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MR BLAKE: | formally open this hearings in themtio of the state and thank you
for joining us. | will make a brief statement] fihay. So please allow me to make
an initial statement of welcome. Welcome to thearing of the Redistribution
Tribunal regarding the Legislative Council boundeaglistribution, and thank you
for making a submission based on the initial redistion proposal. My name is
Mike Blake and | chair the redistribution tribunalwill not introduce you to my
colleagues because their names and roles arefideatheir name tags. The initial
redistribution proposal was prepared by the Letii@aCouncil Electoral Boundaries
Redistribution Committee, who are with us todayaécordance with the Legislative
Council Electoral Boundaries Act 1995. And | wolile: to place on record my
thanks to them and the Electoral Commission staff@hers who supported them.

The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggesstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions wereived by the due date of 27
February 2017. This tribunal has an obligatiobring an independent and unbiased
perspective to its consideration of the committeetsposal and to do so in a timely
manner. The tribunal is also obliged to applysame priorities as the Distribution
Committee. The first priority is to ensure asdarpractical that the number of
electors in each council division would not in feurd a half years time vary more
than plus or minus 10 per cent of the average dbdivision enrolment. The

second priority is to take into account the comrtyuiniterest within each council
division. After taking into account the prioritiested, the tribunal must consider the
following matter in the case of each electoralslmi: the means of communication
and travel within the division; the physical fe&siand area of the division;

existing electoral boundaries and distinct natbmaindaries.

For this redistribution the average division enreirnor quota is 24,998, which was
determined at 30 September 2016 and in no casy igaaiation from the council
division quoted to exceed 10 per cent. | also ttwéthis figure is based on actual
enrolment data at 30 September 2016, and waitinkglay will not result in any
more accurate information. So the information usgthe committee is the most
up-to-date official population estimate. Everyesftpr has a right to be heard at this
inquiry. So far as the procedure today is conakrites not a court of law and for
the most part the tribunal can determine its ovatpdures. We will deal with these
matters as informally as possible noting only thét is required to be a public
inquiry and the tribunal has the power to, if inlts it's in the public interest to do
so, to hold parts of the inquiry in private.

You are invited to indicate whether there is angt pathe material or information
you want to provide to us you believe should bel elprivate. We will consider
such an application if it is made. Although thbunal has the power to do so, we
will not be swearing people in to give evidencesuse we are dealing, essentially,
with matters of opinion rather than contested fdiit we do reserve the right to
require you to give sworn evidence, if necess#igo, the Act requires that any
evidence which is given by way of written statemmiist be tendered and verified
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by oath. So if you will be tendering any writtedatement, we will need to
administer an oath to them for the purposes ofyiag your statement.

Subiject to these matters, the intention is thatareuinvited to outline the nature of
your objection to, or indeed support for, the psgdauninterrupted. We will provide
an opportunity for discussion and comment and ¢gu@sg from members of the
tribunal and then an opportunity for a closingestaént from you. As you can tell,
today’s proceedings are being recorded. Followdagy’s inquiry and those in
Launceston today, Friday, the tribunal is goingétiberate, which we will do on 14
March. We will not make any immediate responsergthing that is put to us
today. Do you have any questions about the pr8cess

MS RATTRAY: No. Itjust feels a little bit unualbeing on the other side of the
table.

MR BLAKE: If there are no questions, please peute

MS RATTRAY: Thank you, Chair. And thank you venuch for allowing me to
just come and speak to my submission, and, realjyintention is just to reinforce a
couple of the points that | think are very impottaround this but also have me as
the Member for Apsley, and have been for over ademow. That seems like a
long time, but 13 years, and | feel like | have sdinowledge and understanding of
the communities that | represent and how this baoncedistribution will affect
them as well. And | know that some people havenake opportunity to make
submissions around that. Quite a few have wan&tbmrite them for them, and so
| said, “No. Look, it needs to be your words amgvtyou feel about the
redistribution, not mine.” So that's one aspecit.oBut that might be a pretty good
lead-in to where | might start, Chair, if | canchase there is quite a lot of concern
in the community but also not a high level of ursti@nding of the implications of the
redistribution.

And so actually trying to explain that to people lh@en quite — quite onerous, but
also without my papers and my maps | think it igeydifficult for people to actually
get a grasp of what's being proposed. And | kndvemvl first saw the redistribution
map myself, and | know that Andrew will probablyrife this, that | was quite
stunned. It took me quite a while to understarditfplications of what might

unfold. So that's one aspect, that | really bedigvat with such wide — you know,
sweeping changes and massive repercussions fayparty the north-east and the
east coast that there’s not that high level of ustdading, albeit that | know that two
local government areas that | do represent — eethctually, Northern Midlands as
well, I've got just a little part of that — havesalcome out and made representations.

So they've been engaging with their community &t beey can as well. But is the
timeframe long enough? In my view, no, it isrAnd | know, absolutely
acknowledge that there is a legislative timeframoeiad this, and I've spoken, again,
to Andrew in regard to this. But | also understamat, you know, legislative
requirements can be adjusted as well. So that'®#ung that I've got in my mind,
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that | feel — | know that there is an attempt tchp@s push out the timeframe. But
you will hear more about that from another presengo, again, they’re significant
changes, and | feel somewhat compromised here bedaapresent both the north,
north-east — when you think about the Furneaux (graght through to Sorell and
across to Mangalore, | have, effectively, one-tloifdhe state. So | don’t have the
north/south divide in my mind. 1don’t. And | wiat® make that very clear at this
presentation: that it has never been for me atheuborth and the south because I've
had that big area right from 2004 and it hasn’'tnbae issue.

It just means that | turn over my car very quici&hd | do a lot of kilometres and at
times my family are a bit cross that I'm not avhi@ato them. But | took on this job
with 100 per cent commitment, and that’s exactherehl believe that | can remain
today. So, as | said, that’s not as big an issuenke — is actually dividing that now
from north/south to east/west. And that’'s wheieel that the community of interest
that has been built up since the division of Apdiag been in place will be
completely lost. It will be completely lost. Arldere is — | mean, the Great Eastern
Drive, for instance, is a magnificent initiativedabeen very well received right
through Tasmania, | believe, but particularly thstecoast. That, effectively, will be
cut in half.

And | also am aware that local government, the B@#®ay Council, the Sorell
Council and the Glamorgan Spring Bay Council aseya speak, having a report
commissioned by KPMG to look at possible amalgaomaté distribution of
boundaries, which will then lead to the Bichenod3dBay area going into the north
electorate, and then from there down going intooaensouthern electorate. So,
effectively, what's being proposed somewhat goesrest) what the community are
looking at themselves in that regard. And | knbatt and fully aware, that the panel
has numbers firmly in their mind. But | would like, | guess, express upon the
panel that the community of interest is so veryonignt in Tasmania, and that's one
issue that | think needs further consideration adainere. And | know that the
KPMG report — or | believe — won'’t be availableiliatcouple of months time. And
then there will need to be, obviously, more comrtyudiscussions around that.

But that would, effectively, dissect again thisgoeal that has been put forward. So
that will be something that the Break O’'Day Courcédnd I'm not sure whether the
Glamorgan Spring Bay had made representation arthatd But they are working
towards that as well. Another issue that has Ipeeforward to me is around the
timeframe. | mean, I've just been elected in 20%$6, effectively, | have a five-year
term remaining. People feel disenfranchised by that they might not necessarily
have the member that they chose in 2016 for th@dghe Obviously, you know,

that's — | don’t know if that's part of the consid@on of this panel at this point in
time or not, but it has certainly been raised wiign  And | know that possibly it has
been raised in submissions as well.

I've talked about that. There has been quite afhitiscussion around the census
information, and | understand that the panel hakdd at the electoral roll and,
obviously, the up-to-date census information halse&n available yet. My question
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would be would it be wise to wait until the new sas information is available, and |
say that because the seat of Rumney, which hasdault of grief, but, obviously,
that’s the growing part, and that has caused ttanba as well as the timeframe, |
acknowledge that. That will be run and won, if Jilkee. So the people who are
electing their member — while the election campsigre on now, they will have a
new member on 6 May, or 7 May, or whenever itAsd so all this is going on
around it and, effectively, there could be quitetaof people that are voting for
someone that they think they will have as their fnerfor six years, and I’'m not
sure how you campaign in that space, really.

But that's what’s happening and | would — | thihlat's something that people need
to have — need to understand that they could, tefédg, not have that member. And
then how does that work in the future? So it ssgaificant issue, | feel, with the
Rumney election being run and won, and they reatlyat extra small number now,
that might change in the future. And | say thaté¢hpotentially is some growth in
the north, and we know that the dairy industryrmagng in the north, and already |
know of a couple of dairies that are conversioas &ne taking place in the north-
east, which means that we will, hopefully, have enpeople, more job opportunities,
which is something that has been lacking. But #isauniversity relocation.

There’s quite a bit of Hansard from a recent AB@fiview around the expansion of
the university and brought into the CBD is goingttvact a larger number of people
into the north of the State. So | think that etlesugh we've got these numbers
projected for the future, they might not necesgdmd as firm as what has been, you
know, has been modelled, if you like. And | thihlat that's something that we need
to be mindful of as well, is that northern expansiand | would hope that the panel
would take that into consideration. Chair, | wobklinterested if there is any
guestions. | mean, obviously, all of these poihkelieve, have been made in my
submission. | would like to ask is there anythiingt needs some clarification and
give the panel some opportunity. Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Thank you very much. So | will opendp to the panel, but | might
just start with, you haven’t talked about Jord&id you want to just - - -

MS RATTRAY: |did, yes. Obviously, I'm lookingtall scenarios and Prosser —
the Member for Prosser, | kept on thinking abowv weould | — | mean, obviously, |
will be the member for whatever electorate I'm edited, and that will be the fact.
But | just felt that Prosser — here again we hageagraphical feature that doesn’t
resonate so much with all parts of it. Whereadalor| felt, had some history
associated with it, and hence | touched on it baipgevious electorate. It has the
two Bisdee — members of the Bisdee family and tisel&: family is a very well
recognised and respected family in the southerngbdhe State.

So | felt that the Jordan name would be a much mpal&table name. And | know
it's difficult to find names. I've often considate¢hat when people talk about being
the Member for Apsley and they look quite blankiyree because it doesn'’t
necessarily resonate very much with the Furneawxi@and, for that matter, the far
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north-east of Tasmania. But when you get arourfsitansea area, of course,
Apsley is quite prominent at Bicheno, Swansea a&#l was looking for a name
that | thought might be looked upon as, you knaveast having some merit. And |
know that the river runs north. So it gets upliowt Campbelltown. So | thought,
well, that's encompassing that part of it as w&b that was my thoughts around
that. But | also spent quite a bit of time reskang and it is not that easy.

MR BLAKE: No. It's good that you suggested ateaiative which we will look at.
MR GIUDICI: What are your views about the namegiMyre?

MS RATTRAY: Mcintyre. | felt actually quite coraftable about the Mcintyre,
albeit that the member didn’t actually serve in aayt of this electorate that's
proposed as Mcintyre. But | — you know, the faetttshe was the first female. But
also she only served, | think, six days in theiparént and then, unfortunately, lost
her life in an aviation accident.

MR GIUDICI: Tragically, yes.

MS RATTRAY: So she had a very short career. Baty know, | certainly didn’t
have an alternative for the Mclintyre for most —yes

MR BLAKE: Any other questions?

MR GIUDICI: Yes, if | may. In your submissionand you referred to it a bit in
your statement — you make some comments abouighgtive nature of a large
change all at once like this, which is the propogslit your view that an incremental
change over time would be less disruptive if peqalgentially are moving from
division to division over a number of redistribut&?

MS RATTRAY: I'm not quite sure how — how that wduake place.

MR GIUDICI: So - | mean, one of the — in the emtrproposal, the change is quite
significant, as you're aware, but it may last fdoag time which would allow
communities of interest to build up again. If sn’'t proposed as it was and it was
more of an incremental change, it may be that spesg changes would have to
occur in subsequent restrictions as well. |Is urydew or your constituency’s view
that that would be preferable to a more stable-tengn change?

MS RATTRAY: Absolutely, that would be my prefecenthat, you know, if the
Seat of Apsley needs to pick up some more of théheon part of the electorate in
the short term, well, that wouldn’t be any problenmean, as | said, | already go
down to that area. | mean, it's always difficatget a boundary that suits everyone,
that people feel comfortable in. | mean, when yowu know, | have some people
who live at Dromedary who live 10 minutes out ofWNBorfolk and probably would
feel much better served by the Member for Derwéhit that’s, you know, | didn’t
set the boundary and so — you know, | make myseliable. Technology is a
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wonderful thing. You know, emails are a very conmneacurrence now to have a
communication with people.

But people, particularly small rural communitie$e¢l, still appreciate their member
being able to attend functions. | mean, | spendtrabmy weekends attending
functions. | do because that's what happens ifdlsmmenmunities. Not very much
happens during the week because people are faisly &nd so | do a lot of weekend
work. | mean, a couple of weeks ago on a Sundagehed the extensions of the
Lebrina hall on a Sunday at 12 noon. And we haulb#5 people there. That's a
fairly big turn-out for a small community. And tfewhat they like. And | think
losing the member that they’ve come to know ancehavelected so recently is a
major change.

So if we could do it in a more slow approach, itijike, and do just the short term,
the four and a half years, rather than the nine-gegection, | think would be much
more palatable and much easier. And I'm sure itld/de less expensive. | expect
that this change will be a very expensive exeralsap. You know, moving offices,
relocating and not to mention what happens to taif secause | have a staffer that
has been with me for 13 years and | have no ided wihcan't tell her anything. |
don’t know what the future holds.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.
MR BLAKE: Thanks.

MR HAWKEY: Can | ask you a question. You werkkitag about the local
municipal areas of Northern Midlands and Break @'Rad Dorset. Did you get
any feedback from Southern Midlands about the nepgsal?

