@hy to suggest that a seat
should be named where it's a deceased Prime Mirafter the electorate that he
held. And if you look at the eight other instanoé®ew South Wales seats being
created named after former Prime Ministers you sék the electorates which all of
those Prime Ministers held. And I think enougbkagd on that point. The second
matter regarding names is that the ALP has proptheddhe seat of Lyne be
renamed Paterson that your proposed Paterson dmeenHunter and that the name
of Charlton be restored. We explained why in adorsission, but consider these
points.

At the last redistribution after the hearing phémeCommission renamed two seats.
They renamed Prospect-McMahon and they renamed{Reic Secondly, if we

go back to previous redistributions, in 2006 trec&lrate of Parkes which was
proclaimed only contained 28 per cent of the forDersion of Parkes. Similarly,

in 2009 the Division of Reid only contained 31 pent of the seat by that name. If
we go back to what the ALP is proposing today, gaat of Paterson in Lyne is 42
per cent of your proposed Lyne. And that parhefdurrent seat of Hunter in your
proposed Paterson is 36 per cent of the currehb$ékunter in your proposed
Paterson. So the renaming that the ALP has propuse precedence in 2006 and
2009 and that’'s what we would like to say about @am

Now, since the ALP case will be given in full todagher than part in Port
Macquarie. | would like to take — leaving the nameestion to go to the whole of
the North Coast. Now, we’ve got various suggestiemor objections to the
Commission proposing that Singleton and Muswellkroe taken out of your
proposed seat of Hunter. Now, Singleton has beenop Hunter since 1977 and
Muswellbrook since 1984. If you go to the Singfet@ouncil website you will see
that the council states that it has 20 coal mimeistaose coal mines directly employ
2800 locals. In other words, a quarter of the lleaarkforce. And that doesn’t count
the support industry to mining.

If we got to Muswellbrook Council we find that ia& six major mines. It had

4 million tonne mines in 2001. Today it's 80 mohi tonne. So those points are
relevant when we consider that Cessnock, whicraHasge mining workforce,
doesn’t contain any mines. Its miners travel tog&ton and Muswellbrook to work.
So there has been an increasingly strong connelsitmeen Singleton and
Muswellbrook with Cessnock.

So we support the Commission’s proposed boundafiben when we look at the

Far North Coast, we're looking at various objecsi@oncerning Page. They propose
what | would call an ISIS-like beheading of New Emgl to put places like Glen
Innes, which has been constantly in the seat of Begland since Federation. The
objections propose that that go into Page. Wektthiat's absurd. We should retain
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the Great Dividing Range as a boundary betweetrth Coast and the Northern
Tablelands.

If I can now refer to the National Party objecti@garding Richmond-Page, the
Commission has united all of Lismore in the sesRade — all of Lismore Council.
But the Nationals are proposing that Nimbin, whilnly 30 kilometres from
Lismore and is part of Lismore Council, should gwithe seat of Richmond, which
—and it makes an argument that there’s a strdagaeship between Nimbin and
Byron Bay. But Byron Bay is 70 kilometres awaynfréNimbin, whereas Nimbin, as
| just said, is only 30 kilometres away from LisraorThat objection, in our view,
should be declined.

Then to finalise the Hunter-North Coast, in theecasDobell, the Liberal Party has
proposed that Wyee and other places go from yapqsed Hunter seat into Dobell
and adjustments be made elsewhere. Notwithstaniiegrgument of the Liberal
Party is that Wyee and those other places are tdddéyong. However, Wyee is
only eight kilometres south of Morisset, a majoxman the Lake Macquarie
Council, and it's 18 kilometres from Wyong. Saithuch further from Wyong than
it is from Morisset.

Now, the Commission’s proposed boundaries are lmtmbell and Hunter to have
the Local Government boundary separating WyonglLakeé Macquarie as the
boundary. We believe that should stand. If | ather deal with rural areas, there
have been National Party objections to Forbes amkieB coming out of Calare. And
the argument is that these places are closer tog@rdor example, than what they
are in the proposed seat of Riverina. But if waklat the Commissioner’s proposed
seat of Riverina, we find that the Newell Highwegvels between Parkes, Forbes,
West Wyalong, and Ardlethan. So you can fairly $&t in your proposed Riverina,
the Newell Highway is actually a spine running hdad south of your proposed
Riverina.

