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MR TYPE: Could | advise the Tribunal that James Wallleer advised that he is
unable to attend this morning, but that he intends to endetwattend this
afternoon and certainly | hope that he may be ablentbtiime for the Tribunal to
hear him then. I've only been advised this morning tmaflftasmanian Greens will
not be represented at the Tribunal today. | made regpe@dtiempts to contact them
last week and have only finally secured that advice thisimgr I've asked the
Australian Labor Party if they could attend at 2 pm kbbelieve that they will be
able to do so, although that’s subject to confirmatiomfDoug Parkinson, MLC.
So | think that the first witness will be the HobaittyCCouncil, who | understand is
being represented by Penelope Ikedife — I'm not sure ofuneame — from
Simmons Wolfhagen and she will be in attendance at 10.30.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thanks very much for thatiah. | might just take
the opportunity to put some things on the record beforgat@nder way with the
first witness. First off, welcome everybody andnthgou for your attendance here.
| won't go through and introduce all the members of ttibuhal because we’ve got
labels on us and | assume that that’s sufficienlid just want to outline the process
to this point and to indicate the way in which the procegsitoday will occur and
what happens after today. So the process to this pirstly, the Electoral
Commission determined and published the council division quatecmrdance with
section 12 of the Act in September of last year.

An initial redistribution proposal was prepared by theig&efution Committee
comprising Bruce Taylor, Cassie Short and Peter. | wikddo take the
opportunity to place on record my thanks to them, to tbmlers of the Electoral
Commission staff, and everybody who has contributed tiinguogether that
proposal. | know there’s been a lot of land-infornraticork that’s been done. I'm
very grateful for the assistance that’s been providedtior all of that. The initial
proposal was advertised and comments, suggestions, antiasigecere sought. |
refer to all of these as objections because that'teth@nology used by the Act, but
it certainly doesn’t mean that we need to treat ineadversarial process where all
we’re dealing with is objections in that sense.

This inquiry into the objections is a new process. Thisunal has got an obligation
to bring an unbiased perspective to its consideration afdhenittee’s proposal and
we’re not here to defend the committee’s proposalwéder, the Tribunal is obliged
to apply the same principles as the Redistribution Cot@ejinamely, that our first
priority is to ensure that four years and six monther dfie redistribution, the
numbers of electors in each electorate is within 10 @etr af the average council
division enrolment and our second priority is the commyusii interest within each
council division. After taking these priorities intocacint, we must consider means
of communication and travel within each division, phyisieatures and areas within
each division, existing electoral boundaries and distiatiiral boundaries.

Every objector has a right to be heard at this inquiry w#ness and it’s also open to
us to seek material from other sources and people if we Ve far as the procedure
today is concerned, it’s not a court of law and forrtigest part the Tribunal can
determine its own procedures. We will deal with thesetermas informally as
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possible and noting only that it’s required to be a pubbiry and the Tribunal has
the power if it thinks it’s in the public interest to sio, to hold parts of the inquiry in
private. I'll be inviting people who are appearing beforéousdicate whether
there’s any part of the material they want to providevitis which they believe
ought to be heard in private. We’ll consider those apptns if and when they're
made.

Secondly, although the Tribunal does have the powes sbdwe won't be swearing
people in to give evidence because we're dealing essentigilynatters of opinion
rather than contested fact, but we do reserve thetdgeiquire a witness to give
sworn evidence if necessary. Also the Act requirasdhy evidence which is given
by way of written statement must be tendered and edrifiy oath. So if any withess
or objector is doing that we’ll need to administer an ¢atimnem for the purposes of
verifying the withess statement. Subject to these tatbars, the intention is that
each objector will be invited to outline the nature ofdbgction uninterrupted and
taking the objection as read. We’ll provide an opportuitydiscussion and
comment and questioning from members of the Tribunallzean opportunity for
a closing statement from the objector.

As you can tell, the proceedings are being recorded andswariggperson objects a
transcript is going to be placed on the internet alonly thi¢ initial objection so that
anybody reading can understand what the issues beforeilto@mal might be.
Following today’s inquiries and tomorrow’s in Launcestitwe, Tribunal is going to
deliberate. We won't be making any immediate respomsasything that’s put to
us today. We’'ll advertise a further redistributiongmsal as soon as practicable
after completing our inquiries. We currently aim tothkis by 12 April. If we

believe that the further proposal is significantlyfeliént from the initial proposal, we
are obliged to invite further objections and unless theyivelbus or vexatious we
need to conduct further hearings into those objections.

So if there is substantial difference there’ll bgeaond round of hearings like these.
If we don't believe that the further proposal is siguaihtly different from the initial
proposal, we will publish a final determination and reasagainst which there’s no
appeal. That's the process from here. Unless anybodydtasything that they
want to raise at this point, I'd suggest that we shoulduadjuntil the Hobart City
Council witness arrives at 10.30 and we can get underwthyhearing those
objections at that time. Is there anything from anyone?

MR MURPHY: No, thanks.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Peter? Liz? Cassie? Bruce? Mkay. Well, we’ll take
a break until 10.30.

ADJOURNED [10.15 am]
RESUMED [10.22 am]
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Everybody is here. Solvggst underway again, if
that’s convenient?

<M S PENELOPE IKEDIFE, CALLED

THE CHAIRPERSON: Welcome along, Penny. Thank yourfaking the time to
come and talk to us about the Hobart City Council’s - -

MS IKEDIFE: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | call them objections becaus&'shihie terminology from
the Act even though it's not necessarily an adveabahjection or anything like that.

MS IKEDIFE: Certainly.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | said just beforehand when | wbarbugh the process that
we’ve been through to this point, the procedure todayfasmal, it's not a court of
law, we're not going to be swearing in witnesses ottang like that, but the Act
does require us to - if a witness tenders a writteersiatt, to have that verified by
oath. So if there are any documents that you needderteo us we do need to get
those verified by oath.

We've also got the capacity — this is a public inquiry, altffoyou may not think so
given the numbers of people here at the present buteye do have the power to
hear matters in private if there’s anything that you wento consider in that
context. We're also just noting as a preliminary thatproceedings are being
recorded and the intention is that a transcript wilplaeed on the internet along with
the original submission from the objector and I'd asloii gould indicate whether
you have any objection to that from the perspective oHibleart City Council?

MS IKEDIFE: No, not at all. Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Okay. After we've fimésl our — just for the
purposes of your information, after we’ve finished ourletations today and
tomorrow in Launceston, we will be taking on boardrieters that are put to us,
giving some thought to those. We won'’t be responding inmatelg today to
anything that you suggest to us and we will advertise a furgiéstribution

proposal, hopefully around 12 April. If it's significantjfferent from the one that’s
been advertised by the committee already then theeed further round of hearings
like this and a further opportunity for objections to bdgled, but if it's not
significantly different from the proposal that's bemrtulated by the committee then
we have the power to make a final determination againstwvithére is no appeal.