MS RATTRAY: Yes. They want to keep me.

MR HAWKEY: But — so that's about you as a reprgaéve. What about as the
boundaries?

MS RATTRAY: Not particularly, Andrew, no. No.did have some contact from
one constituent who 10 minutes out of New Norfa@k that the boundary
readjustment would probably be more suitable fenth And | will make some
contact with them and, you know, always availal@eit it's, you know — it's having
people on the ground. And because we’re single lmeerlectorates we don’t have a
team that we can ask to go and represent us. v ¢hn’'t make it ourselves, then,
you know, it's not always appropriate to have — kaow, staff can sometimes turn
up to something if they feel comfortable or evem available. If not — and certainly
not on weekends — but, you know, during the day thgght be able to do something
weekdays. But not — I've never asked my stafftterel anything on a weekend that
| haven’t been able to manage. I've just hadytatrd allocate my day, and that’s
just something about time management that youharge to learn.
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MR BLAKE: Karen, anything from you?
MS FROST: No.

MR BLAKE: No. Lisa? So last one from me. Yoe'mentioned in your written
document and a number of times today that thera atamber of people who you
spoke to who are concerned. Can you give me ddeglst how many those
numbers of people are? We’'ve had 29 submissibhaven'’t got a feel for the scale
of people that you're talking about.

MS RATTRAY: Everywhere | go, people want to saypetition, Mike, and | keep
on saying to them, “A petition won't suffice in ¢htase. You actually have to
provide some written input by submission.” But pkeogenerally don’t do that and
I’'m — you know, I'm not sure if you're aware. Thesyusually very busy, and, like |
said, people have contacted the office and wanttbrrite their submission. That
hasn’t been appropriate, and I've given them cdrdatails and copies of the map
and the like. Butit's not appropriate. So — lm#nerally, you know, look, dozens of
people. | won't say hundreds because that's rot#se because | don’t think a lot
of people understand the real ramifications of. tiis | came down to here today,
one of the people who work upstairs had no idetthieae would be any serious
ramifications because it didn’t affect their memb8&o — and they work in the
political sphere, if you like. And so that tellem and even the journalist who rang
from time to time had no concept of what was bgiraposed. Couldn’t get their
head around it at all. So | think there’s thakla€ understanding, and not because
they’re not interested. It's just a bit out oftfefld, it doesn’t happen very often, and
we’ve had minor adjustments, but nothing as sigaitt is this since the reduction of
numbers from 19 to 15. It's a major change.

MR BLAKE: All right. Thank you. No more questis from us. Any closing
statements from you?

MS RATTRAY: No, just — no. But, please, | thiskmething as significant as this
proposal needs more time. | really do. | thindréhneeds to be more time to
thoroughly explore what might happen. So a smalinolary adjustment for the
short term, for the four and a half years, whicls wauted, | think would be much
more — much more palatable to the community anthicdy allow people more time.
And we really don’t know what — you know, nine ygéme in Tasmania — who
knows what nine years time in Tasmania is goinigo& like. |1 mean, according to
the premier, when he came in to government, we geireg to have a million people
by 2020 or 2050, something. So, you know, it'sswe’re a long way off that. So
| think we’ve got some — certainly got some grovdglnappen. Don’t necessarily
think it will all be in the south because | thirllete’s some exciting things what
happening in the north, but | would like you tollaonsider that community of
interest. And the strong community of interest tileeady exists, | think, is really
important. So thank you.

MR BLAKE: All right. Thank you for your time. Aanks for your input.
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MS FROST: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Greg, if you're ready, we can make ars@a few minutes early.
MR HALL: Do you want me there now, Mr Blake?

MR BLAKE: Yes. Let's go.

MR HALL: Thank you.

MS ........... And | apologise, Greg, | got thember ..... wrong.

MR HALL: Hi. Good to see you.

MR BLAKE: Thanks, Greg. | might make an initeithtement of welcome.
MR HALL: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: So, for those in the audience, you'r@rnyg to hear this lots of times
today. Welcome to this hearing of the Redistribufi ribunal regarding the
Legislative Council boundary redistribution andrtkagou for making a submission
based on the initial redistribution proposal. Manre is Mike Blake and | chair the
Redistribution Tribunal. | will not introduce yda my colleagues because their
name tags are clear from what'’s in front of youne Thitial redistribution proposal
was prepared by the Legislative Council ElectoraliBdaries Redistribution
Committee in accordance with the Legislative CouBtEctoral Boundaries Act
1995. And | would like to place on record my thamé them and the Electoral
Commission staff and others who supported them.

The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggasstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions wereived by the due date of 27
February 2017. This tribunal has an obligatiobriag and independent and
unbiased perspective to its consideration of theroitee’s proposal and to do so in
a timely manner. The tribunal is also obligediplg the same priorities as did the
Distribution Committee. The first priority is tmgure, as far as practical, that the
number of electors in each council division woudd, in four and a half years time,
vary more than plus or minus 10 per cent of theaye council division enrolment.
The second priority is to take into account the gamity of interest within each
council division. After taking into account thagities noted, the tribunal must
consider the following matter in the case of edelteral division: the means of
communication and travel within the division; tbleysical boundaries and area of
the division; existing electoral boundaries arstidct natural boundaries.

For this redistribution the average division enreirnor quota is 24,998 which was
determined at 30 September 2016, and in no casegisariation from the council
division quota to exceed 10 per cent. | also tiwae this figure is based on actual
enrolment data at 30 September 2016 and waitimggkay will not result in any more
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accurate information. So the information usedi®g/dommittee is the most up-to-
date official population estimate. Every objedtas a right to be heard at this
inquiry. So far as the procedure today is conakrités not a court of law, and for
the most part the tribunal can determine its ovatedures. We will deal with these
matters as informally as possible, noting only thé is required to be a public
inquiry, and the tribunal has the power, if it thérit’s in the public interest to do so,
to hold parts of the inquiry in private.

You are invited to indicate whether there’s anyt pathe material or information

you wish to provide to us you believe should berthéaprivate. We will consider
such an application if and when it's made. Althodige tribunal has the power to do
so, we will not be swearing people in to give enice because we are dealing,
essentially, with matters of opinion rather thantested fact. But we do reserve the
right to require you to give sworn evidence, if @ggary. Also, the Act requires that
any evidence which is given by way of written staéat must be tendered and
verified by oath. So if you will be tendering amyitten statement, we will need to
administer and oath on them for the purposes dafyuey your statement.

Subject to these matters, the intention is thatareunvited to outline the nature of
your objection or, indeed, your support for, thegmsal uninterrupted. We will
provide an opportunity for discussion and commek guestioning from members
of the tribunal and then an opportunity for a akgsstatement from you. As you can
tell, today’s proceedings are being recorded. dwotig today’s inquiry, the tribunal
is going to deliberate, which we will do on 14 MarcWe will not make any
immediate response to anything that is put to dayto Do you have any questions
regarding the process?

MR HALL: No.
MR BLAKE: No. Proceed.

MR HALL: Thank you, Mr Chair, and members of {henel, and | appreciate the
opportunity to be able to come along and spealoto y do apologise, I've got a bit
of a summer cold but I think the incubation peri®avell over. So I've shaken
hands with you all now. You won't get it, | carsaee you. It's just one of those
things that came up, but it has made my hearimngebit more impaired. So,
anyway, that’s the way itis. So, Mr Chair, witbwy indulgence, | would just like to
make an opening statement. Yesterday afternoort béread back through my
submission, and | got more and more thoughts irnead, and | ended up, sort of — |
didn’t want to miss anything out. So, basicallydnt through and typed it out and
went through in that respect so that | didn't na@sgthing that | wanted to present to
the tribunal.

So just a small bit of a history. As we know, temtral principle in deciding
electoral boundaries is one vote, one value. Ahdmthe Parliamentary Reform Act
of '98 that reduced a number of members in the Hdtem 15 to 19. One vote, one
value was the guiding principle. Then in '98 theditribution Tribunal, as we
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know, determined the boundaries and the divisionasafor the new electorates and
how the transition would take place. It was a gobange, as we know, at that time
for the Tasmanian Parliament, but after 20 yeasoarow we can safely reflect on
that process that took part at that time. And Wweit’s still the proper model, of
course, is up for debate. But I'm not going tobviously not going to address that
today.

| think it’s fair to say that the transition fron® 1o 15 worked pretty well and it was
fair and equitable. And in 2008, in fact, the Rtiilbution Committee commented
on how well the boundaries established in '98 Haddthe test of time. But my
guestion is: is that still the case? So the kator the redistribution of '98 and the
subsequent reviews are set out, as we know, ifoset3 of the Legislative Council
Electoral Boundaries Act of '95 and requires toetaito account the two priorities.
And, as you know, and | think, Mr Chair, you talkalobut that — that the number of
electors in each division would not in four andedf lgears time vary more than plus
or minus 10 per cent and to take into account ¢imencunity of interest in each
council electorate or division.

In addition, you had, as you also mentioned, kadlabout the matters of
communication and travel within the electorate,ghgsical features and areas of
each electorate, the existing electoral boundameisthe distinct natural boundaries.
And these, of course, as you've mentioned, themaitused by this Redistribution
Committee to produce this initial proposal. HoweVee got to say, with respect, |
think the Redistribution Committee has given far touch weight on the first
priority, and that is the number of electors infeaouncil division must not vary
more than plus or minus 10 per cent of the avecageacil division enrolment. |
think that, with respect, that they are trying veayd to keep the variation in average
council division enrolment numbers to a minimumageatage, and maybe even see
zero as a perfect result in the pursuit of themte, one value principle.

To me, that’s not a requirement of the legislatas] read it, but | can understand
some of the influences that might take it acadeltyickesirable, if | might put it that
way. And | just, as a matter of interest, Mr Chamote the comment from the
Constitutional Centre of Western Australia, theiorobf one vote, one value is that
each member of parliament represents, and is dlégtea comparable number of
electors. This means the boundaries are distdborethe basis that every district
would have an equal number of electors plus or mikfuper cent.

Then it goes on to say:

In some cases legislation can provide for exceptiorgive separate
consideration to remote and regional areas.

And so perhaps a 10 per cent variation should ed tshelp equalise the access of
voters in large divisions to their member of Paniant and have regard to one
member’s ability to satisfactorily service a lagjectorate. | would contend that if
the larger rural divisions were permitted to a hiexe — fewer projected electors
than the average but still within the 10 per cemtation, and so the Redistribution
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Committee might not have felt the need to propos slrastic changes. With
regard to the data on attachment C of my submisexisting divisions and
enrolment trends of the initial proposal bookle120only the division of Rumney is
projected to exceed the 10 per cent variationénelislation, and that’s plus 13.54
per cent over the next four and a half years. parthaps — it has been suggested a
simple exchange of electors with Apsley or a sgadinminus 6.31 could resolve the
imbalance.

Mr Chair, the Redistribution Committee’s proposeajon restructure of the two
divisions in the northern half of the state — amelytre the ones that | want to focus —
in Western Tiers, naturally, also has other serioydications. It would, by the
creation of the new divisions of Mcintyre and Peyssnove a Legislative Council
seat to the south of the state; more likely — mksly to be based at Sorell. The
current projected division populations do not suppahange of this magnitude. It
would also shatter established communities of @ster The proposed new division
of Mclntyre stretches from Railton in the west stjnear where | live, for example,
I’'m on the cusp of the north-west coast — righuacbto Flinders Island and St
Helen's in the east and along the way grabs vdétens Evandale and the Fingal
Valley, for example.

It would be, one could contend, an unwieldy eleat®of some 15,208 square
kilometres with no clear town of focus. But, cumig, the elected members in the
towns of Deloraine, Westbury, Longford, Evandalept&dale, Bridport, St Helen'’s,
Scamander are all approximately between one and @@@tors, making adequate
representation almost impossible on the proposdidtréution for a single
Legislative Council member. Further, it would lufinge very different communities
there: the north-west, Meander Valley, Northermllsiinds, north-east and the east
coast into a large electorate that | would conteiidoe very little in the way of
common interests. And | would also note, Mr Chidiere’s not one person who I've
spoken to or contacted me are of the opinion ti@ptoposed Mclintyre electorate
makes any sense. The overwhelming comment hasdiggaraging, to say the
least.

So the current electorate of Western Tiers is atiyyeentred on Deloraine, which
although on the north of the division, is seenraapropriate and acceptable focal
point for the electorate and its communities oéast. It is likely that the division
base or the electorate base for the proposed edéetof Mcintyre would be
Launceston which would deprive two large existingsibns of a direct access to
their member, to a large degree. | would then ploisequestion: why are the voters
of Western Tiers being asked to accept such a nohpmge? Since the last
redistribution in 2008, the number of enrolled & in Western Tiers has gradually
increased according to the enrolment figures phetisn accordance with the
Legislative Council Electoral Boundaries Act of 599

In 2008 the number of enrolled electors in Westeens had a variation from the
division average of minus 4.29 per cent, or mind@todd — minus 1011 enrolled
electors. And yet in 2016 the variation from tlsdon average was minus 0.51 per
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cent, or minus 128 electors. The projected vamafiiom the division average in
2021 will be minus 1.12 per cent, minus 280 eleetedirolled electors. So it's
pretty well right on the money. So, to me, themuld appear to be no reason for
any change to the division of Western Tiers basedapulation numbers alone.
And there is doubt — there is no doubt that moenge leads to more voter
confusion. Mr Chair and members, | must say sirfi®9 enrolled electors in in the
Meander Valley stretching right through from Moles€k to Carrick, for example,
have had four electorate name changes to deakwimer, Roland — although no
election was held under this name — Rowallan andt®ve Tiers and now, under the
currently proposal, we’re adding another one, Mgiat

People just don’t know where — what are we upheytask. Anyway. It can also be
argued that members of Parliament in the Lower Ha@ul Federal members of
Parliament are able to service electorates langgmaore decentralised than the
proposed division of Mcintyre. But that doesnkeanto account the fact that the
Legislative Council seats, as we all know, arelsimgember electorates and do not
have the staff or resources and multiple electeraticers available to members of
other Houses of Parliament. You know, | think and@ large electorate, even the
state, you know, there’s probably six or seventelate officers, for example. And
they're able to share themselves around and phiysaathe ground and with their
electorate officers and EAs. We can’'t — we singaynot do that. We have
basically — the average EA is about 0.7 0.6 orf@. dne member in the Legislative
Council.