Moreover, if we look at Mudgee, which has been psegga to be contained in Calare,
it's 128 kilometres from Bathurst and 126 from Dabl&o it's a struck match
difference in terms of the distance between MudgekBathurst and Mudgee and
Dubbo. We believe that the connection betweenBattand Mudgee should be
upheld, that is, the proposed boundary, which mareallows Broken Hill and more
of the western division to be contained in yourgmsed seat of Parkes. And finally,
to deal with the whole of the western part of Nevuth Wales, the National — the
Commissioners united all four MIA local governmangas.

The National Party proposes that Griffith shouldogid. | would ask the
Commissioners to look at the Liberal Party’'s comtea@m objection and allow their
boundaries to stand. | now turn to the Bundanaea.aThe Liberal Party and the
Labor Party have agreed that Bundanoon shouldaot fpour proposed seat of
Whitlam. The same proposal by the previous Comongss was reversed in 2009.
So in other words, the Bundanoon area had beemgedo go into Throsby, as
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Whitlam was then called, and the Commissionersy éifitening to argument,
decided to reverse their position.

The final part of the country is in regard to Eddonaro. We think it's a retrograde
step to cross the Great Dividing Range. Since iatid@, Eden-Monaro has only
moved into the Tumut-Tumbarumba area once, andtbely for one election.
Otherwise that Great Dividing Range boundary hasdstor all of Federation.
However, the problem regarding Eden-Monaro fitwith the Southern Sydney-
lllawarra area, and | would like to come back tattlater. | would now wish to turn
— and you may interrupt me at any point — to them@an-Macarthur area.

Various objections have been made to Camden’s mplectin the proposed Division
of Hume, and there have been arguments that Cammdea key part of Macarthur.
But if we look at the Macarthur region, it compgdaree local government areas:
they are Wollondilly, Campbelltown and Camden. Afngbu look at your proposed
Division of Macarthur, you can fit all of Campbeltn Local Government Area into
a single division. And if we look at Campbelltovtself, it contains, just one
kilometre south of Campbelltown proper, Macarthgu&e, which is by far the
biggest shopping centre in the whole of the Macartagion. It has more then 300
shops. It has been operating for more than 35syear

And Macarthur Square Shopping Centre, again, ingkeitown Council — it’s in
the suburb of Arborvale — Ambarvale, | should haail — and it's next-door to the
Macarthur Railway Station, which is in Campbelltgwrhich in turn is next-door to
the University of Western Sydney Macarthur CampBs.the ALP objection, by the
way, has proposed that more of Campbelltown Coulngcilnited and placed in the
seat of Hume. The Liberal Party in 2009 also psegathat Camden Local
Government Area be contained in the seat of Hume.

Now, the reason why we’ve made this proposal [gairt to unite more of
Campbelltown in the seat of Macarthur, but alseetoove from Hume, which is
basically a rural and semirural seat — we propleaeBadgerys Creek be placed in
the seat of Werriwa. And Badgerys Creek, let nmaime you is part of the
Liverpool Council. Now, the Liberal Party haved#hat via the Northern Road,
Badgerys Creek relates more to Penrith; it's aRdud kilometres away. However,
it's slightly closer to Liverpool, 20.9 or 21 kilaetres away, and it's part of
Liverpool Council

And most of the people in Badgerys Creek actuativie travel a little further to go

to Macarthur Square, which is about 26 kilometrgaya and do their shopping

there. And | ask the Commissioners to note thenssgion by the Mayor of
Liverpool, who is a Liberal, incidentally, where has called for Badgerys Creek to
be placed in the seat of Werriwa. Badgerys Cred¢ke biggest issue facing Western
Sydney in the next few years. It's of interesPenrith, to Fairfield, to Liverpool, to
Campbelltown Councils and beyond. It makes seagigen how great an issue it's
going to be, for Badgerys Creek to be placed inestfn Sydney division rather
than a semirural and rural division.
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Now, | would now like to cover Southern Sydney. dAme’re, if you’re wondering,
more than two-thirds of the way to finishing. Swoarn Sydney, well, the problem
that we've got, if we take Southern Sydney from KCaght down to the Victorian
border — so we're including Eden-Monaro, and ofrseuthe lllawarra — there wasn'’t
enough of a shortfall to abolish a seat. So th® Atoposed a rather messy solution.
The Commissioners decided to put the Sutherlana &ovuncil within two seats,
being Cook and Hughes. They decided to separatidldivarra from Sydney by
making the boundary between Wollongong Council @atherland Council the
boundary between Cunningham and Hughes.