So I'm just letting you know that that’s the process fitwame in case that becomes
relevant in terms of anything that you want to say to tes an. Having said all that,
| can invite you to let us know what the nature of theailga that the Hobart City
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Council is making and to take us briefly through it. Wedbwiously read the
submissions and you don’t need to read all of that and yald eapect that once
you’ve had an interrupted go to outline what it is you'reabaut that we will feel
free to ask any questions that occur to any of us.

MS IKEDIFE: Certainly.
THE CHAIRPERSON: So thank you.

MS IKEDIFE: Okay. Thank you very much. Well, | appearinstructions from
the Hobart City Council. Perhaps if | might refee tommittee first to the letter
from the council dated 13 March 2008. It was submitted feedue date, but it
does set out, albeit quite briefly, what the Hobaty Ciouncil’s position is. The
council's submission is that the Electoral Divisionééllington be renamed to
Hobart to align with other capital cities. In suppairthis, | can refer to a document,
which | don't think is before you, dated 19 February 2008.

It was a letter to the Lord Mayor of Hobart from Miny, MLC, Member for
Paterson, in which he attaches a document settingh@eté¢ctorates that are named
after Australian towns or cities in other statese Téason | would seek to rely on
that is to support the submission of the Hobart Cityr@d that it's appropriate that
particularly the capital city of the state have narattdr it one of the electoral
divisions and obviously most sensibly the one which fatistly within its

municipal boundaries. As | say, | don’'t know that youeha copy of that and
perhaps | should make one available?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Julian?

MR TYPE: Mr Chair, there is a copy of that docuiniém almost certain attached
to Mr Wing’s submissions to the Tribunal. | do be#ighat you all have a copy of it.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MS IKEDIFE: Thank you. I'd simply refer to that thand to the council’s
submission of 13 March 2008. | don’t think there’s anything niwan add to what
I've said already, but I'd be happy to take any questions.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Well, one that occurs tq perhaps just to lead off,
is that | think the intention when previous Tribunalsevallocating names to
divisions was to ensure that so far as possible the @hifereas had different names
so that — because the boundaries of Wellington are mtigaous with those of the
Hobart City Council/Local Government area, they oughid called different things.
Do you have any view about that as a principle and whéthéought to apply in

this case?

MS IKEDIFE: Well, | can’'t say with certainty whethihat applies in other states or
territories, but my submission is that it's approprifieg if you look at the mass of
where the division covers, most of it covers the Hbbaunicipal area and Hobart
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being the capital city is obviously perhaps the best knatynrcthe region and it's
therefore appropriate and perhaps easiest for electarsliad® understand what
division they’re in if the area follows the name lod tcapital city that it most closely
relates to.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. And | suppose the second questisapplementary
one to that; if the Tribunal were to take the viewt tha principle ought to be
continued, that different areas ought to have differameas, one of the principles
that was applied in terms of determining what those sasheuld be is that
significant geographical features that relate to that siheuld be applied. In the
case of Wellington it's because Mount Wellington overlothlkesbroad area of the
electorate notwithstanding that Mount Wellington itselhot actually in the
Wellington electorate. So if there were to be thatqgipie adopted and applied does
the Hobart City Council have any preferred name other ltt@bart for the electorate
of Wellington?

MS IKEDIFE: | have no instructions on that point; @hair. | assume that the
default position would be that if it weren’t to be change#itbart then there’s no
objection to maintaining the name of Wellington.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thanks for that. Other goest

MR TAYLOR: Perhaps I could just ask one further claaifion. Do you think
there would be some confusion from those ratepaydti®lodrt who aren’t within
the Wellington electorate - if it's renamed to Hobdd,you think they would have
an expectation that they would be voting at that tme that this may cause some
confusion as to when they vote and who, in fact, is sgotéeng them in the
Parliament?

MS IKEDIFE: | don’t think it would be any greater anfosion than would arise
from any other naming of areas. One might assuméétatuse one lives close to
the Derwent River one’s in the Derwent area. lgsmecessarily something that’s
going to apply to every elector or every elector isn’t gambe able to say well, I'm
close to the city that’s my electorate. But | thinkwould assist the majority because
the majority would be covered within the Hobart regiod sould consider
themselves | suspect part of the Hobart general arlearly it wouldn’t apply to
everyone and might cause some confusion to, | would subnifta few.

MR TAYLOR: Thank you.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Any other questions for Penny?
MR MURPHY: Penny, you said that mostly within its mupé boundaries —

Wellington was mostly within Hobart’s municipal boundar@s,you have any feel
for the proportions of Hobart ratepayers that aratimer Wellington or Nelson?
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MS IKEDIFE: No. | understand there are quite a feMeéfson, but there’s no
proposal | understand — or no significant change to theopiops of voters who will
be moved from Wellington to Nelson under the propoSal.as - - -

MR MURPHY: Well, it’s just that you sort of suggestedeemed to be suggesting
that it was mostly — well, more weight should be git@the name Hobart because
there were more people within Wellington that will beéhie municipal boundary.
That seems sort of an area — that’s certainly notdake and | wasn'’t sure about the
relationship between the numbers as well. 1 just thoyghtmight have wanted to
propose that as a supporting argument.

MS IKEDIFE: No, I'm afraid | can’t assist on thatipb
MR MURPHY: Thank you.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Julian, did you - - -

MR TYPE: For the benefit of the Tribunal, the preed Division of Wellington
contains approximately 20,000 Hobart City Council electoesptbposed Division
of Wellington contains approximately 12-and-a-half-thousaobatt City Council
electors, and Hobart City Council electors are castain no other division.

MS IKEDIFE: I'm sorry, the 20,000 were in Wellingtondaithe 12 and a half - - -
MR TYPE: In the proposed Nelson.
MS IKEDIFE: Oh, in Nelson. Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Any other questions for Penhg? Just one point
of clarification; this has been to a full council maegtand this is a full-council
position that’s being put to us; am | correct in that?

MS IKEDIFE: Yes, it is and unfortunately that’s tleason that the submission was
late. The council meeting wasn't until after the cfitdate for the submission.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay. Well, just for tlezord, we've accepted it as
an objection and are dealing with it as if it were lodg&tiiwtime. So council
obviously — your presence here today reflects the fatwh’re treating it in that
way.