It also doesn’t — following on from that — it aldoesn’t take into account the fact
that independent members of the Legislative Cowdwihot have access to party
resources, staff or support. The one vote, ongeviatinciple can only work if voters
have reasonable access to their members of Parltam@d that would not be the
case in the proposed division of Mcintyre. | thitk Chair and members, there’s
also no practical comparison between large ruegitetates and the kick-overs, if |
might use that, kick-over electorates; high popoadensities of some electorates.
So examples, so in some, like the Mersey, Pembikeck, some of those others,
Hobart, you can virtually drive from one side ofelactorate to the other in 10
minutes.

They usually just have one community of interaste have many communities of
interest. We have many regional newspapers tovdéal We have myriads of
sporting and service clubs and it goes on andYwmu know, we've got — I'm not
complaining about this, it's a fact of life, buista fact of life, we have got six hours
return drive to Hobart for Parliament, all thosesof things, whereas other
members are — it's very easy to do that. Andrikhyou know, that as | travel, and
as | travel to Hobart and | come from, as | saythencusp of the north-west coast
and out of probably a private sector environmeot, know, | do see that two speed
economy that’s happening in Tasmania at the moment.

Whether we like it or not, that's good luck for Hoh But | do see that two speed
economy. And | do see — and what does concern hsee-the amount of
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deprivation which is in the rural electorates. Anthose rural regional electorates
aren’t getting proper — this is just another blowtitem, | feel. So, in short, the
importance of keeping the enrolled elector numbetisin 10 per cent has to be
balanced by the accessibilities of the elected neesto the elected members in their
division. And I think that the current divisionE\Western Tiers and Apsley work
because they provide a communication corridor ftbennorth to the south. And the
proposed redistribution and dramatic changes totithern divisions is, according
to the initial proposal based on the needs to addptaddress a population shift in
Tasmania and makes the following statement:

The general eastward and southward movement tréetkoted members over
the past 18 years continues across this redistidmstfour and a half year
enrolment projections. The initial proposal aldates that population
projections for each of the 15 divisions are basedhBS data produced in
2015.

However, the ABS population projections are thenesebased on data from the
2011 Australian Census. And that is what the s-ithivhat the ABS says about their
population projection data:

The ABS recognises the increasing interest in sisichmethods among
demographers. While such methods were not spatyfiesed to comply in
these projections, some limited applications ofrttethods were used in
assessing some of the assumptions. The ABS wsléartier feedback in
these emerging methodologies ahead of the nerf pedjections.

Now ..... | suppose, Mr Chair ..... what does Iséstic mean. | had to look that up. |
had to Google it. It's a word | was unfamiliar kyiand it turns out to be an adjective
which just describes something randomly determiagurobability/possibility. And
you will note the ABS warning on the emerging mekblogies it uses in its
population projections. The fact is the data usemiake such drastic changes to
Legislative Council divisions is now at least seays old and is being used to predict
electorate numbers for the next four and a halfsyelf would seem there is room

for some doubt in this process. And a lot can kapp 10 years. And | think in
Tasmania we’re seeing a whole range of differepugation growth drivers,
particularly in the north-west, north-north-eastl tidlands in regard to irrigation
schemes, vineyard expansions. | know around gy, anassive horticultural
expansions by Driscoll's and the Costas and atlgbe of thing. Mining is always
cyclical like as with a lot of other primary induss.

Forestry has now started to pick up again and kymyw, we’ve got the adventure
tourism, eco-tourism, matters of mountain bikengdand golf, angling, etcetera. So
I’m concerned that the current review publishegitgposed — sorry, | will start
again. | will finish that little bit there. Mr Glirman, I’'m also a bit concerned that
the current review published its proposed changdsaend of January, a peak
holiday time for many Tasmanians. And it was putie three day list on that
Australia Day weekend, but just that single assertil understand the Electoral
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Commission have done their undertaking, their residlities in doing that in
accordance with the legislation. But | might jsay, as we all know, how few
people — or many less people now read daily nevwspapAnd those that did said, “I
can’t understand this. It's all a bit too much.ddes your head in when you start to
look at it along the lines.” | know it's very difult for the Redistribution Tribunal to
probably get anything different from that, but $juvanted to make that point.

So | have no doubt that the legislation enactextaate the divisions back in '98
served the Parliament and the people of Tasmarilatthat time. | don’t think
that’s the case now. And so, Mr Chair, | woulcklikvith respect, to advise the
tribunal that upon return to Parliament, | inteadhtove a Private Member’s Bill.
And the purpose of my bill would be to amend thgikktive Council Electoral
Boundaries Act 1995 in two ways. One is to delsydetermination of the
2016/2017 Legislative Council Electoral Boundameslistribution Committee until
population projections based on the most recergusedata, August 2016, are
available from the ABS. This would allow the Redizution Committee to make its
population projections on the latest available @awa ensure a sounder basis for
boundary changes.

It will also allow the committee to consider anyaolges to federal electorates in
Tasmania as a result of the current review whiaues to be completed by the end of
this year. It would also synchronise future Legfisie Council electoral boundary
reviews with the availability of population projemis based on the most recent
Australian census data by doing a 10-year reviestedyom 2018 instead of the
current nine-year review. The Australian censuwels every five years in the
month of August and I'm assured that this will done. And ABS population
projection data is updated every three months. gmd and whilst there is probably
a good reason for the nine year and four and aykalf review cycles in place in the
current legislation, it is clearly out of kilter thithe regular release of reliable ABS
and census data.

So, Mr Chair, | just mention that. It's not — I'not criticising the committee at all
with what they've done. You've acted entirely viitthe Redistribution Committee,
entirely within the legislation. That is a polalomatter and that's a matter that | just,
as a matter of courtesy, | thought | would just tieento you, that's what | intend to
do. So, justin conclusion, I've been a membehefLegislative Council for nearly
16 years. I've tried to always shy away from tlétigs of parochialism despite
what I've said about the two speed economy bef8net | just see that — | see that as
— those of us with long service in our chamber k@ogood deal about our
electorates and our State and the issues that affeconstituents.

It's very hard-earned knowledge, | might say, andarstanding we use to represent
the interests of our constituents and help witlr fi@blems and issues. As an aside,
| was somewhat bemused when my attention was di@meomments from the
Member of Rumney, Mr Chairman. He indicated thak of retirement age. Well,
I’m 68 and still going strong. And further | haaticated retirement in 2018. In
casual conversation, | might have indicated, asafaays do, you know,
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considering all options. And | certainly havenited out not standing again in 2018.
Look, I'm younger than Mr Trump. So there you go.

MR BLAKE: And | suspect much more reliable.

MR HALL: Thank you, Mr Chair. Anyway, my Privatdember’s Bill was not
about — as | said before, it's not about savingsest of Western Tiers or my future.
It's just about ensuring that the process thatdiecivho we represent and those who
follow us is democratic and fair and equitablelto And just a final bit of

conclusion, | would respectfully request that inlges of a minor nature cannot be
achieved, then at least the tribunal seriously idensny Hall 3 proposal, which was
the eastern and the central matter. And | do tMnlPage, therefore, his patience
and going right through that almost figures .o0.. Bhank you, Mr Chair, that
completes my rather long-winded dissertation.

MR BLAKE: Thanks. Thank you Greg. So | will ap& up to the panel.
MS FROST: | have a question.
MR BLAKE: Go ahead.

MS FROST: Mr Hall, thank you very much for youalH3 proposal and for
coming up with an alternative because that is Wetpful.

MR HALL: Yes, yes.

MS FROST: To us to consider. And you’'ve mentibabout the distances
involved, but under your proposal the Apsley regioes from Flinders Island right
down to Tasman Peninsula.

MR HALL: Yes.

MS FROST: And you mentioned about distances andHinking how do you
think — do you think that that distance is reasteédr the Apsley representative?

MR HALL: Yes. |suppose if you look at Apsleytae moment — Tania Rattray —
Tania comes down to Buckland, as it is at the mam&n, you know, she has —
that's quite a distance south. And | recogniseittealso a — but | see that connect
of the east coast, as | always go down there, &ndw that, yes, the Tasmanian
Peninsula protrudes down further. But | would htneught that still it was an
achievable matter for a member to service. |yeaddl because | think that if you go
between Buckland and the Tasman Peninsula, thegép there where there’s not
too many people through Nugent and those areas.thgart then you just get into the
Tasman Peninsula, not a particularly high poputatibut certainly, of course, Sorell
has.
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And, conversely, the proposal put me down into Biog. Well, | now — | can'’t

really come down just south of Bothwell. So, yoow, 95 per cent of my people
live in that northern part of the electorate. Buservicing Bothwell, and going to
Hobart or a member of the current Western Tieceatral electorate, it is not all that
difficult. It is pretty small population down ther There are large rural holdings.
Probably only about 300 people live in Bothwelhefe’s shacks and everything
else. So it simply means instead of coming dovenMiidlands Highway, you just go
down the — come across the Lake Highway, the lakersdary road. And any issues
that | have to deal with can be done there, inréspect, yes.

MS FROST: Thank you.

MR HALL: So I just sort of saw that as a — yegther than, yes, the east-west, cut
off the north-south one, it appeared to me — ahéhk and other people too — it
would be an option which | think has merit, haseuai bit of merit. Yes.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Did you consult your constitu¢siin areas like Bothwell
in particular and did you get any feedback on ttoppsed changes?

MR HALL: Yes. As | said before, some people cante the office and others
came in and they were quite unhappy with thatahfiroposal. It's pretty difficult to
— even to explain what goes on, you know. | meaople get local government
areas mixed up with us. You know, even if you gband door-knock and you've
been a member for a while, “You're standing for thern Midlands Council”, you
know. And so you do get quite a bit of that. T¥@d “council” tends to get mixed

up.
MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Sure.

MR HALL: In the whole shooting match. So it'$d difficult. So, yes. But the
people that | have spoken to, to answer your quessaid, “Look, you know, we

can see the merit in what you're” — | just toldesvfpeople. | didn't tell all that many
people about what | proposed here as an alternatigad they said “Yes, we can see
that as something which is quite feasible and ésakt upset the apple cart to any
great degree.” And, | mean, as far as | was coeckiif that proposal came into
being, then yes, I'm in Hobart, I'm going backwaagd=l forwards. I'm going

through Brighton anyway. And I'm going through QGamelltown and I'm going
through those others areas. Yes, | do take, yowkit into account, as you say.

I’'m from Flinders and | know that the member forsdy has also serviced, you
know, the Flinders Island, you know — there is tieal community of interest right
down that east coast and the east coast drivehartshing and the tourism which is
totally — which is divorced from that central awghich | probably represent, which
is mainly, you know, rural based. It has a — andike the moment, if | look at
where | am at the moment, if | go through even fi@ont Sorell through to where |
live, it's only probably about 30, 35 minutes. r@hutes, 35 minutes. Butit's a
continuation of very strong rural communities dkirest through Kentish. And | can
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drive from my place, then through to Perth or Lamndfin another 35 minutes or so.
So that's — you know, in that respect because-itts central — Deloraine is a
central town in that context, | suppose, yes. 'Bhast the way it has been. It's the
way we've had to service it, yes. Michael.

MR GIUDICI: Yes. Thank you, Greg, for your statents. In your submission and
also in your statement you very much favour aneénm@ntal approach or a
minimalist approach to the changes. But you aleation that many constituents
have seen a number of changes over the last tinties w-

MR HALL: Sorry.

MR GIUDICI: A number of your constituents are Ipaps sick and tired of change
in terms of the nametags that have happened ower ti

MR HALL: Yes. Yes.

MR GIUDICI: You mentioned that.

MR HALL: Yes.

MR GIUDICI: The current proposal suggests a yaigddical change.
MR HALL: Yes.

MR GIUDICI: Which may stand the test of time erms of subsequent changes not
being required. So, you know, what are your viensind what'’s better: an
incremental change which may have the effect @fcdifig people several times or
something that lasts?

MR HALL: Yes. Look, | understand what you're &y, Michael. Excuse me. |
will have a sip of water. Too much talking. Yesnderstand that an incremental
change may provide some issues down the trackdorknow — if it's only small
incremental change, it might provide some issugag then, again, you know, the
world changes, as we know, and you know some &fetipopulation projections may
change. And that's why I'm talking about, you knomaiting until the latest ABS
data is available there. Yes. | really just haveay, Michael, | really don't like —
and people don't like — that proposal as it is.th moment it will be a very difficult
electorate to service, | think, the Mcintyre onetas. And that's why — and | realise
that, you know, I think, that the — if the increnten- if the smaller incremental
change is not acceptable, then the other one glgrtaas — the scenario 3, | think,
has real merit to do that without — and still fibaof the guidelines which we have
to fit with, yes.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.
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MR BLAKE: Nothing else. No. So you've answeiag questions. Thanks, Greg.
And any closing remarks before we finish up?

MR HALL: No, I don’t think so. Look, | would judike to — I think | went on long
enough with what | said, but | just wanted to malee that | covered off on all those
salient points, Mr Chair, and | thank you very méichyour indulgence and

allowing me to appear today. Thank you so much.

MR BLAKE: Thank you.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Thank you.

MR HALL: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: So, tribunal, we might break for 45 rates, is that okay.

MR GIUDICI: Yes.

MR BLAKE: And back here at 11.30. 11.25.

MR GIUDICI: Yes. Okay.