Now, we would expect that this whole issue candoed again at the next
redistribution, where the decline in populatiomfr@ook right down to Eden-
Monaro will probably cause an abolition of a dieisiif you take into account that
part of the Southern Highlands, in Whitlam, that joh the divisions of — the current
Division of Banks and Barton, which are proposetddan Cook, and that part of
Liverpool Council in Hughes, and finally, the centahortfall that there will be in
Eden-Monaro. So our view is we can live with tren@nissioner’s proposed
boundaries for the southern part of Sydney andtablgw South Wales.

Further, a couple of objections have said that &akst-Connells Point should be
removed from the proposed Cook and placed baclkaimk& But can | just point out
to the Commissioners, in Banks’ 66 year historgki@hurst-Connells Point has only
been in that seat of Banks for the last six ye@nsd if you restore that part of
Bankstown Council currently in Hughes, which thex@oissioners have done, and
put that into Banks, then something has to go. s#mde would support the
Commissioners’ boundary in that area. | now weskdeal with the — this
Drummoyne Council issue. And to us it’s a bit afmeaky wheel proposition.

We mentioned in our submission that Canada Bay €lband Auburn and Burwood
Council have proposed to amalgamate themselveshdfuthe Liberal Party and
other objections have pointed out that Drummoyrteesheadquarters of the Council
Chambers for Canada Bay. However, their solutaies out the Council Chambers
for Auburn Council. Moreover, if we look just 1@yk ago, the New South Wales
Government announced that it's likely that theyl Wilild a Parramatta-Strathfield
light rail going through Sydney Olympic Park.

So another connection between the Auburn Coundiltlh@ Strathfield Council, and
it's becoming stronger with the very recent New thdtvales Government
announcement. And then when we come to Drummadge#,iclearly many of its
connections are west, with the Italian communiti.@chhardt, the ferries, the bus.
And don’t forget the government secondary schodiimgorummoyne is located in
Balmain and Leichhardt. So there is a strong cotiore between Drummoyne and
Balmain which the Commissioners have proposed ¢laded in the seat of
Grayndler.

So to sum up there, the objections create the sam@f problems regarding Auburn
Council as what they claim is the problem with @enada Bay — the Drummoyne
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end of the Canada Bay Council. So again, we stgigaisthe Commissioners
uphold the proposed boundary. Further in the dhesie have been some objections
relating to Marrickville. We believe that the otiiens are no better than the
proposal of the Commissioners. So we also belieaethe boundary of Barton and
Grayndler — the southern part of Grayndler, thehewn part of Barton — should also
be as proposed by the Commissioners.

The final point | wish to make relates to Paddimgtd@here have been some
objections concerning Paddington South. But | wdikle to point out to the
Commissioners that the part which they have tak#rmbWentworth is the council
boundary between Woollahra Council and the Citgwydney. So the Liberal Party
and the Labor Party agreed with the Commissiormisdary regarding Paddington
South. And we might add that that boundary, thencd boundary, is a cleaner
boundary than the alternative, you will certaintydf And with that, that concludes
what | would like to say on behalf of the ALP.

CHAIRPERSON: Mr Easson, if | may say so, your aeks have been very
comprehensive, very clear and very succinct, ahthk we all appreciate your
input. Thank you indeed.

MR EASSON: Thank you very much.

CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR EASSON: And sorry about the audio on the kink we worked our way
through it, didn’t we?

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR EASSON: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Thank you for your papation.

MR EASSON: Thank you. Bye.

CHAIRPERSON: Bye-bye. Well, I think that now @iudes all the persons who

wish to address the Sydney inquiry, and the inquwitynow adjourn and reconvene
in Port Macquarie on Friday, 18 December. Thankfgo your participation.

MATTER ADJOURNED at 3.38 pm UNTIL FRIDAY, 18 DECEMBER 2015
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