MS IKEDIFE: Thank you, Mr Chair.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. If there’s nothing else ardgpwants to raise, Ill
say thanks very much for being here and for puttingdbggction to us. As | said,
we will take that on board and give it due consideratiomhat we decide to do
following the completion of this set of hearings.

MS IKEDIFE: Thank you very much.
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<THE WITNESSWITHDREW

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Okay, | think our next wgs is due at
11 o’clock - Mr Booth - and therefore we will adjourn tilen.

ADJOURNED [10.34 am]

RESUMED [10.44 am]

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay, we'll get under way again. tlhthe signal that’s
just been given to start recording the proceedings.

<MR IAN BOOTH, CALLED

THE CHAIRPERSON: Welcome along, Mr Booth. Thanksywauch for making
the time to both make the submission to the Tribunal amidng along today. We
appreciate the effort that you've put into that and itiy@hrough participation of
people such as yourself that this process can be a madrangf So thank you.

MR BOOTH: No worries. Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: There are a couple of sort of prglary things that I'll just
go through so you've got some idea about the way that \weakng with all of this
and where we go to after we've finished the hearings to&agt off, this is not a
formal court of law or anything like that, it's an inforhescussion and we would
like this to be as informal as we possibly can make it.

It is required to be a public inquiry, but if there are tkitigat you want to say to us
in private there’s a capacity for us to do that as wed. if there’s anything that you
want to put to us in that sort of way we’re more thappy to consider an application
from you. We will also be recording the proceedings aadrtention is that a
transcript and your original submission should be placethi®mternet so that
people can see what's been going on. Do you have anyiobjezthat? Is that
okay?

MR BOOTH: No, none whatsoever. That’s fine.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you for that. We are notauvey people in to give
evidence or anything like that, but the Act does say theat receive any written
statement from you that has to be verified by oathif ®ere are any documents
that you want to table we do formally have to get yosmtear an oath that these are
your written statements and so on. If there’s no slacluments then that’s not a
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problem and we can deal with it informally. After wefugished today, we will take
away the things that you've said to us. We won't be nedipg today about that.
We will be publishing a further redistribution proposal amat tve’re aiming to do
by 12 April. The initial proposal that was published by the mitee is a
completely separate one from the process that wegaged in now.

This Tribunal is a new body and we’re not obliged to nigfine committee’s
proposal or anything, we're conducting a hearing afreshtintdnce we’ve

published that further proposal, if it's significantlyfdilent — if we believe it's
significantly different from the original proposal thigrere’s a further opportunity

for objections — and | call all comments and suggestibjectons because that’s the
terminology that the Act uses, and there’s an opportémitfurther hearings such as
this. If we don't believe that that further proposaignificantly different from the
original one then we can go on and make a final deterimmand there’s no appeal
against that, that’s the end of the process.

So | hope that gives you a picture about where we’veogamnd what follows from it.

| would like to invite you now to let us know — to take us throtighmatters that

you think we ought to be considering. You don’t have to tek#hrough all of your
submission because you can assume that we understaaddHh@ve read that, but if
there’s anything you would like to highlight in particulae then give an
opportunity for anybody on the Tribunal to ask you any goestabout the matters
that you’re putting to us and give you an opportunity to sum tipeaénd of that. So
with all of that sort of preliminary and background, perHagen hand over to you
and invite you to present your submission to us in any waythalike.

MR BOOTH: Thank you. That leaves it fairly broadlapen and yes, | don’t
quite know where to start, but | guess at the end of thé\daseen the submission
that you’ve put out and originally | looked at it and dalght I'd like to understand
why this change has been made and so from thereon Eessed your website and
picked up your redistribution proposal, had a look at it ardthought to me it
doesn’t seem to have gone into the depth that it posgiblyié have done
considering the broad parameters under which you’'ve got tateperlooked back
and | thought well, why is this area — why was it originatiyled Derwent for
starters and if you look at the broad parameters,jtygits within the Derwent Valley
and it basically picks up the Derwent River catchment.

| probably should expand to say that | grew up at Ouse hwviigart of the area
which is planned to be pushed off into Rowallan. I'vedi in the Derwent Valley,
still live in the Derwent Valley, live at Dromedarytae moment and so I've got a, |
guess, feeling for that area. | still go back there. peligents still live there and the
people I've grown up with still live there. So yes, | urstiend the issues that face
the Derwent Valley. And | guess | took a little bit dfiemce to the fact that there
was a proposal to shift that part of the valley whichredominantly - as I've
highlighted in my submission, which is a southern-based ptipnl

If you look at the three major population centres of Q@setna and Hamilton,
they’re only 70, 80, 90 kilometres out of Hobart and froat goint of view they
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don’t have a good grasp or the understanding of the idsaefate the people in the
North and similarly | don’t believe that the peoplehe North would have a similar
understanding of the issues that face the people in thté.S®he Central Highlands
is a very broad municipality. | think it's the second bigigaunicipality — council
municipality within the state, but if you look at the distition of people within it,
again they’re all predominantly in the South, that a@ass the Central Highlands
is very sparsely populated and it's only really populatealudsin the summer and
winter with people coming into the shacks, that’'sahfy reason they're there, for
the fishing, the shooting and whatever other recreatextalities they might
undertake.

So that probably led me on then to look at the actuabews that were in the
distribution and I note that there that you've got a scop® with plus or minus 10
per cent from the quota, which is 23,000 and from your figupgsked up that the
piece that you're allocating from the Central Highlamtto Rowallan contains about
1000 people which is roughly in rough figures 4 per cent. So iftyenilook at the
anticipated growth for Rowallan, was to be plus 2.6 by#a 2011 which is the
area that you've expanded out to and minus 1.9 | think for éimér&l Highlands. So
that 4 per cent really doesn’t have any effect and stbwithin the parameters of
the plus and minus 10 per cent.

So if the 4 per cent didn’t go across, Rowallan would lsageowth of minus 1.4,
Derwent would have a growth of plus 2.1. So it still f#sll within the distribution.
The people of the Derwent Valley don’t have to — welltipalarly that end of — the
lower end of the Central Highlands don’'t have to chahge thought, get familiar
with different people. Certainly, in my voting time, whihas been 20-odd years,
there’s only been two Members from Derwent and Ikhirat's Charles Batt and the
current Member, Michael Aird, and suddenly it's going taHsewn to
understanding someone else, who — as | say, in there,hil 18, 19,000 people
from the Rowallan area and another 1000 people to cometfim@entral Highlands
and the power of those 1000 people to actually influencedteewhich they — at the
end of the day, one person, one vote, it will be veificdit to actually have your
say and get your point across just through the sheehtireggof numbers that will
exist in that northern electorate.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thank you for that. And pes<hd | could start
with a question. We’re obliged to apply the same principéethe committee was
obliged to apply in making the original proposal. The Agtudéites that the first
priority for us ought to be the numbers, if you like, anythty to get as close as
possible to the average enrolment for each division amanunity of interest is the
second priority.

| understand from what you’ve been saying to us that youdasay that the
community-of-interest issues in this case are so ginaathe possible small variation
— small reduction in getting close to that average whighldvbe required to remove
that back out of Rowallan is preferable. So it’s pediés that the community of
interest should override that numbers issue. Isféiatomment? Have | got - - -
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MR BOOTH: That's a fair comment, but | don’t thinkoierrides the numbers
issue in that the quota you're talking about is roundabout depe, so it’'s only
going to fluctuate either side of the zero mark by thelairaort of magnitude as
what the change would make, in fact, | think it’s probatbidger to the zero point.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Good. Thanks. I just waritethake sure I'd
understood what you're saying. Who else has got questionsrfBoth?