ADJOURNED [10.23 am]

RESUMED [11.19 am]

MR BLAKE: So we have reconvened after our teabkmhis morning, the tribunal,
and welcome Rosemary Armitage. | won't read thtooty statement again.
You've heard it a couple of times.

MS ARMITAGE: | have, yes.

MR BLAKE: But | might just re-emphasise becausis {s causing some confusion,
| believe, the bit about the quota. So for thdistibution, the average division
enrolment or quota is 24,998 which was determin&Da&eptember 2016. And in
no case is any variation from the council divisgprota to exceed 10 per cent. | also
note that this figure is based on actual enrolrdexd at 30 September '16 and
waiting or delaying will not result in any more acate information. So the
information used by the committee is the most ugdte official population

estimate. You understand the process?

MS ARMITAGE: Absolutely.

MR BLAKE: You're welcome to proceed.
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MS ARMITAGE: Thank you. No, | do. |totally uedstand the process. And
probably the submission that | would have is putieét | would have hoped that
there could have been a less disruptive way ofeaainy the outcome that we need
to. | understand that some of the electoratespofse — the numbers are down and
others are up a little bit and it needed to be ghdn But | just see that what we've
come up with or what the committee has come up sgms to be quite disruptive
to at least two of the electorates, being the cairgsley, of course, and Western
Tiers. And | would consider that a lot of thoseatbrs will be disenfranchised quite
considerably, particularly as the Member for Apsdayd previously when she was
speaking that she has just gone to an electiolyémstin 2016. You've got basically
half the electorate then with a different membeéxiously, whether it's going to be
her or whether it's a southern part. But somesrgbing to have — half that
electorate is going to have a different member titney voted in last year.

The other issue, of course, is Rumney, which | @wade that as being quite difficult
for the current member. I'm up for election nolkknow how hard it is, and |

simply have one small area that will be differeBut to have a huge part of the
electorate change is certainly a hard thing to ceiie But where I'm looking at it
primarily is the fact that | see that we need teehequal representation around the
state. And if we look at numbers, with 15 memizérthe Upper House, | would
consider that we would be losing a northern voidethe moment, of course, you
can have a northern or southern voice when youayo,fbasically, Bridport right
down to — where is it, down to Sorell where it go& you could have someone that
perhaps is from the south and lives there. Buthete the opportunity of having a
northern voice which we've had for a great numbegrears with the current member
and | think her father previously to that.

So it has been a long time that we’ve had thatheont voice. But with these
proposed changes there’s no possibility. So whatgrily at the moment is two
northern voices or can be and usually is two nontheices becomes only one
northern voice. And all of a sudden we get anosleetthern voice. And, to me, it's
all to do with representation across the stateer@needs to be equal representation.
And, of course, not being parochial, but we do@aselves often as a bit of the poor
relations in the north. And | make no apologytfaat, you know. While we're
elected by the state. We're also elected to Idtg aur regions. And | see that as a
bit of an issue that now with these changes, ¥ tethrough, there is no possibility
for the north to have that extra voice.

And probably that’'s one of the main things thatoluhd say, just looking at — the
other area that | would mention, and I think it wasntioned by the other members,
is the size of their electorate. I'm very luckyliaunceston. As has been mentioned,
| can cover my electorate, even if it's change®¢oth, 20 minutes | could be
anywhere within my electorate. And it's quite @mt;, as the Member for Apsley
said, one of our main tasks or functions is torattevents put on by our community,
that they do like to think that people turn up godto them. So | am lucky that | can
actually do that. But for these two members tcehaw electorate that, you know —
where it's proposed — where Mcintyre particuladyproposed and all the way up the
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east coast, | would see it very hard for someoraetoally cover an electorate that
size.

And when you look at the Lower House, while theyyrhave electorates
geographically similar, they’ve got five membend they can have — well, they
would have at least five offices. Most membersehavo offices. You know, some
of them will have an office either end, particwaiflthey’re in government and even
opposition because they are party members, wheredsve one staff member and
one office. And | would see it very difficult fony fellow members, whether it be
Prosser or whether it be Mclintyre, to actually bkedo cover that whole area and to
cover it well. And | think that’s the thing. Teggraphically be actually able to go
to all areas and to be able to look after thosestitoients would be difficult. | know
in Launceston it's not always easy, even thouglgggghically | can — as you say, |
can be there 20 minutes anywhere. It’'s still hoggs easy to be everywhere that
you need to be. But to have an electorate thattBey would spend the largest part
of their time in their car travelling.

| also see that as a danger because you can goretgon and the member would
tell you, you know, “Triabunna or Swansea, you garhome.” You've got to look
at is it safe working hours because of the amotititre you are spending in the car.
The longer you're in the car, the more unsafe. itAsd | see that as a real issue too
because by making their electorate so large, yacteally putting them in the
vehicle that much longer. If they've got somethinghere at Bridport and then
they’ve got something over at Deloraine or somewtsamilar, and they feel,

“We've got to go. These are compulsory things thatreally need to do to look
after our constituents and so they don’t feel diserchised or disengaged”, then the
travelling they can do — and I'm sure the membaelistell you — there’s nothing for
them to spend six hours in a car of a day. Yowkrbree hours to get somewhere,
you're spending somewhere for an hour or an hotwor and then you're heading
home that night. | don’t see that as safe. Ased that as a real issue.

We don’t allow doctors and nurses and other petaplave unsafe working hours.
So why should we let our politicians have unsafekimg hours? | think that's — it's
quite critical that — you know, accidents can ocual, while they haven’t, we've
been fortunate they haven't yet. It certainly damger, the larger your electorate
and one person having to cover it. And they'rébplly my main concerns. As |
said, the fact that currently, yes, there are |latgetorates with the Lower House.
They do have multi-member to cover it. And if igarty, obviously, they would
assign different people to different events, wtiteky can do. But when you're a
single person, you feel you need to be there far ydhole electorate as best you
can. Unlike the member for Apsley, | would have @ar for three years quite easily
and probably still doesn’t need changing becauskeoshort distances I'm
travelling. But I'm mainly speaking on their behal

It doesn’t concern me. And | felt | could come apeak to you because | don't
have any self-interest this. I'm not speaking dlvoy electorate. I'm quite happy
with whatever happens in that electorate. So Eally looking at my fellow
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members and supporting them in that | think unsafiking hours for the travelling
they would have to do to actually cater for an &lete that size. And also for the
constituents who will be disenfranchised and disatlwged at having lost a member
that they’ve just recently elected, or in the casBumney they will lose a member
that they will have just instantly elected. Sattharetty much my feeling.

MR BLAKE: Yes. Thank you. Any questions fronettribunal?
MR GIUDICI: Just exploring the size of the elaeti® argument a bit more.
MS ARMITAGE: Yes.

MR GIUDICI: The proposal reduces the size of exgs Apsley significantly, and
Murchison is already very large.

MS ARMITAGE: Murchison is very large, but the gter part of Murchison
doesn’t have anyone in it.

MR GIUDICI: It doesn’t have anybody in it, n0.0 S that’s right.
MS ARMITAGE: No.

MR GIUDICI: One of the proposals from your colige, Greg Hall, was that
Apsley would go from Flinders Island to Nubeena. wbuld you have potential
issues with that?

MS ARMITAGE: | haven't really —well, | haven’dbbked at Greg’s people so |
couldn’t really comment on it. But | simply seeavhyou look at the size,
geographically where it is, you can look at it, god can say how big it is
geographically, but if you look from where you hdwdravel and where the roads
are to take you where you need to go — and | tinirtke case of Apsley it's very
difficult for Tania Rattray in that she has an offiat Scottsdale and she has a staff
member at Scottsdale, and it's quite obvious thatvgould have to take over
Prosser. You couldn’t expect Western Tiers to bex®rosser because there’s
basically none of Western Tiers in it. So | cae #&t. So there are other problems
too, when you consider your electors and your Gesits.

All the constituents from, basically, Bridport rigthown to — is it Campbelltown or
Canara where it changes, they will no longer belongpmeone they elected last
year. But geographically even when you're dowrehdis a long way right down to
the bottom end, you know, of where the proposedigbsiare. So it’s still a great
deal of travelling. And | see that as unsafe wagkiours, | really do. | know how
many hours the Member for Apsley does because siseevill have a new car every
so often and you think, “Gosh.” She said, “Welleldone so many thousand
miles”, and | think — or kilometres — that cannetdafe to be travelling that much.
So | do see that as an issue for her, and | gtrassnie of the lucky ones in that |
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don’t have that. But that doesn’t mean | can'ttseeproblems for my fellow
members.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: So can | explore with you, and thishecause, as you say, you're not
here with any particular view - - -

MS ARMITAGE: No. No. I have—-no. |---

MR BLAKE: And | think the problem we — I'm sorf tboking at, having also
looked at this proposal that my colleagues haveecomwith, is because of the way
we elect our Upper House members whatever we slgdaing to affect a member,
whether it's now or nine years time. So there’sigdo be some member who will
bein ..... subject to the transition arrangemehtion’t know how we can avoid
always - - -

MS ARMITAGE: These seem such major changes, thouwgnd | know they’re
only small numbers — or small numbers comparetémterall number in each
electorate.

MR BLAKE: Yes.

MS ARMITAGE: But the geographic changes to theraee quite major. So
they’re not small changes.

MR BLAKE: So the question Michael has asked a feembers is if we don’t
make this change today, we're going to have t&elyj if the population trends
continue, make a much bigger change in nine y@aes aand that’s my, sort of,
looking at the numbers. So when does a paneblike make that call? A few times
morning Greg mentioned 1998 was a great outcoraé sthnificant changes were
made and stood the test of time. Should | makendes view we should develop
something that’s going to stand the test of time?

MS ARMITAGE: Look, | agree - - -
MR BLAKE: And that’s — I'm trying to toy in my ow mind with that.

MS ARMITAGE: | do agree with you that you do hawemake decisions, and, at
the end of the day, you have to make decisiona ¢ém't take everything into
account because you would never make a decisiaubeeveryone will have
differing opinions. But looking at the map, paut&rly looking at Western Tiers or
what was Western Tiers becoming Mclntyre, to méthand | appreciate we've got
Murchison, but this bottom end of Murchison, bakycdas no people in it.

MR GIUDICI: No.
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MS ARMITAGE: And to go from here up to here, yknow, it's not just a matter
of just climbing around a map. You've got to hawads that go — it just — it looks a
very strange delineation to me, and | just see guate difficult for any member to
cover an area like that. And my main reason foniog down, and as | said, the fact
that the north loses a voice. And that’s very intgoat to me, that, you know, when
we’'re in the Legislative Council most of us aregpdndents, which is very
important. And we certainly vote many times omnessthat could be called
parochial, whether it be hospitals or whether ifdmball or whatever, that are
north/south. And | accept that we're there forwhwle state, but | also am very
conscious of the fact that | have to look afternbeth because if | don’t support the
north of the state, then no one else will. Weglasted members for the north, yes,
we look at overall the state, but we also lookrafite regions. And | am considering
that it will be losing a northern voice. Thereige northern voice gone. So there’s
one vote done in our House that won't be supposimgething or may not be
supporting something that happens in the north.

And, to me, that's important as well because tlaeeemany issues that do come
down to parochialism, whether we like it or whetter don’t. It does happen. And
it's important that all regions are equally repregsd. And so | would like to see a —
| don’t see — there’s probably quite a fair balantbaven’'t seen the Member for
Western Tiers’ proposal. And I think the Member Apsley may have had a
proposal as well. But | thought, “Well, no, thaif'®ir proposals”. I'm only
interested in looking at your proposal.

MR BLAKE: No. You're right, yes.

MR GIUDICI: For sure.

MR BLAKE: All right. | think we've - - -

MS ARMITAGE: Sol---

MR BLAKE: - - - exhausted our questions. Thamkiyagain for coming in. Thank
you.

MS ARMITAGE: That's all right. | just thoughtwould offer you just a quick
submission.

MR GIUDICI: Yes. Thank you.
MR BLAKE: Thank you.
MS ARMITAGE: Thank you very much.

MR BLAKE: What's the size of the proposed Mclréytompared to the original
Apsley? | would have thought Apsley was bigger.
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ADJOURNED [11.32 am]

RESUMED [11.51 am]

MR BLAKE: So after a short break we reconvenetthminal. Mr Nott, may | just
make an introductory few comments. So welcoméitotearing of the
Redistribution Tribunal regarding the Legislativeudcil boundary redistribution
and thank you for making a submission based ointhal redistribution proposal.
My name is Mike Blake and | chair the Redistribatibribunal. | will not introduce
you to my colleagues because their names andaodeslear from their name tags.
The initial redistribution proposal was preparediuy Legislative Council Electoral
Boundaries Redistribution Committee in accordanitk the Legislative Council
Electoral Boundaries Act 1995. And | would likepiace on record my thanks to
them and the Electoral Commission staff and Mr Plage for their support and
work that they've done.

The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggesstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions wereived by the due date,
including yours, which was 27 February 2017. Thizunal has an obligation to
bring an independent and unbiased perspective twiisideration of the
committee’s proposal and to do so in a timely manfde tribunal is also obliged to
apply the same principles as did the RedistribuBommittee. The first priority is

to ensure, as far as practical, that the numbeleators in each council division
would not in four and a half years time vary by mtran plus or minus 10 per cent
of the average council division enrolment. Theosekpriority is to take into account
the community of interest within each council diwis After taking into account the
priorities noted above, the tribunal must consttlerfollowing in each case of each
electoral division: the means of communication &adel within the division; the
physical features and area of the division; thsetimg electoral boundaries and
distinct natural boundaries.

For this redistribution the average divisional ément or quota is 24,998 which was
determined at 30 September 2016. And in no caseyivariation from the council
division quota to exceed 10 per cent. | also tiwde this figure is based on actual
enrolment data at 30 September 2016 and waitimiglary will not result in any more
accurate information. So the information usedi®g/dommittee is the most up-to-
date official population estimate. Every objedias the right to be heard at this
inquiry. So far as the procedure today is conagrites not a court of law, and for
the most part the tribunal can determine its ovatpdures. We will deal with these
matters as informally as possible, noting only thét is required to be a public
inquiry and the tribunal has the power, if it thénKs in the public interest to do so,
to hold parts of the inquiry in private.

You are invited to indicate whether there is angt phthe material or information
you want to provide to us you believe should bed@aprivate. We will consider
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such application if it's made. Although the trilahihas the power to do so, we will
not be swearing people in to give evidence becamgsare dealing, essentially, with
matters of opinion rather than contested factwaitlo reserve the right to require
you to give sworn evidence if necessary. AlsoAberequires that any evidence
which is given by way of a written statement mussténdered and verified by oath.
So if you will be tendering any written statememg will need to administer an oath
to them for the purposes of verifying your statemen

MR NOTT: Only the submission.

MR BLAKE: Thank you. Subject to these mattehg intention is that you are
invited to outline the nature of your objection o, indeed, support for, the proposal
uninterrupted. We will provide an opportunity ftiscussion and comment and
guestioning from members of the tribunal and thewportunity for a closing
statement from you. As you can see, today’s pitiogs are being recorded.
Following today'’s inquiries, the tribunal is goitmdeliberate, which we will do on
14 March. We will not make any immediate respdosanything that is put to us
today. Do you have any questions about the pr8cess

MR NOTT: No.
MR BLAKE: Please proceed.

MR NOTT: First of all, could | thank you for tleg@portunity to, first, put a
submission in and, secondly, to speak to it. Agddss it's quite ironic in a sense;
there’s 29 submissions and there’s 29 councils &liee been involved in local
government. So that’s an ironical factor, | guésst it. My first reaction to seeing
the boundary changes and the map proposed anéwhelectorates of Mcintyre and
Prosser — | believe that, looking at this mapsauth and Western Tiers have moved
west. | understand, as you said, that by reguiahie need to periodically adjust the
boundaries to keep the voting numbers fairly simiiaall the electorates.

| felt that there was, in my opinion, a massiveuatipent and dislocation in looking
at that. The individuals and communities, anddsgulocal councils, have a sense of
identification with the original or current boundss, and they do in any community.
And there’s a general link with — those have linkth the Legislative Council
electorates. With this proposal, in my opiniorerthis a huge identity loss and
change for the communities. And also, in my opinibdoes alter the community
fabric, having lived in rural Tasmania, Meanderdanumber of years, I'm aware of
that community fabric. Also, I'm aware through moje for nine years in local
government in Launceston and also involvement aatlscrutineer and supporting
the Member for Windermere in three elections, thrconfusion. | think at times
that, sadly, there’s a great deal of voter confusioyway in Legislative Council. |
mean, many times | was asked when campaigning md&imere, “Do | have to
vote?”, even for local government election. “Amm Windermere?” And | think that
with the name changes, more so with Mclintyre thih R®rosser, it would be
difficult and cause more confusion, in my opinion.
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Currently, we know that there’s a great deal —gnenber of informal votes, more
than perhaps there should be. In fact, | think éimamy records, looking at statistics,
in some cases there’s something like 10 per canidibn’t vote from the number of
electors enrolled, to the number of those that,ustsomething like 10 per cent or
more. And there’s quite a considerable numbenfafrmal votes. | think that's a
message for all in government with communicatiom bguess with three tiers of
government in a small state like Tasmania with @dncils and so on that's always
going to be difficult anyway. You would think withe new electorate — the
proposed electorate of Mclintyre, to go from Deloeadr the western side to the east
coast was, in fact, a massive adjustment and erdiite in localities and there are
many different smaller communities, having live@nBeloraine, as at Meander, to
link that.

And | also had a holiday house at St Helen’s. §odss | know that area and it's a
huge — it's a huge shift. | know there has to lhenges, | understand that. But |
believe that perhaps this particular way it haseggested — there might be a
better way. There might be a better way. And afsather concern of mine is there
is naturally a link between state and federal elatés and it would appear that
where — with local council, | know a couple of lbcauncils have voiced their
opinion — certainly in the press they have, anywapout the proposed electorates.
And | think that the less disruption, the less osign, the better for the Upper House
and those in those electorates. The loss of lepmesentation | think is important.
While — and both the incumbents have won thredielex; and | guess there will
come a time when they may not continue to a furthection. But they are known in
that area, and | think that those particular — \hth changes, would indicate that it
would be more disruptive or less known for thosthimse country communities.

And those country communities are very much difiefeom the western side, from
Deloraine, Mole Creek, that end, to the east cwahtSt Helen’s, Bridport and so on
..... guestion too, that the idea — | know thee&s@bvernment has pushed the Great
Eastern Drive tourism and that would have, | thinkbelieve would be fractured, in
a sense, if it was — if there was — in the new mddelieve. In a sense, currently
with Apsley, basically, all of Apsley would havedreinvolved in the Great Eastern
Drive. So community interests, voter confusiond ehanges, with Mcintyre, | think
that would appear to me — Prosser is more accepsabh name, in my view, than
Mcintyre. It does everything for the Prosser Riaed so on in the south-east.
Mclintyre to link the west and the east and calldintyre, | think, is problematic
and could cause some difficulty.

I've viewed and am aware of the Hall model, theg3rall model, where the
suggestion is that it doesn’t fracture Apsley asimas it currently stands. And |
think that if that model was introduced or consadkrstrongly considered by this
committee, that it perhaps better serves the coritiesin There’s less dislocation
and disruption. There’s less voter confusiomprétvides more reasonable
representation of country people and, in my viewh\great respect, it probably
makes greater sense to the average citizen. #uodds that having a furore about
the form salary of the former Australia Post CEOm-not suggesting that there’s a
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parallel there, but I'm saying that perhaps dogsst the pub test, and | think that
probably the Greg Hall model would pass the pubaéitle more, with great
respect, than the proposal. That’s probably -nktthat concludes the main thrust

of my — of what | wish to say.

can.

| do have somethimgpuld like to sum up with, if |

MR BLAKE: All right. Thank you. We will let yosum up in a few moments. So
open the discussion with the panel. Any questiooms anybody?

MR HAWKEY: No.
MR BLAKE: You're okay.

MR GIUDICI: Yes.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: No. Thank you.

MS FROST: No.

MR BLAKE: | don’'t have any questions. You've,wbusly, thought a lot about
what you want to say to us, so did you want to spnmn some sort of way?

MR NOTT: My intention was to have a brief subnioss and | think that — | don’t
want to bore you with a long and involved thing dnese it's from a citizen’s point of
view and a person that has been involved with thencil. | guess that — I've written

here:

| do not believe that the

..... electoral dislooatzone and the ramifications of

this change, in my opinion, are huge for all thayglrs. And when there is a
softer and appears to be a more reasonable anéifaiolution, and more
community friendly, that the Hall proposal doesttla my view. And as a
concerned citizen and former local — elected laggalernment representative, |
would ask that the Hall proposal on electoral boandchanges be given the
strongest possible consideration in conjunctiorhwaity thoughts and

comments. Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Thanks for your time today.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Thank you.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MR NOTT: Much obliged. Thank you, ladies and tigmen.

MR BLAKE: Mr Mansell, we're running ahead of tim&Vere you happy to start?

MR MANSELL: Yes. Okay.
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MR BLAKE: Yes, you did, indeed.

MR MANSELL: Thanks.

MR BLAKE: Mike Blake. Hello. Welcome.

MR MANSELL: Yes. | know you, Mike. Everybody &ws you.
MR BLAKE: Well, that's not a good thing.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Hi, Lisa Wardlaw-Kelly.
MR MANSELL: G’day Lisa.

MS FROST: Karen Frost.

MR MANSELL: G'’day Karen.

MR HAWKEY: Andrew Hawkey.

MR MANSELL: G’'day Andrew.

MR BLAKE: Having said let’s start, I've got to k@ sure I've got your submission
in front of me.

MR MANSELL: Yes. There should be — we originallyote a letter in from the
TAC a week or more ago, and then | belatedly seatteer one in this morning, and |
looked at the detail — you probably haven't eved d&hance to go through it. But
that’s all right.

MR GIUDICI: No. But we do have one from you, tiyh.
MR MANSELL: Sorry?

MR GIUDICI: We have one from you, an email frommuy
MR MANSELL: Yes.

MR BLAKE: So before we go any further, can | jusake an opening statement
and then we will get going. So please allow mméke an initial statement of
welcome. Welcome to this hearing of the RedistrdsuTribunal regarding the
Legislative Council boundary redistribution andrtkgou for making your
submission based on the initial redistribution msgd. My name is Mike Blake and
| chair the Redistribution Tribunal. | will nottimduce you to my colleagues
because their names are clear from their rolesr@idnametags.
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The initial redistribution proposal was preparediuy Legislative Council Electoral
Boundaries Redistribution Committee in accordanitk the Legislative Council
Electoral Boundaries Act 1995. And | would likegiace on record my thanks to
them and the Electoral Commission staff and othergarticular, Mr Phil Page who
supported them.

The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggasstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions weeived by the due date of 27
February 2017, including yours. This tribunal hasobligation to bring an
independent and unbiased perspective to its camaside of the committee’s
proposal and to do so in a timely manner. Theutrd is also obliged to apply the
same priorities as did the Redistribution Committ&be first priority is to ensure, as
far as practical, that the number of electors whezouncil

division would not in four and a half years timeywanore than plus or minus 10 per
cent of the average council division enrolment.

The second priority is to take into account the wamity of interest within each
council division. After taking into account thgseorities, the tribunal must
consider the following matter in the case of edelteral division: the means of
communication and travel within the division; thieysical features and areas of the
division; existing electoral boundaries and didtimatural boundaries. For this
redistribution the average divisional enrolmengoota is 24,998 which was
determined at 30 September 2016, and in no casgyisariation from council
guoted to exceed 10 per cent. | also note thaffidpire is based on actual enrolment
data at 30 September 2016 and waiting or delaynwillresult in any more accurate
information. So the information used by the coneeitis the most up-to-date
official population estimate.

Every objector has a right to be heard at thisinggquSo far as the procedure today is
concerned, it is not a court of law, and for thestgart the tribunal can determine its
own procedures. We will deal with these mattersmfismally as possible, noting
only that this is required to be a public hearigg the tribunal has the power, if it
thinks it's in the public interest to do so, to thgarts of the inquiry in private. You
are invited to indicate whether there’s any paithef material information you want
to provide to us you believe should be heard ingte.

MR MANSELL: No.

MR BLAKE: We will consider an application, if yanake one. Although the
tribunal has the power to do so, we will not be afivey people in to give evidence
because we are dealing, essentially, with matteopiaion rather than contested
fact, but we do reserve the right to require yogit@ sworn evidence, if necessary.
Also, the Act requires that any evidence whichiveg by way of written statement
must be tendered and verified by oath. So if ydub& tendering any written
statement, we will need to administer an oath ¢orttior the purposes of verifying
your statement. Subject to these matters, thatioteis that you are invited to
outline the nature of your objection to, or, indesapport for, the proposal
uninterrupted. We will provide an opportunity fliscussion and comment and
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guestioning from members of the tribunal and thew@portunity for a closing
statement from you. As you can tell, today’s peatirgs are being recorded.
Following today’s inquiries, the tribunal is goitmdeliberate, which we will do on
14 March. We will not make any immediate respasanything you put to us
today. Do you have any questions about the pr8cess

MR MANSELL: No. That's fine, thanks.
MR BLAKE: Please proceed.

MR MANSELL: Thank you. I'm representing the Tammman Aboriginal Centre
which made a written submission, and | emailedrénéu four pages of it this
morning, which you obviously wouldn’'t have got ay@ wouldn’t have had time to
go through it anyway.

MR BLAKE: Can I just note, sorry, before you go the fact you emailed it today,
because it's beyond the date of the period by whietwere receiving submissions,
we may not be able to consider it anyway. So - - -

MR MANSELL: It's not a new submission. It sedksexplain the submission that
was put in on 23 February which was brief andnkhwas about six paragraphs, or
thereabouts. And we thought it would be an opputyjust to elaborate on the very
points that were made without introducing anythiegy.

MR BLAKE: So out of respect | will read it, butan’t guarantee we will take it
into account.

MR MANSELL: Yes. Sure. Sure. Our view is tladter 200 years of white
occupation in Tasmania Aboriginal people shouldehavepresentative in the
Tasmanian Parliament. And in the 200 years swéahaven't had a rep. It's true
that Kathryn Hay was elected in 2002 but throughlthbor Party, and she would
say, “Look, | was never elected to represent Aboalgpeople and Aboriginal people
didn’'t elect me.” The ABS figures in 2011 showtttieere are 24,000 people who
identify as Aboriginal in Tasmania, which makes Tl@smanian numbers
proportionately the highest in the country, seconly to the Northern Territory,
which is 30 per cent of the Northern Territory plapn. So it is a significant
number of people in Tasmania who will argue thataneenot represented in the
Parliament. And, yes, there have been some pogrpsogress has been made,
especially from 1995 to 2006 with lands rights $&afion from both Liberal and
Labor; also with recognition of Aboriginal cultlifaunting and fishing and, of
course, Tasmania was the first state to compefisatgolen generations.

But they are matters of the Parliament addressin@kjustice issues. It's not
dealing with the issue of political representatidrne way that the electoral divisions
have been set up to date guarantees that therbemvhite parliaments into the next
millennium, and it guarantees the exclusion of Adioal people being able to elect
their own people to the Parliament because by gatkiat figure of 24,000 and then
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dividing it up into 15 categories it dilutes ourtvgy power. It doesn't dilute the
voting power of white Tasmanians because theystilllelect one of their own. But
Aboriginal people have got no hope, while the @etes continue to divide
Aboriginal people up and dilute the voting power.