MS GILLAM: lan, through your submission you refer to Beéll quite a number
of times. Are you not only objecting to the proposaldlsb suggesting that that’s
brought back — that area that’s presently Rowallanaaditt back into Derwent?

MR BOOTH: No, I'm certainly not making that - | wouldggest that if in the
overall picture of looking at things if there was tbpation to bring it back, yes, it
should be looked at, but I'm not saying that that shouldaeof your proposal.

MS SHORT: Could you perhaps, just building on that thelhus a bit more about
the community of interest that Bothwell has with tast of that area? Like | know,
you know, it's not that far from Ouse and Hamilton, Wwhiat would the community
of interest be? What would attach people from Bothteelberwent?

MR BOOTH: Well, very much it’s the type of industnathpeople are involved in.
Obviously, that area is heavily agriculture, it’s foreshydro, that type of thing, and
the people that live within each of those communitiesveag much got the same
interest, they work in the same sort of game, whicks-ait interesting point. If you
look at the Bothwell/Ouse area you're talking about Varge farms of five to
10,000 acres whereas the North West Coast which is 4t'gesiral, but at the end
of the day that’s high-intensity agriculture with 200-dotte and they grow
vegetables and they farm animals and they've got much higiméall and the rest of
it.

| guess you're all aware through the media that ther@adighlands at the moment
is drought declared and that's something that’s united the pebisle Central
Highlands. The issues of Bothwell are very simita©iuse. There are links between
sporting teams. Bothwell has got a football side whigtos called the Central
Hawks, but they draw their players from the wider atlaugh to Miena across to
Ouse, through Hamilton, Gretna, players come in thattaglay in the country
leagues rather than in the SA and FL.

MS SHORT: Yes. Okay.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Further questions for Mr Booth? Peter
MR MURPHY: No, thanks.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Liz?
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MS GILLAM: Oh, just one more thing. In considerifgstissue, have you talked
about it with other people? Do you think it's an issue'shatstrong interest to
other people that you know?

MR BOOTH: I've certainly talked about it with — peopl&hin my own family.

I’m also president of the Ouse Cricket Club, so | spetat of time in that area, and
I've certainly talked about it at that level with peopléside of the actual cricket
game, talked about and asked whether they've seen thespt@mal the rest of it. |
guess yes, they were interested in it, but they didhotvsany great passion towards
it and that’s probably more a reflection that theg @vfairly simple life and it would
be a quantum step to be sitting up in front of a panel ofpaaple with two
microphones poked in your face.

MS GILLAM: Yes.

MR BOOTH: And then you've got the effort of making gwbmission and
understanding the issues and that’s probably — to a looplg@eyes, they appreciate
the issues, but yes, it’s a little bit difficult to daything about it and will our voice
actually count in the long run, so - - -

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Perhaps if | could ask againgbsut the Bothwell
issue. To what extent is there any division betwegttBell and Ouse that is
properly reflected in the existing boundaries, the faat Bothwell is in a different
electorate to Ouse, for example? Is there any ofstirabf rivalry or jealousy that
sometimes happens between two different towns like that?

MR BOOTH: No, I don't think so. I'm not aware of aisgues along those lines.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. But if | understood you cornegtiu were saying
that the community-of-interest arguments and the ozlahiip of Bothwell to
Derwent is equally as strong as the relationship of Ougédamilton to Derwent or
not quite as strong, or — how would you put that?

MR BOOTH: Not quite as strong to Derwent, but certainlthe everyday living,
Bothwell accesses the wider range of services fronheoufTasmania. | guess
that’s the point I’'m trying to get across in that tlhgskall feed into the Hobart
system, health all feeds into the Hobart systenyoufwant some rural goods, you
go to Bridgewater and you pick it up from Elders or WebstarRoberts, or
whoever might be there. You don’t head north td& pio those goods. You're
contained within the 002 phone distribution area, thgsestyf things. So
predominantly you are a southern-based population wittheoubased issues and
an understanding of those southern-based issues.

THE CHAIRPERSON: And if it were to be desirable tdude Bothwell in
Derwent as well as the areas that you've principallyiuis, is there some sort of
boundary between Bothwell and, say, Interlaken and &eimch would form a
natural division in your view?
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MR BOOTH: Well, it's probably — the farmland probabiys out about where the
Poatina main road comes in. | guess if you're familidh that - - -

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR BOOTH: Once you get to there, you’re basically egdhto the shack
country and so that becomes your transient populatiberghan your permanent
population. Yes, there are a number of people thatiilena permanently, but
there certainly is no great number of them.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay.
MR MURPHY: So can | just clarify perhaps - - -
THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR MURPHY: How do you think having the same Centralitagds Council
services being provided to that portion of Derwent iscadig: by the fact that it’s, in
fact, in two different Legislative Council electorsite

MR BOOTH: Well, - - -
MR MURPHY: Because you - go on.

MR BOOTH: Yes. Sorry. As far as the Local Gaweent, how they distribute
their funding and their workloads and the rest ofdoi’t think it's impacted at all
upon by — at all by the Local Government or the Legiga@iouncil area that it’s in.

| don't think they'd sit at the Bothwell municipality asdy well, gee, this is going to
be in the Rowallan district, we’ll do that slightljfferent to how we’ll do it in the
Derwent electorate and if that's — if I've understood yourstjae properly?

MR MURPHY: Yes, no, that’s - yes, that’s fineguess what I'm just highlighting
is the rationale for lining up these boundaries wasytarid unify things rather than
separate them.

MR BOOTH: Yes, | noticed that in your submission, bgtéss that's one area —
and | looked at the wider distribution and | see thatetbing like the Huon picks up
Bruny Island and things like that, which is out of the Kimggugh Council and quite
a few of the others are split across boundaries, éweRltvick electorate doesn't
pick up the entire Glenorchy City and the rest of it.