The Redistribution Committee’s obligation under At that the Chair referred to,
and also the tribunal, is, yes, to consider theygmghical boundaries within the 10
per cent quota requirement, but it is also an akiligp to consider the community of
interest. And the community of interest here s dhiginal people of this land who
were dispossessed, have been dominated over ti#dagears, who continue to be
dominated and discriminated against, and, abovatladir else, we are powerless.
We might jump up on TV now and again but that'sy ¥@ow, gets — it doesn’t — it's
not the same as political representation votingeborm that our people so badly
need. And so our view is that the tribunal shane full weight to the requirement
of considering the community of interest when youasider where the electoral
divisions for the Legislative Council ought to lpeTiasmania.

There’s no rigid formula that requires the tributtasay, “Well, here are the way that
traditionally the boundaries have been drawn ufhére’s no legal requirement for
you to do that, to maintain that approach. Youlddoake the whole of the boundary
of the State of Tasmania and you could say, “Wedlt will be one electoral
division.” And that could encompass all of the Amal people who wanted to
vote in that division and who wanted to stand cdatgs in that division. It's
nothing radical when you consider that the Maoviehhad this since, | think, the
1820s or the 1840s. They've got seven Maori 9adtee New Zealand Parliament.
The State of Maine in the United States has gotdeais set aside for Indians.
Colombia has three seats set aside for indigeneoisl@ in Colombia. And so
there’s nothing so radical about this proposal.

The idea that the other countries that | mentidmace seen is that if you are going to
have a representative democracy, which AustralibTaasmania is a part of, then
you've got to ensure, to the extent that you daatt, the make-up of the Parliament
reflects the people it governs. And how can yogutkat the Tasmanian Parliament
is inclusive and accommodating of Aboriginal peopteen Aboriginal people are
excluded because of the way that the electoral demigs are drawn up? So our
argument is that it's not a matter of legislatieéorm. It's a matter of applying the
existing laws in a fairer way. And that is thaaif people in Tasmania are going to
be given a fair chance of electing people who egnasent their interests into the
Legislative Council or the Lower House in anothentext, then the boundaries have
got to be drawn up in a way that gives people racfaick of the whip.

And if we continue down this path, we can guaraimdbe next decade that
Aboriginal people cannot elect our own to the Ranint. And so we say that, even
though representative democracy is a fairly vagae tthe High Court has said on a
number of occasions there is an enormous discratitre Parliament to work out
how best to enable representative democracy tectethe community attitudes and
community feelings and community aspirations. \\&em there has been an
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attempt nationally or in a state to restrict deraogrin some form by, for example,
preventing prisoners from voting, the High Courtighat is contrary to the
provisions of the Constitution sections 7 and 24ctvisay that you must have
elections by the people. And if you are goingxolede sections of the community,
then you can’t have elections by the people.

Now, we say the same thing applies here. If thetetates are drawn up in such a
way that Aboriginal people cannot exercise our theeway we want to exercise it,
then the Tasmanian Parliament, in this contextdwgslative Council, is not, on its
face, elected by the people. It's elected by théenpeople, and the white people are
represented in an all-white parliament. | meaat'shputting it very harshly in racial
terms, but, | mean, that’s the reality. And, agaientioning the approach of the
High Court, the High Court has said on numerousisions that if the parliaments or
the electoral commissions or redistribution comeeit are trying to formulate ways
and means of achieving a better form of represeatdemocracy, then that is a
discretion that the Australian Constitution accordaies.

So, for example, in Western Australia, where theidgaent allowed the vote of the
farmers, or people outside the urban areas, to aedue of 291 per cent over
others, it was still constitutionally valid. Andhere the Parliament voted to give the
— even though the Constitution says that only thtes can be represented in the
Senate, the High Court allowed the Federal Parlmnweallow representation of the
territories, the Northern Territory and Canbermatlte basis that you leave these
things to the parliament or to the redistributi@menittees or to the Australian
Electoral Commission who must have a broad dismmet find new ways to
accommodate new methods of achieving a better ébnmapresentative democracy.

So, in our view, there is nothing legally stoppthg Redistribution Committee
outlining the whole of the State as a new divisidie Racial Discrimination Act
allows a positive discrimination, and anyway itmetitutionally valid to set aside a
seat in the Parliament for Aboriginal people elddig Aboriginal people through the
electoral processes. And, finally, we think thisran obligation on the tribunal to
address this issue because the Act of 1995 im@osebligation on you to look at
the community of interest in the context of hovbg&iter accommodate
representative democracy in the Legislative Countilank you for listening.

MR BLAKE: Thank you. Any questions from the wital?
MR HAWKEY: No questions.

MR BLAKE: No.

MS FROST: No. Thank you.

MR BLAKE: |don’t have any questions. So tharduyfor your presentation today.
Did you want to summarise in any way?
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MR MANSELL: No, no. |think I've - - -

MR BLAKE: You've done your bit.

MR MANSELL: - - - belted your ears off.

MR BLAKE: Well, thank you very much for coming.

MR MANSELL: And I will leave that with your sedi&iat or - - -

MR BLAKE: | did read out, Andrew just correct ni¢ am wrong, that we can
receive something written.

MR HAWKEY: We can receive it. That's under seati28.

MR BLAKE: It needs to be verified by us. So gau swear that that's an accurate
document and it represents the views of who iupssed to represent.

MR MANSELL: | so swear.

MR BLAKE: You so swear. Thank you. We will réee it.

MR MANSELL: Allright. Thank you. Thank you aigafor accommodating me.
MS FROST: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Can | adjourn this morning’s hearingswould like to discuss that

last presentation, but | think we should do thabonown. So adjourn this morning.
Thank you.

ADJOURNED [12.23 pm]

RESUMED [1.23 pm]

MR BLAKE: David, welcome.
MR DOWNIE: How are you?

MR BLAKE: Fine. Welcome, David. | might justest with a few observations
before you start. So welcome to this hearing efRledistribution Tribunal regarding
the Legislative Council boundary redistributiondahank you for making a
submission, although your submission — was tham fides Jennings or — yes. Thank
you. My name is Mike Blake and | chair the triblyrzand my colleagues you’'ve now
met. The initial redistribution proposal was pnegghby the Legislative Council
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Electoral Boundaries Redistribution Committee inadance with the Legislative
Council Electoral Boundaries Act 1995. And | wolilet to place on record my
thanks to them and the electoral submission staffahers who supported them.

The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggasstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions weeived by the due date of 27
February, including the one from Des. He seemetitd he was late, but he wasn't
late. This tribunal has an obligation to bringimtiependent and unbiased
perspective to its consideration of the committgedposal and to do so in a timely
manner. The tribunal is also obliged to applydhme priorities, as did the
Redistribution Committee. The first priority is@émsure insofar as practical that the
number of electors in each council division woudd im four and a half years time
vary more than plus or minus 10 per cent of theaye council division enrolment.

The second priority is to take into account the wamity of interest within each
council division. After taking into account thagities noted, the tribunal must
consider the following matter in the case of edelteral division: the means of
communication and travel within the division; tbleysical features and area of the
division; the existing electoral boundaries argtidct natural boundaries. For this
redistribution the average division enrolment ootqus 24,998, which was
determined at 30 September 2016. In no case isaimtion from the council
division quota to exceed 10 per cent. | also tiwde this figure is based on actual
enrolment data at 30 September 2016 and waitimgkay will not result in any more
accurate information. So the information usedh®ydommittee is the most up-to-
date official population estimate.

Every objector has the right to be heard at thgsiity. So far as the procedure today
is concerned, it is not a court of law, and, fa thost part, the tribunal can
determine its own procedures. We will deal witesth matters as informally as
possible, noting only that this is required to mualic inquiry and the tribunal has
the power, if it thinks it's in the public interest do so, to hold parts of the inquiry in
private. You are invited to indicate whether thesny part of the material or
information you want to provide to us you belieb®sld be heard in private. We
will consider such an application if it's made. t&dugh the tribunal has the power to
do so, we will not be swearing people in to givalexnce because we are dealing,
essentially, with matters of opinion rather thantested fact. But we do reserve the
right to require you to give sworn evidence if resagy.

Also, the Act requires that any evidence whichiveg by way of written statement
must be tendered and verified by oath. So if ydube tendering any written
statement, we will need to administer an oath ¢ortifior the purposes of verifying
your statement. Subject to these matters, thatinteis that you are invited to
outline the nature of your objection to, or indeegport for, the proposal
uninterrupted. We will provide an opportunity fliscussion and comment and
guestioning from members of the tribunal and thelgportunity for a closing
statement from you. As you can tell, today’s pemiiegs are being recorded.
Following today’s inquiry, the tribunal is going tieliberate, which we will do on 14
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March. We will not make any immediate responserigthing that is put to us
today. Do you have any questions regarding theqas?

MR DOWNIE: No.
MR BLAKE: Please proceed.

MR DOWNIE: Well, thank you for allowing us to malk submission. We've
written a written submission, and I'm here to preghe council’s view in person.
So | will take it that you've read and - - -

MR BLAKE: Yes.

MR DOWNIE: - - - will give a brief overview. Theounsel objects to the current
proposal and raises the following concerns: Thiéstebution proposal will shift

one seat from the Legislative Council from the had the south, resulting in one
less voice for the north. Now, | understand thiata tricky problem that you have,
to have an equal number of people in each eleetdoat the trends of the population
growth at the moment might be indicating that thets might grow. But we would
like to argue that into the future there is ecormadvancement in the economy in
the north, and that that population and growth e@ye back to switch into the
north again in the future that might not have beieked up in the statistics, with all
the statistical data that you are looking at.

The Northern Midlands Council would be under thesgnt proposal split between
Mclintyre, Prosser, with a significant populatiorséaf Perth and surrounding areas
being annexed to Launceston. So this municipalityeing divided into three,
creating confusion for residents with regards to ey are to approach to advocate
for them and their concerns voiced. So the majaraent there is it's creating
confusion as to where — what part is in what elatéoand also the Legislative
Council is a house of review and a lot of peopthere is a lot of lobbying going on,
not to stop legislation, but to change legislaiioa more palatable way than in the
past the house has worked as a review, which teedsito be able to hear the
concerns of the residents. The Northern MidlandsrCil residents would have
greater representation if our area was in one lagie Council electorate. That's
what we — that would be our preferred positione Tobmmunity will be confused as
to which electorate they fall under the Legislai@euncil due to the splitting of the
region into three ways, and this may result indesis not approaching Legislative
councillors in their correct term or approaching Wrong representatives and thus
their voice not being heard. | think | also spakeut that before.

Not everyone within the affected electorate willdveare of the proposed changes
and their subsequent impact. The Northern MidlaDasncil strongly advocates for
the municipality to be within one Legislative Coluredectorate, improving
representation and removing any confusion as tehvilectorate the community
resides in. So our municipality is — it's linkemthe environment that we are in. It's
a part of the south-east Macquarie catchment.tdtte north of Tunbridge to south
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of Launceston. It is a well-defined — a well-adegparea and we believe — and our
preferred position would be for that to be all mecelectorate. That's all | wish to
say.

MR BLAKE: So, on that question — | will open @rfmy colleagues in a moment —
but if you had your druthers, what it would lookd?

MR DOWNIE: It will - - -

MR BLAKE: Northern Midlands currently is a bit #ypsley and a bit in Western
Tiers.

MR GIUDICI: Western Tiers.

MR DOWNIE: | suppose our preferred model wouldjbst looking at it from our
viewpoint, is Meander and Northern Midlands wouddabgreat start to creating an
electorate. I'm not too sure — it's 25,000.

MR GIUDICI: Yes.

MR BLAKE: Yes.

MR DOWNIE: So you wouldn't be far off it with tlse two council areas in one.
But, of course, you don’t know what the effectsas on all the others.

MR BLAKE: Sure, yes.

MR DOWNIE: And, | mean, we can look at it frontagal viewpoint - - -
MR GIUDICI: Yes, we can look at the - - -

MS FROST: Thank you for acknowledging that.

MR BLAKE: Guess what. Thank you. | will operup for comment.

MR GIUDICI: Can I just explore the issue of Perilis your view that Perth
identifies more strongly with the Northern Midlancsmmunity than with the
Launceston community?

MR DOWNIE: That is our strong view, yes.

MR GIUDICI: Right. Yes, okay.

MR DOWNIE: So Perth, Evandale and Longford, | mé&zey'’re linked — sewage,
the topic of water. And they’re three towns that satellite downs of Launceston.

MR GIUDICI: Yes.
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MR DOWNIE: They are linked together, not onehte bther.

MR GIUDICI: And so what about the Devon Hills @tle, does that sort of come
into the equation too?

MR DOWNIE: That still comes in to — that’s all that same area. The water
scheme, the water is provided to that area toad, Ardeed, | mean, I've got a
meeting with a minister after this to try and ardorefurther access to the town of
Perth with the road going through. And it's argtileere that people are lobbying us
saying that Longford people want to visit — theyntvieo have easy access to their
friends or acquaintances in Perth.

MR HAWKEY: What about Hadspen, do you see thai asnilar type of
connection to Meander Valley as Perth?

MR DOWNIE: It's out of our area but | would sdyetsame - - -

MR HAWKEY: ...

MR DOWNIE: | would say the same.

MR HAWKEY: This is Meander Valley.

MR DOWNIE: That would be similar. It's probabdylittle bit different argument if
you're talking about Prospect because Prospentksd in to Launceston. But
Hadspen, I'm not — it's a rural village, or a rutavn, which is what we’ve got.
Evandale, Perth and Longford, they’re rural townslimked to Launceston.
MR BLAKE: Nothing. Karen.

MS FROST: No.

MR BLAKE: Nothing. Lisa. No.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: No, thanks.

MR BLAKE: Nothing else from - - -

MR HAWKEY: No, nothing further from me.

MR BLAKE: So we have no further questions anyghyou want to wrap up with
or that's - - -

MR DOWNIE: No. I think we've covered everythingjve probably said the same
thing twice or three times.
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MR BLAKE: That's all right. You've made your pui Thank you very much for
coming along. Great. Thank you.