MR MURPHY: Yes, that's true.

MR BOOTH: So | guess at the end of the day | didn’ttkakas being an
overriding factor that would - - -

MR MURPHY: Yes. Okay. Thank you.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Anybody got anything else forBdoth by way of
guestions? No? Is there anything else that you wantey tio sis by way of
summary or closing statement or anything?

MR BOOTH: No, other than thank you for the opportunityis is certainly an eye
opener and yes, it's been a pleasure to come in anenpray case.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Well, thank you for that and, asid at the start, we
appreciate the effort that you've gone to in putting th@argssion together and in
coming in today. So thank you for that. It's a veryltigacontribution to our
process, which we greatly appreciate. Okay. Thanks.

<THE WITNESSWITHDREW

THE CHAIRPERSON: We’ll stop at this point and wait bur next person to
come along. We will adjourn and stop recording now then.

ADJOURNED [11.03 am]

RESUMED [11.53 am]

<THE HON JIM WILKINSON MLC, CALLED

MR WILKINSON: Thank you for your time. | won't keepuyfor very long and |
thank you for the information that's already been providatimy major submission
to you is that at present with the redistribution wisoking at taking out, if | can
call it, upper Sandy Bay, and retaining South Hobart, &es; etcetera. | can
understand and | think it's logical that Nelson moveshé&srsouth because that's the
only way it can go and the area always of concern appeane to be well, where's
the cut-off mark, where are the boundaries, whereh@edmmunity of interest in
relation to Wellington and Nelson?

With respect, | would've thought it more logical, thoufbpper Sandy Bay - and if

| can call it upper Sandy Bay - remained within NelsoackBin 1995 when the
redistribution of the Legislative Council electoralindaries were originally looked
at - and if | can call that the modern approach becanesaously there were different
approaches, as you know, in relation to boundary distoisit but with the major
political debate at the time; one vote, one valuerethvas a lot of work - an extreme
amount of work, as you probably realise, in 1995 for thestglolition of the
boundaries.
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And what | picked up from the Parliamentary Library watghat stage - and | can
hand you a copy if you require it, but what was thoughetmbst appropriate was
that South Hobart and Cascades was in the Hobatoedée and the rest further
south was in the Queenborough electorate, which includgdr#&oint. Then what
happened because of the reduction of numbers from 19 to I&ptingously had to
be some tampering with those and what occurred was Slmlthrt and Cascades
came into the Nelson electorate, Battery Point wehbf the Nelson electorate and -
Nelson-Queenborough and went into the Hobart electorate.

Again | could understand that because it was a situatitraastage where with
Battery Point that was a community within itself, @moeild argue, a bit like South
Hobart and one could argue it had links and its transipés, Iroad links, etcetera
were linked to the city, were linked to Hobart. Sounderstandable. But what |
think is more logical now is what we could easily do theathan cut off a
community, which is what’s happening with the present redigidn in relation to
Sandy Bay, it would be easier to take out what was @uely Hobart’s and return it
to Hobart-Wellington because everything in South HobattG@ascades leads into
Wellington.

We look at the roadway, the Huon Highway, MacquarieedtiDavey Street, all
leading down into Wellington. We look at the actual camities of interest being
pretty well the same. If you look at West HobartutbdHobart, the community of
interest, the demographics are pretty well the samieegsare with Sandy Bay. The
three are much of a muchness. But in my mind what youe dbing is like you
were doing with Battery Point is picking up a dormant comitgy if | can call it

that, and putting it back in to where it was and wasfoumber of years. Therefore
when you look at the redistribution proposal in secli8rof that and you look:

In making an initial redistribution proposal, the committee must tale i
account the following priorities -

And it talks about within four to six - four years, sixmtios plus or minus 10 per
cent. The figures if you retained a boundary up Daveye&trion Road, it's an
obvious boundary. The figures would - and | have here,hthigll supply to you,
option number 2. When | first gained some assistanee électoral staff, which
was appreciative, they gave me option number 2 which tntleainthe boundary was
Macquarie Street, Davey Street, up Huon Road. Prettyheesame as what it was
back in 1995. And what then occurred is with the numbéxrgiait here current
electors, Nelson 22,056, difference from quota point 49 - ndirfusshould | say.
Projected electors 23,307, difference from quota minus 3.2 per $erit comes
within that variation. | dont know whether you wantopy of this, do you, or - - -

THE CHAIRPERSON: Well, if it's material that’s ottveise available to the
Commission - it's been prepared by the Commissionalsright, Julian?

MR TYPE: No, | dont have a proposal. | assume Wiikinson, that this
suggestion includes all of Cascades, Strickland Avenue and -
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MR WILKINSON: And South Hobart.

MR TYPE: And up to Turnip Fields, do you know?

MR WILKINSON: Sorry?

MR TYPE: Upto Turnip Fields?

MR WILKINSON: Gee, | don’t know.

MR TYPE: Well, does it include Fern Tree or - - -

MR WILKINSON: No, it doesn’t include Fern Tree.

MR TYPE: It doesn'tinclude Fern Tree?

MR WILKINSON: Not as | understand it.

MR TYPE: Well, perhaps we could take it in as evidearwe I'll take a copy of it.
MR WILKINSON: Yes. Sure. Allright.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Now, there’s one issue, junster the Act that
requires us, if we receive anything from you by way of dtemistatement it has to
be verified on oath.

MR WILKINSON: Yes, yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: So for the purposes of perhaps taldtagdocument, we
need to get you to verify that.

MR WILKINSON: Sure.

THE CHAIRPERSON: So Bruce - - -

MR TAYLOR: Will we need a covering document or - - -
MR WILKINSON: Yes, | have here:

Please find attached copies of the maps and statistics for the emoadé
redistribution proposals discussed on 21 February 2008. Regards, Phil Page.

MR TYPE: Oh, that’s come from them. Perhapsjufst get a piece of paper for
you, you just sign, this is my submission to the thingsigd it.

MR WILKINSON: All right. Sure.

MR TYPE: Then we can attach those two forms - - -
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MR WILKINSON: Okay. Sure.

MR TYPE: [I'lljust get - - -

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, I'm sorry to be difficult @bt it - - -
MR WILKINSON: No, no, not so, yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: But I think it's a requirement oétAct, that that’s the only
way we can take written documents, statements.

MR WILKINSON: Yes, that's fine. That’s fine.

MR TYPE: An alternative could be, Mr Chair, that Wiilkinson gives us
permission to access those records of Phil Page?

MR WILKINSON: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay, well, if that would get around--

MR WILKINSON: Yes, that’s fine. Certainly.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Are you comfortable with that?

MR WILKINSON: Comfortable with that.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Whilst we're on the subjetthose consents then,
obviously these proceedings are being recorded and a tpns@oing to be
prepared. Are you comfortable if we publish that transeript

MR WILKINSON: Yes, yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Are you comfortable if we publish yoauiginal submission
as well?

MR WILKINSON: For what it's worth.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MR WILKINSON: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: No, thank you, just — but if you auib®the Tribunal to
have access to the materials that have been prepangalftnom land information
then - - -

MR WILKINSON: Sure. Well, while we're doing that,dte’s also option number

1 which just included South Hobart. It’'s very diffictdt see here with these maps
because they haven't got the roads on them, but | wouldstadd that you'd be
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able to readily identify those in relation to the infatiron that you have at your
hand.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MR TAYLOR: Perhaps if you could refer to them in thenscript by their title on
the map because then we can get that information &ach-I - -

MR WILKINSON: Sure. Allright. Yes. Okay.

MR TYPE: Option 1, we have.

MR WILKINSON: All right. You've got option 1, havgou?

MR TYPE: Yes, exactly, your option’s available to ffrébunal.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay. Option 1, we have.

MR WILKINSON: So you still have — you already have opthumber 1?
THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR WILKINSON: Right. And I've just tendered then apti2. Right. And on
thinking about the whole community-of-interest aspeatouild believe that option
number 2 would be the most appropriate because what you b@udlding is just
having South Hobart itself and cutting out your Cascadeshwhould still remain
within Nelson. It seems to me more appropriate if youthadoadway just going
straight up as it was in 1995, as the obvious delineating peinteen the two
boundaries.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Can | just ask you aboutZhkls been suggested
by others who have applied their minds to this same tbsianaybe using Sandy
Bay Rivulet as the boundary between Nelson and Wellingiight be a preferable
way to go. It's a natural feature, you don’'t have Hseiés about houses on one side
of the road being in one electorate, the other sidegbeithe other unless you go
along the back fences as predecessors are sometineséheDo you have a view
about that?

MR WILKINSON: Look, not really. Not really. If thavould be the most
appropriate boundary | don’t really have any issue wik. thjust drew a lot of the
submission today from what was going on in 1995 when itleedsed at with
community-of-interest aspects and which communities iremavhich electorates
and what would be the most appropriate boundary and tisabfmurse the
boundary, Macquarie Street/Davey Street/Huon Road.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
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MR WILKINSON: Yes, but | haven't got any real issud Wvas the rivulet. It's
pretty well the same, as you know, and it just stopsiigeside of the road as
opposed to the other side of the road.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR TAYLOR: The suggestion of using — Mr Chairman, the satige of using the
rivulet then includes South Hobart up as far as HillogioRoad and including both
sides of Hillborough Road effectively.

MR WILKINSON: Right.
MR TAYLOR: Would that fit within your thoughts?

MR WILKINSON: Look, I didn’t look at that, Bruce, I'm sqy, but again it's the —
I’m trying to look for simplicity in relation to thboundaries as opposed to having
these dog legs in boundaries and it would seem to md thatsame community of
interests are there, the links into Wellington are gainiget the same. It's under
Mount Wellington as well, so yes - - -

MR TAYLOR: Yes. This other proposal would include Marlyn Road area and
the upper parts of Strickland Avenue like in Nelson aedetlhas been some
argument that they associate it similarly with Fé€ree, which is part of Nelson.
However, the major part of South Hobart up to thenry, effectively Hillborough
Road, would be in Wellington. Do you have any thoughts abaiMarlyn Road
area and that, whether it should be - - -

MR WILKINSON: Look, | just thought again going back to '95emhthey
obviously would’ve looked at all these issues as well anot €ascades then was,
they thought, the top end of South Hobart. They thotighte was a real community
of interest — well, not a real, but a community dénest between Cascades and
South Hobart and as a result the redistribution waswas. What I'm saying is
look, what you do, rather than take something that's be@ueenborogh-Nelson
for as long as | can remember, why don’t you retainwlidtin Nelson and give back
to now Wellington what was previously Hobart’s and Wellimgto

To me it seems simple, it seems logical, and whergakiat all the aspects in
relation to community of interests, means of commuigoaand travel within the
division, physical features and area of the division,distihct natural boundaries, it
seems to fit in far better than the present one wikislaying all right, what we’ll do
is leave South Hobart and Cascades within Nelson, éiitemcroach into Sandy
Bay. We’'ll use the university as the so-called boundad/we’ll use this fairly
intricate way of going back up to South Hobart, which éomakes what could be
easy, with respect, difficult.

So that’s the submission in a nutshell. It's a faingde one. | believe that the
information I've got, the figures certainly are figuresgpbr minus 10 per cent. So
there’s no problem in relation to that. I've spokerhvathers in relation to it.
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They've probably given you a submission as well. Theangasion | believe is
approximately the same as mine. So that’'s my submission

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thanks very much indeedHat.t

MR WILKINSON: All right. Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Are there questions from any ofimipunal members?
MR MURPHY: No, thanks, I'm fine.

THE CHAIRPERSON: No?

MS GILLAM: | was just going to ask if Mr Wilkinson hahy views about the
proposed southern boundary into Kingston?

MR WILKINSON: What's got to happen is - I'll be ewaching south for quite
some time | would think. In the end — gosh, the namepescae at the moment.
There’s a bit of a wart at the end of it. Pleasentelwhat it is. Where old Bill
Hodgman used to live in Huntingfield - - -

MS GILLAM: Oh, yes, yes.

MR WILKINSON: Yes. |can see in the end obviouslyeg@nborough taking
Huntingfield or Nelson taking Huntingfield over, thatses to be obviously where it
will encroach into and whether that can be played witton't know, but | was
saying look, I've got to encroach south, no argument abaiit It’s just in relation
to the northern boundary, if | can call it that, tthegre’s the problem. Far simpler
and more | think logical with the submission | put fordvas opposed to what it
presently is.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay. Okay, any other quesfion
MS GILLAM: Not from me.

THE CHAIRPERSON: No. Okay. The process from he@bviously we take this
away and have a think about the things that you and diagessaid to us. We're
doing some hearings tomorrow in Launceston as we#. thWgn publish a further
proposal. Depending on whether it involves what we tlsirgksignificant change
from the initial proposal then there’s an opportunity father objections and further
hearings if need be. If we don'’t believe it involvegn#ficant change then it
becomes a final determination and there’s no appeal thiagylike that. Just
before | let you go, one other issue that’s beendaigth us in the context of
submissions is names of divisions. Do you have any vieastdahe names of
divisions that we should be taking into consideration?