MR DOWNIE: Yes. Thank you.
MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MS FROST: Thank you.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: We might just adjourn quickly so we'ret getting recorded. Thank
you.

ADJOURNED [1.34 pm]

RESUMED [2.15 pm]

MR BLAKE: Before we start, Jan, | will just reéalyou a statement that we have
been reading to everybody. So welcome. Welcontkischearing of the
Redistribution Tribunal regarding the Legislativeudcil boundary redistribution
and thank you for making your submission basedherirtitial redistribution
proposal. My name is Mike Blake and | chair the Beitbution Tribunal, and you've
now met my colleagues. The initial retribution posal was prepared by the
Legislative Council Redistribution Committee in amtance with the Legislative
Council Electoral Boundaries Act 1995, and | wolilké to place on record my
thanks to them and the electoral commission staff@hers who supported them.
The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggasstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions wereived, including yours, or |
should say by the — is it Launceston Chamber of @erme?

MS DAVIS: Chamber of Commerce, yes.

MR BLAKE: Thank you. And they were received e tdue date which was 27
February 2017. This tribunal has an obligatiobring and independent and
unbiased perspective to its consideration of theroitee’s proposal and to do so in
a timely manner. The tribunal is also obligediplg the same priorities as did the
Redistribution Committee. The first priority isémsure, as far as practical, that the
number of electors in each council division woudd im four and a half years time
vary more than plus or minus 10 per cent of theaye counsel division enrolment.
The second priority is to take into account the mamity of interest within each
council division. After taking into account thagities noted above, the tribunal
must consider the following matter in the caseaafreelectoral division: the means
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of communication and travel within the divisiohetphysical features and area of
the division; existing electoral boundaries arstidct natural boundaries.

For this redistribution the average divisional ément or quota is 24,998, which
was determined at 30 September 2016. And in ne isaany variation from the
council division quota to exceed 10 per cent.sbalote that this figure is based on
actual enrolment data at that date and waitingetaydwill not result in any more
accurate information. So the information usedh®ydommittee is the most up-to-
date official population estimate. Every objedias a right to be heard at the
inquiry. So far as the procedure today is conakrités not a court of law and, for
the most part, the tribunal can determine its ovat@dures. We will deal with these
matters as informally as possible, noting only thé is required to be a public
inquiry, and the tribunal has the power, if it tkent’s in the public interest to do so,
to hold parts of the inquiry in private. You an@ited to indicate whether there’s
any part of the material information you want to\pde to us you believe should be
heard in private. We will consider such an appiccaif and when it's made.

Although the tribunal has the power to do so, wi&wat be swearing in people to
give evidence because we are dealing, essentatty matters of opinion rather than
contested fact. But we do reserve the right tairegyou to give sworn evidence, if
necessary. Also, the Act requires that any evidevitich is given by way of a
written statement must be tendered and verifieddiir. So if you will be tendering
any written statement, we will need to administeoath to them for the purposes of
verifying your statement. Subject to these mattdies intention is that you are
invited to outline the nature of your objection ®o,indeed support for, the proposal
uninterrupted. We will provide an opportunity fliscussion and comment and
guestioning from members of the tribunal and thelgportunity for a closing
statement from you. As you can see, today’s pidiogs are being recorded.
Following today’s inquiries, the tribunal is goitmydeliberate which we will do on
14 March. We will not make any immediate respdiosgnything that is put to us
today. Do you understand the process?

MS DAVIS: [do. Thank you and thank you for tictarity.
MR BLAKE: Please proceed.

MS DAVIS: May I just grab a pen because otherwisegoing to be trying to
remember things, and | don’t do that very well dfriday afternoon. It's a bit like
that, isn't it. Thank you for making time to heae and thank you all for your
flexibility in changing the time for me becauseadssome stuff | couldn’t get out of
this morning. The chamber is very concerned aptbposal as it has been put
because of the risks that we see coming from a rfrowe a north-south that we all
have got used to, even if we don’t necessarilyagri¢h it, a north-south focus to a
sudden change to an east-west one with that nevosbkIntyre that’s proposed.
On the basis of the analysis of the figures thavevimoked at, there is no
justification for such a radical change.
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At the moment, the only seat that's outside the pluminus 10 per cent variation is
Rumney and it's only 10.14 and when you look atl20@s only 10.34. So we're

not talking about huge swings. Most of the otheats sit within a sort of six per cent
either way, and a lot sit closer in. So we're Igelaloking at, you know, changes in
population around the margins and that, to us, doegustify the significant change
that we've seen here. That will affect a lot cbplke in Northern Tasmania in terms
of their ability to relate to their local membepsyticularly, again, that seat of
Mclintyre, which becomes an enormous and unwieldat going right from Flinders
Island through to Cradle Mountain. You know, tea’huge area with very little
obvious community of interests between large pafris

We're also concerned at the — well, obviously, @mcern covers the abolishment of
Western Tiers, which is a well-known and very veeipported electorate within
Legislative Council structure. And I'm not herékiag about the members that hold
the seats, although both Apsley and Western Tigve ot longstanding members
who have very strong constituencies. Obviouslyemthey’re up for election, it
could be anybody the next time. So that's notré@son for our concern. It's purely
based on two key criteria. One of them is the flaete is no statistical evidence for
such great change, and the second is our conceun g communities of interest
and particularly the unwieldiness of the Mcintyea

From a more local basis and a more specific bBlsighern Midlands Council is also
significantly disadvantaged under there. It's oheur biggest councils. It's a very
strong and well respected, particularly agriculturadustry base and on this
proposal gets split across three — and | wasni suee if it was four electorates
because | couldn’t quite see — | couldn’t matchdbencil boundary up with the line
on this map. And Tunbridge looks like it could fahe way or the other, depending
on where the line actually is — if it's on thatesiof the road or that side of the road.
So at least three electorates for Northern MidlaDdsncil becomes an extraordinary
burden on the members of the council, on the mesnbéne member that would
represent and also on the electors. That's this badsur submission. | have no
statement to tender under oath other than theanrgtibmission that you already
have. And I’'m happy to answer questions or whatgea want to do.

MR BLAKE: All right. Thank you. Anybody want tstart? Michael.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you for the presentation, Jang for the written submission,
which we’ve all read. It's, obviously, your preéeice, or the chamber’s preference,
to propose incremental or smaller changes.

MS DAVIS: Yes.

MR GIUDICI: One of the consequences of that mayhat affected constituents
may see a number of changes over subsequent egctasposed to a potential
change, radical change now that may see it fon@ fimne, which would enable
people to sort of get used a long-term approach.
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MS DAVIS: Yes.
MR GIUDICI: What are your views around that?

MS DAVIS: Michael, we talked about that. | adtygot out the government’s
population predictions out to — | think they go tm®060 or something. And
because | have an extraordinarily sad life, | satrdand tried to do trend analysis
across local government areas which was a bit becduse the local government
areas don’t match up directly with the electoratBst it did not appear that there
would be significant change over that period ofetinNow, yes, there are going to be
people at the edges. There are always going pebgle at the edges. But I think in
these circumstances — and | would be one of themstually live in Perth and in this
proposal my place gets moved out of Western Tigcsliaunceston. Now, at the
moment, | see no reason for that whatsoever.vényears time, depending on what
happens with the expansion of Launceston in terfisecbypass, well maybe that
would make sense. But at the moment, clearly dmencunity of interest goes to
Longford, not to Launceston. So there are thihgs will change over time that
would perhaps make that incremental — even if leveerepeated incremental
change, more logical than looking at the signiftaaimange that affects so many
people, when the out year data, even past theideddr this consideration doesn’t
show any reason for that.

And the flipside of that is there are some intetigtiens that you could look at with
the data that we've got on population trends aedtiedictions of industry growth
and also the state’s population policy that coaltlyou to believe that you may see
a significant upsurge in population in the northakhs not predicted in the figures
that the government has put out because its papulpblicy doesn’t have any
timelines on it, and it certainly hasn’t factoredlustry growth predictions into there.
So it could well be that we move these boundaigsfscantly now only to find in
five years time that you've actually moved themwreng way and we have to re-
move them again. So, to me, the point of time welte at is such that there is no
justification for a significant change. That mapben the next time, but at the
moment incremental would cover it.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: No. No.

MS FROST: No. Thanks Jan.

MR BLAKE: Just a question for me, Jan, so - - -

MS DAVIS: | never get out of anything that easy.

MR BLAKE: Well, you've put your case well, and e all read your submission,

as we said. You mentioned that the current problerme got is Rumney
potentially, 10 per cent or whatever the perceniage
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MS DAVIS: 10.14 and then 10.34.

MR BLAKE: So it's 13.5, | thought.

MR HAWKEY: Yes.

MR BLAKE: Yes.

MR HAWKEY: The projection is much higher.

MS DAVIS: Okay.

MR BLAKE: So | think that's certainly somethingét is challenging us.

MS DAVIS: Rumney is, obviously, an issue, andé®no getting away from that.
However, for those of us that live in the northysg Rumney’s issue by totally
disrupting the electorates and the communitiesteirest up here is something that,
you know, isn’t a preferred option. We could — yaow, there are ways that you
could — you could push Rumney into this bottom paRrosser. | mean, there are
experts who do stuff like that. It's above my gagde. But to fix a problem down
here by totally disrupting this is difficult to agziate.

MR BLAKE: Go on.

MR GIUDICI: Just on — you made a comment befbed the proposal disrupts the
current north-south distribution - - -

MS DAVIS: Yes.

MR GIUDICI: And changed it to more of an east-twdistribution. So can you just
elaborate a bit on why that’s a concern to yourstituents?

MS DAVIS: It's a concern in the idea of commuegtiof interest, you know. And
when | speak on behalf of the Launceston chamimemat just talking about my
members; I'm talking about the business sector.

MR GIUDICI: Okay.

MS DAVIS: So that if you look at, you know, thesist coast sector, their
relationships tend to be linear. So, you know, slbody from St Helen’s is more
likely to go to Hobart often than they even wouétb come to Launceston because
of the nature of the roads and the weather andadevidunch of stuff. It's an easier
run down the coast than often across. Somebody €madle Valley is going to

have maybe — maybe going to have a better focs bat they’re not going to think
about business partnerships over here. So it'atahe existing communities of
interest where that current north-south — sorryest&fn Tiers sitting in the middle
of their, picks up — it's like a sink. It picks tipe people from the west, the little bit
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before we hit the eastern tiers that comes acrassdnd it really pulls a group of
people together there.

The issue that we deal — | understand the issueAysley is the fact that the
electorate is a big one, but there are evident camities of interest that you don’t
see when you go this way. And that’s our concglurs the fact that, you know,
understand — | understand the issue about logislicseasier for somebody to do
that than try and drive or even, you know, commatgdn a physical sense across
there because of all this — you know, there’s ot af roadwork in there. It makes
it very difficult. So, you know, if, for exampl&ania were to be the — Tania Rattray
were to be the member — she lives at Bridport. \&hd have to come all the way
down, all the way down, all the way down and gghtiacross to there. And there
just aren’t direct routes to do that. Whereasoime up and down the coast, you can
usually do that pretty easily. And I'm particuladoncerned about the Flinders
guys. They feel isolated already, and, you knoviryt and give them some
resonance across there is really quite challenghmgd, you know, they would feel,
with some justification — perception becomes rgalithat, once again, they were
being ignored. You know, it's all about the waypke — well, you know this;
perception becomes reality. And there is no realpsover this way, whereas that
made more sense.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MS DAVIS: And Western Tiers being that sort dfeiface between Launceston
and the agricultural communities has always wonleadly well, particularly as it
sort of picks up a large part of — well, not a &apart, but a significant part of the
Northern Midlands and keeps it together.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.
MR BLAKE: | think we’ve got no more questions fgou, Jan.
MS DAVIS: Again, | told them I'm not going back tvork.

MR BLAKE: So that was an easy afternoon. You gan Yes, you can. You said
you didn’t have any sort of closing statement tdenar did you - - -

MS DAVIS: No, look, | don’t. | think — I meanworked hard to make sure that
this was self-explanatory. | think for us the k@ggissue is the unexpectedness of
the radical change and the fact that on the fade @hd on any of the projections
that we can see out years, there’s no justificaborthat. And the concern that we
have that there are factors sitting outside thesotiprojections that have not been
included. So if you look at the population poliggu look at the expansion of
agriculture, I mean, the government’s predictiamhich | think is overly optimistic
— is for a fivefold expansion by 2050. Well, tlsatiot going to be up here. You
know, it's not going to be down there. So thatisoanatically — and we’re seeing it
happen already with the intensification of the istties. They’re worker heavy.
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They are very high employers. Burlington Berrias ot 500 employees on the
books. They weren't there two years ago, you kn@astas has probably got more
than that. They weren't there two years ago. Sae@see more and more of this
intensification, that balance population, on oumeates, is going to move this way,
and to do the radical change now rather than theregiew, if it were justified,
would mean that you're actually probably going &vé to do another big one to get
it back to where it should be the next time around.

MR GIUDICI: Sorry. I've got a late question,yibu don’t mind.

MR BLAKE: Okay. Yes, go ahead.

MR GIUDICI: Just in terms of the way you’ve corigal your information through
the chamber, have you done that through — you keawyou give us a sense of the
number of businesses or people who have contriliotgdnerating this view?

MS DAVIS: Look, we ran this through all our conttees. | had a number of
members. As I'm sure you're aware, associatioasidally, run on silence is assent,
and we know we have an issue when you start tplgmte calls and emails. We had
more emails on this than I've had on anything siheebeen at the chamber. More
emails, more phone calls. |ran it through all committees and | ran it through the
board. And the consensus was this somethingakat,chamber representing the
business community across the north and north-west,a significant concern for
us, not just in the disruption of existing commigsf but in what the future might
look like and the continued disruption it mightriagi

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Thank you very much and thanks for cagin.