MR WILKINSON: Hobart and Hobart and Launceston séefty to mind. My
view is there should be a division Hobart - - -
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MS SHORT: Why?
MR WILKINSON: Why?
MS SHORT: Yes.

MR WILKINSON: It's a capital city. My belief ishiat the capital cities within the
major areas should — they should be named just thatow it’s probably a very
broad and general view, but that's why | think it should beadolt was Hobart
previously. The reason it changed - again one could avgye Because it's under
the mountain you could say therefore it looks at Mounliidiggon. But if that was
the case, so too Sandy Bay, Kingston, Taroona, Glenomabst, of the inner areas
around Hobart look at Mount Wellington.

So | think just then what they were doing was looking easuand probably more
concerned with there being a problem with the Hobast Cauncil elections and
Legislative Council elections. That was the majaitter | think there. But my view
is it should be Hobart. Likewise Launceston, | thirkt tthould be Launceston as
opposed to Paterson. People keep questioning why Paterseréle@iorate is not
even in Paterson Street, so why use Paterson? | dawit kbon't know. But |
haven't looked at that in full other than to say itrae¢o me stupid you don’t have
Hobart and Launceston, but I've often been called stgpithat doesn’t trouble me
either.

MR TAYLOR: Do you think there’s any problem that 12 arfthHf thousand of
your electors in Nelson are in the Hobart City Caluened that they might think that
their representative is the Member for Hobart rathen the Member for Nelson?

MR WILKINSON: That was obviously | think the majoripbin changing it
previously. | think people, though, are becoming more eddicdts another debate
for another time, but my view is that local councédations should be unanimous.
Everybody should vote and it shouldn’t be vote ohiyou want to. | think, though,
that now people are becoming far more educated and theyaating to realise that
there is a difference, there is three tiers of govent and they certainly can pick the
council as opposed to the Legislative Council.

MR TAYLOR: So you don't think it would make your job regenting them any
more difficult if it were named Hobart?

MR WILKINSON: [ don’t think so, Bruce. | don’'t knowhether it's because I'm
one of the only independents down here, but over 50 peotemt work would be
from electorates outside the Nelson electorate. Thigit do it to get free legal
advice, | don’t know, but certainly over 50 per cent of waidt 1 do is from outside
the Nelson electorate.

MR TAYLOR: Right. Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thanks.
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MR WILKINSON: Thank you.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Before we let you go, Julian had iy to raise | think?

MR TYPE: Well, okay, I'll speak through you, Mr Chairthat’s okay? I've had a
look at Mr Wilkinson’s option 2 and one of the submissidefore the Tribunal is
from the Tasmanian Greens which suggests using Sandy Balgfas the
boundary between Nelson and Wellington. Mr Wilkinson’sap® does not appear
to use the Sandy Bay Rivulet, it appears to use Huon Rbael midline of Huon
Road for much of its length.

MR WILKINSON: That's right.

MR TYPE: But also includes Fern Tree which would Im@included by the Sandy
Bay Rivulet option, but excludes Turnip Fields Road and @Grgyvenue and
Clutha Place in South Hobart. | guess that you could dlguehey intend to isolate
those parts of South Hobart somewhat and the Tribuaghmsh to ask Mr
Wilkinson again his views on the Sandy Bay Rivulet whictuldt exclude Fern Tree
but include those areas as an option to his own oftion

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, well, if | understood you cathg you said before
that if the Tribunal thought that Sandy Bay Rivulet \wgseferable boundary you
wouldn’t have any problem with that. Is that a fair suamy of your position?

MR WILKINSON: Look, I'm not cast in stone in relatido exactly where the
boundary should be. What I’'m endeavouring to do is to subrtine Tribunal that
the present proposed redistribution is not a simple bayndaere are more simple
ways. The most simple way | was believing was aspsagosed back in 1995
which was then, as was stated by Julian, straight weyP&@treet into Huon Road
and using that as the boundary, but certainly | wouldn’trdéeditch as to — because
it would still fit into the numbers | believe, althoughdven't looked at that.

But | still believe it would fit into the numbers if theeass that you speak about were
then provided back to Wellington as opposed to Nelson. | suppesehe argument
is, is do we then start to dabble further down soutklation to the numbers and
take in your Huntingfield. I'd certainly have no argumabbut that at all and |
wouldn’t mind that at all if that was deemed to be maerapriate, but as to the
actual boundary lines, whether it be the rivulet, wiethbe the roadway, | certainly
wouldn’t be trying to argue against what you believe tchbentost appropriate. But
as long as it's in that area, | believe is the mpgrapriate.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Allright. Anything else fdir Wilkinson? No?
MR MURPHY: No, thanks.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much for making tiheetto make the
submission and coming along today, appreciate it. Thank you.
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MR WILKINSON: Thank you. All the best. Thanks vanuch. See you later.
All the best. Bye.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Well, are you going to take your urith?e

MR WILKINSON: Yes, | had better.

<THE WITNESSWITHDREW

ADJOURNED [12.15 pm]

RESUMED [2.03 pm]

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay, we’ll make a start.

<MR JOHN DOWLING and
THE HON DOUG PARKINSON MLC, CALLED

THE CHAIRPERSON: Welcome along. Thanks very muchraking the time
both to put the submission together and for being herattieisnoon and thanks also,
Doug - | mentioned to John, but thanks for changing yoangements to get here at
2 o’clock. It's made our lives much easier and we appeetigreatly. Thank you.

| was going to — | think you probably understand the procetisg point and how

we got to here. The only point that I'd like to emphasiseof all of that is that
constituted as the Tribunal we have no attachmenetoammittee’s proposal. We
don’t see ourselves as defending the committee’s proposalee ourselves as
inquiring afresh into that proposal in light of all thenuments and suggestions.

The only other point that I'd make by way of preliminarggess to this point is that
the Act talks about objections and objectors, so | tengé that terminology even
though I'm not interpreting them as being objections imdversarial sense, they're
as much suggestions or comments. Today if we canqgustimat this is a public
inquiry. If there are any matters that you want totpuis in private, we’'ve got the
power to arrange that. So we’d like to hear about trst if there are any such
matters. We are organising a transcript and we're progagipublish the transcript
and your original submission on the website, if theme'®bjection from you to that.
Is that okay?

MR DOWLING: Yes, that's fine.

MR PARKINSON: Yes.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much. Also we heheepower to swear
people in, but we’re not proposing to do that. The ongsfide exception is that if
we need to take a written statement from you then thes@ys that has to be verified
by oath. So if there are any documents that need bl we might ask for that
to happen. John was asking before you came in, Doug, ifgoptocess from here.
What we’re proposing to do is to deliberate on the inpatt e receive today and
tomorrow in Launceston. We'll then advertise aher redistribution proposal and
we anticipate that that will happen by 12 April, that's thate that we’re aiming for,
although no absolute guarantee that that’s the date oh whdl appear.