MS DAVIS: Thanks, guys. Thank you for your timeEnjoy the rest of your Friday
afternoon.

MR HAWKEY: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Yes. So can we adjourn our formal pgedings and have a chat.

ADJOURNED [2.33 pm]

RESUMED [2.45 pm]

MR BLAKE: Come and sit at the table, John. Sdcome. Good to see you.

MS WARDLAW-KELLY: Lisa Wardlaw-Kelly.
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MR GIUDICI: Michael Giudici.

MR HAWKEY: Andrew Hawkey.

MS FROST: Hello John, how are you?
MR BROWN: Good. How are you?
MS FROST: Good thanks.

MR BLAKE: Ready for us? I'm just looking at mgaorder. Welcome, John. |
will just read out a statement before you stad.w&lcome to this hearing of the
Redistribution Tribunal regarding the Legislativeucil boundaries redistribution
and thank you for making a submission based omitial redistribution proposal.
My name is Mike Blake and | chair the Redistribatibribunal, and you've now met
my colleagues. The initial redistribution proposails prepared by the Legislative
Council Electoral Boundaries Redistribution Comsstin accordance with the
Legislative Council Electoral Boundaries Act 199%nd | would like to place on
record my thanks to them and the Electoral Commissiaff and others who
supported them.

The initial proposal was advertised and commeniggesstions or objections for the
proposal were sought. Twenty-nine submissions wezeived by the due date of 27
February, including yours. This tribunal has ahigattion to bring an independent
and unbiased perspective to its considerationettmmittee’s proposals and to do
so in a timely manner. The tribunal is also oldige apply the same priorities as did
the Redistribution Committee. The first priorig/to ensure, as far as practical, that
the number of electors in each council division ldawot in four and a half years
time vary more than plus or minus 10 per cent efalierage council division
enrolment.

The second priority is to take into account the mamity of interest within each
council division. After taking into account thagities noted, the tribunal must
consider the following matter in the case of edelteral decision: the means of
communication and travel within the division; tbleysical boundaries and area of
the division; existing electoral boundaries argtidct natural boundaries. For this
redistribution the average division enrolment ootguis 24,998 which was
determined at 30 September 2016. In no case isaimgtion from the council
division quota to exceed 10 per cent. | also tiwde this figure is based on actual
enrolment data at 30 September 2016 and waitimiglary will not result in any more
accurate information. So the information usedig/dommittee is the most up-to-
date official population estimate.

Every objector has a right to be heard at thisingguSo as far as the procedure
today is concerned, it is not a court of law awd thie most part, the tribunal can
determine its own procedures. We will deal witesth matters as informally as
possible, noting only that this is required to mualic inquiry and the tribunal has
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the power, if it thinks it's in the public interest do so, to hold parts of the inquiry in
private. You are invited to indicate whether theBny part of the material or
information you want to provide to us you beliet@usld be heard in private. We
will consider such an application if and when itiade. Although the tribunal has
the power to do so, we will not be swearing peapl® give evidence because we
are dealing essentially with matters of opiniomeatthan contested fact.

But we do reserve the right to require you to giwern evidence, if necessary.
Also, the Act requires any evidence which is gibgrway of written statement must
be tendered and verified by oath. So if you wélltbndering any written statement,
we will need to administer an oath to them forplieposes of verifying your
statement. Subject to these matters, the intergitmat you are invited to outline the
nature of your objection to or, indeed support floe, proposal uninterrupted. We
will provide an opportunity for discussion and coemhand questioning from
members of the tribunal and then an opportunityafolosing statement from you.
As you can tell, today’s proceedings are beingned. Following today’s
inquiries, the tribunal is going to deliberate, @hive will do on 14 March. We will
not make any immediate response to anything thaitiso us today. Do you have
any questions regarding the process?

MR BROWN: No thanks, Mr Chairman.
MR BLAKE: No. Please proceed.

MR BROWN: Thank you for the opportunity to preseApology from Mayor

Mick Tucker. He was unable to make it today. I&’s fallen on my shoulders to
represent Break O’Day Council. So, as you wouldvkncouncil provided a
submission to the redistribution and raised foun{so And | suppose it's fair to say
that the opportunity to undertake some more compiedelling would have been
appreciated, but due to, sort of, various thingsjrdw and | tried to arrange a time.
We couldn’t quite make it happen. So it didn’'tyide us with the opportunity to do
that. Nevertheless, we have endeavoured to do 8@tin summary, the proposal,
we believe, raises more questions than answetisainn regard to what has been put
forward, and we believe it's more than just a mathgcal exercise about the quality
of the vote.

We know it was in the guidelines that the qualityate is one thing. But then the
community of interest piece comes into it as wélhd that's where we get
concerned that — and we understand the guidelioe’'seyworking within — but we're
concerned that the quality of votes seems to tadesgplence over what we would
could call logical and community interest, and welly wonder whether the average
elector is concerned if their vote is worth 10 pent less than someone else’s
particular vote when it gets down to hard rulesxdAve’ve looked at the proposal
there in relation to Mcintyre because that direotfates to us, and we do
significantly question the fact it goes from Cradley to the Flinders Island,
effectively. And note that there’s — even if yanme back as far as Mole Creek,
there’s not a lot of community of interest acrdsst particular area.
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And particularly with the east coast itself, thest@l areas through there, they have a
lot of similarities and a lot of commonality in ithe the underlying economy and the
way that they work within communities. Like, farstance — and | will raise the
issue of Bicheno Coles Bay a little bit further dothe track as well. Now, in the
context of this, we understand it is a balancirtgatd we do note that, apart from
the equality of vote, we are concerned about thiatan area of these particular
electorates, and particularly when you look — riesfrom 0.046 per cent of the total
area through to 28.16 per cent in that area. Asmthmly Murchison would be the
largest. But then, in that context, Mcintyre is2@er cent of the total area and it's
the second largest in the state, and ProsserésAich is the fourth largest in the
state. So two of the top four are actually infsepeak, the main area in dispute.

So that's where | think originally you look at thetential for a 18 electorate and
which would have assisted with the balance in thetern area. We thought that
that probably merits further consideration, giviea population shifts which you've
been referring to. And we’ve been endeavourinigd® a little bit beyond the
immediate five-year period. There has been socentavork happening in the
northern region with the northern group of countilsio with local government
form. KPMG have been doing some population prggastwhich range out 20
years.

And just of note, and because | believe it’s retgva look that far out, that some of
the key electorates that are going to make uprauwricipalities making up Mcintyre
are going to have significant population declinerahis next 20 years. Break
O’Day is fortunate. We're likely to grow by 0.1mpeent over that period which is
actually six people, not a large number. Dorsethe other hand, declines by 13.1
per cent. Quite surprising. That's 930 peoplthat time. Flinders, 18.8 per cent,
151. Meander Valley, surprisingly, 2.4 per ceit] dindicating a decline of 1522 in
the population over that period. So this informatil’m more than happy to make
this available to the tribunal if you felt it wasl@vant in your considerations because
it is, effectively — it's a draft for discussiongposes only. but it has been circulated
to councillors.

So it's a community profile which KPMG have prephes some of the background
in behind this. And it, unfortunately, only coveéhn® northern councils. So | can’'t
give you the longer projections for south, but ledsay that in the context of the
south-east corner which involves Sorell, Tasman@ladnorgan Spring Bay and
Clarence, similar information was prepared for trespart of their local
government reform process as well. So we raisearos that we have the very real
situation that in the not-too-distant future, majtbmight be 10 years down the
track, that the tribunal is once again considesiggificant changes in this area
because we need to look longer than the five tgeHds window here as well. |
suppose when we look at it, we are concerned aheuialance within the proposal
of the information.

Certainly provided an option, but when we lookret aictual documentation that’s
there and the appendices, it does come back tdististal mathematical analysis. It
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doesn’t look more broadly at what we believe theagwnity of interest issues which
should be taken into account. And that's wheréoelgeve that there is merit in
further consideration around the north-east comarlving Dorset, Break O’Day,
Georgetown, and there’s very — there’s the potkadliance that Glamorgan Spring
Bay will be separated through the local governmefdrm process. Certainly, the
south-east council modelling has been undertaBer.related to that is the piece
that’s currently happening which relates to thehBiwo Coles Bay area moving north
into Break O’'Day. And the reason for that is thencnunity of interest that exists
between Bicheno Coles Bay and St Helen’s and Sy®Sl&v the north. They
actually orient north rather than south. The dhigg that orients south for them is
police districts.

They're attached to Bellerive, not to the northesgion. But in terms of education
and a lot of the other — they flow north as a comityurather than south. And the
communities themselves are advocating for chaigel if we go back to the last
local government amalgamation exercise in '93hat point in time there was a
strong move, and it very nearly happened, butkifiiom a simplicity point of view
they just added two together rather than do angthmmuck around the edges, in that
respect. So, effectively, council believes thatsiveuld look further at these other
options in this north-east corner. We do haveite gonsideration for these
population projections, and we know that it willpact on Windermere as well, but
believe that the potential with aL&lectorate in the southern region actually makes
— gives the tribunal a bit of room to move with thenbers in the northern area
because it actually will substantially reduce ®&{000, just off the top of my head;
probably brings it back to about 22, 22 and a thelfisand in that respect as well.

In the context of our submission, | don’t thinkrta@vas anything further which
council wished to add, and we are more than happgsist with any other
information the tribunal might feel necessary. Betcouldn’t really comment any
further. We’ve been through the paper a numbetsnafs. Council worked through
it and they basically said, “Well, where do we ganfi here with it? We don’t think
we’ve got a choice”. but, however, felt it was imjamt that we put forward the
submission representing the community because li&vbehat there’s some logic
to that north-east community being recognised &t tespect. Thank you, Mr Chair.

MR BLAKE: Thank you. All right. | will open ifor any questions from the
tribunal. Nothing on my left.

MR GIUDICI: No.
MR BLAKE: Nothing.
MS FROST: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: A couple of things from me. So you ntiemed, unless | didn’t hear
you correctly, a 18 seat.
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MR BROWN: Yes.
MR BLAKE: We've only got 15. What were you getji at?

MR BROWN: | did recall in here that there was ti@m of a sixth one in the
southern area just — as one of the potential opiiothat.

MR BLAKE: Yes, | think - - -

MS FROST: |don't recall.

MR BROWN: Did | read that incorrectly, did I?
MR BLAKE: Yes, | suspect that'’s right.

MR BROWN: Okay. Well, then there’s merit in hagia 18' seat anyhow, isn’t
there.

MR BLAKE: Fair enough, yes.

MR BROWN: I'm pleased | raised it. | could hasworn | read that piece in here.
Yes, itis. A possible approach — this was to db whe 1998 - - -

MR BLAKE: What page are you on?
MR BROWN: On page 11.
MR HAWKEY: In 1998.

MR BROWN: So that was consideration to the curoemmittee. Then ..... the
possible approach. It's actually — it is in theRage 11 at the bottom:

Consider the creation of a new central southerniglagive Council division.

MR HAWKEY: But, yes, that's not a ¥6that’s, effectively, abolishing — so in
effect, what we’re saying there is that the newsiliw is Prosser.

MR BROWN: Right. Okay. Right. Okay. I've fodithe - - -

MR HAWKEY: So a new central and southern LegisatCouncil division being a
new named one there, rather than thié deat.

MR BROWN: Okay. Right. That's all of - - -

MR BLAKE: Okay. All right. Thank you. That he$ me, thank you.
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MR BROWN: Yes. That was just the way | read‘{Creation of a new central’
could have been adjusting boundaries to createad it literally as a new one.
Apologies for the confusion on that one.

MR HAWKEY: That's all right.

MR BLAKE: And then the second question for me was referenced a couple of
times to something to be done in the north-eastwigat I'm hearing you say, what,
is that the Flinders and the northern part of t&tern electorate currently Apsley
should be shifted into Windermere or - - -

MR BROWN: No. I think just looking at the modaly, and where you've got sort
of — the Apsley-Windermere situation and whetherdhs some options around that
and road views, etcetera. But we need accesg tmdlalelling for that one as well.

MR BLAKE: Sure. | understand, yes.

MR BROWN: But | just felt that there could havedm some merit in that,
particularly given the future population declineigfhis going to happen with the
strategic move now. It might put the plus 10 pEmtoor something, but in 20 years
time you might be back closer to the actual — far@e them out. So whether
there’s the option for that, because if you looksabrgetown — where did
Georgetown go on the future — 7.3 per cent decl®e they will drop by about 500,
the population at that time.

MR BLAKE: Okay. So could | deal with the KPMG @ament, which | gather is
only a report, draft report anyway. So | woulcheatthan you didn't table it.

MR BROWN: Okay.

MR BLAKE: Otherwise I've got to get you to swatin, and | think we’ve taken
ABS data as our projected information rather tt@mes other — Andrew, you agree
with that?

MR HAWKEY: Yes.

MR BLAKE: We don'’t need to receive that repofthank you. If there’s no other
guestions, any closing statements from you?

MR BROWN: No. I think I've expressed the viewaguncil there.
MR BLAKE: Thank you very much. Thank you again.
MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MR HAWKEY: Thank you.
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MS FROST: Thanks, John.

MR BLAKE: Thanks for being early.

MR BROWN: That's okay. Hopefully, I'm the lashe and you can pack up.
MR GIUDICI: You are our last one.

MR BROWN: That was fortunate ..... for me whichsagood. Thank you.

MR GIUDICI: Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Okay. All right. So before we adjoufar the last time, at least
today, could | again place on record my thankshibdhd Michelle in this case for
all the work that you've done in getting us herielseand feeding us too well, and to
my colleagues around the table, and to our audgderx Thank you.

MS FROST: And to you as chair.

MS WARDLEY-KELLY: Yes. Thank you.

MR BLAKE: Thank you. Can we so adjourn.

MATTER ADJOURNED at 3.03 pm ACCORDINGLY
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