MR PARKINSON: Okay.

THE CHAIRPERSON: If we believe that the further posal is significantly
different from the Redistribution Committee’s ones state that fact and invite
further objections, comments, suggestions and provided ¢hegtrfrivolous or
vexatious we have another set of hearings by waygoiiriy into those further
objections if that’s the case. However, we do adseetthe power to determine that
it's not significantly different from the initial progal and if that were to be the case
we would publish a final determination and that’s the enti@matter, there are no
appeals that follow from that determination. So is #tlatlear? Is there anything
else, John, from your point of view?

MR DOWLING: Yes. No, that sounds fine.

THE CHAIRPERSON: No, that’s okay. What we would likedo is treat this as
informally as possible, invite you to state what itasiye putting to us and you
don’t need to go through all the submission, you can asshat we've read that, but
if there are any particular matters that you want tevdreiention to, we then conduct
an informal discussion with questions from all of us fadh Julian about issues
arising from your submission and then give you an opporttmisym up and put
anything to us that you want to do by way of conclusionif 8at’s all okay, we’'ll
ask you to present as you see fit.

MR DOWLING: We'll fire away. Yes, | guess | supposehlehalf of the
Tasmanian Branch of the ALP, | would like to speak in garterms and as part of
our submission to this Tribunal - Doug will address sontd@imore specific areas,
particularly those around southern Tasmanian, but iergéterms — and we
understand the work that the committee did and fully apgtestihe challenges faced
by the committee in testing various scenarios We haxew that we think that —
again in general terms, that some other scenarios aeavatie basis could possibly
be tested, particularly those in northern Tasmaniagdtivess some of the
community-of-interest areas and those revolve aroun@itlyeof Burnie being split

in half, the electorate of Montgomery not taking incdlthe Central Coast
municipality.

In fact, part of the Turners Beach area of that conityiis missing, which is a
growth area and then, conversely, parts of Mersey dasiiide Port Sorell which is
in Rowallan, so that sort of — that's an area thasipbscould do with further
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exploring. I'm most grateful and appreciative of the oppaty to test the various
scenarios which Julian made available to us, which waadan The challenge that
| had with that is it was very time consuming, you cquud CCDs in but then
knowing which CCDs to take out to give the outcomes tbatrg looking for that
conform to the legislative requirements of plus or mib@iper cent of the ADE - so
that was sort of, you know — and | understand the clygiethat they faced.

But again we would perhaps be requesting that the Tribualpart of our
submission that they perhaps review those northern Tasmacgnarios and see
what’s possible and what isn't possible. In the sodesitral Tasmania — and our
submission states that we would like to see certainbgaation or where possible of
these massive Tasmanian electorates, but we underseagddgraphy and the
population base of those electorates are such thatishekgays going to be some
large electorates. What we’re suggesting is that iftamative scenario is done
with Murchison perhaps coming into parts of Burnie then pertiae West Coast
could be picked up as part of Rowallan which would form girta similar basis to
the Federal electorate of Lyons.

So there may be an opportunity for a reduction from thréeddarger rural seats in
Tasmania. Certainly, from a party’s — or from our perspecthe parts of the
Highlands — the Central Highlands/Local Government go#ag into Rowallan, that
was nothing that we saw an issue with at all. In sFatffasmania, we had specific
concerns about what was happening with Elwick and we unddrdtanthese issues
in terms of Elwick and the fact that the population iwiEk is not growing, our view
is that perhaps the Tribunal could look at moving the Bagnincrementally north
as opposed to south because the only opportunities fortgnowiat part of the
world are the northern suburbs of Hobart. Certainlthiw Elwick we don't believe
that there’s opportunities for growth there and then by ngpEiwick into

Wellington which is the proposal, you know, we don't &adi that that will meet the
long-term interests. It might resolve a short-téssue, but it perhaps may not meet
the long-term interests.

Also again just by way of overview, we have a view thatelectorates of
Wellington and Paterson should more appropriately refibetrre they are and
Tasmania being one of the — | think it's the only stat&ustralia that doesn’t have
electorates named after its capital — its majorg;itieing Hobart and Launceston.
So that’s an opportunity for the Tribunal to perhaps makees@commendations in
that regard to appropriately reflect the two larger cinebe state. Admittedly, we
don’t have an electorate of Devonport and Burnie, bterims of Hobart and
Launceston there’s an opportunity there that we HleltTiribunal may wish to have a
look at. That’s by way of opening remarks, | guess.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Well, I guess there’s fosuss that fall out of that
from my perspective. Maybe if we sort of take themewerse order perhaps, even
start with the names because we have had some atiraissions about that.

MR DOWLING: Yes.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: | understand what you’re putting to wsiathe desirability
of having electorates named after cities. It seemsetthat one downside of that is
the fact that the boundaries are different for thealL@overnment area named
respectively Hobart and Launceston and the electoratéhvigproposed to be
named Hobart and Launceston. One of the issues fothet ihat leads to some
confusion in the minds of the electorate and one ofg¢hasons for having different
names is to try and minimise the extent of that comfusDo you have a view about
that? Is there anything that you wanted to put before tesiins of the importance of
that lack of confusion?

MR PARKINSON: As far as the confusion argumentasaerned, | don’t see there
being any more confusion by changing back to Hobart thaa thedready with
Wellington because Wellington in the minds of the eletéoisaa mountain and
always will be, and of course that mountain is nah@electorate that we're talking
about. It's, as we all know, as close to Huon, Nels@obart, and Elwick and
Derwent as it is to any one of those seats. Theus@ni-type aspect is something
that — you tend to know more about — this isn’t a critigibut by being the elected
member and working in an electorate at the detailed teaee work at. It's more
evident when you're playing that role than | think it caarebe from looking at it
from the outside. Everybody knows — and | say thiotoesextent with tongue in
cheek — where Wellington, New Zealand, is.

| go to New Zealand and people say, “Oh, you're the Merfdsé/Vellington.” They
say that with tongue in cheek too. So | mean, Wellingt@nbig name in various
parts of the world, including New Zealand, a big name withneountain, but | think
historically | come back to the fact that the seat @stablished as Hobart. It was
Hobart for so long and then it caused confusion whenstalianged to Wellington.
Not only because there was a boundary change at thetisaendut people would
say, “Oh, what electorate are we in? We're in Danisoen’t we?” And I'd say,
“No, Wellington.” “Oh, why is that?”

And the confusion argument has always to me centred dtberfact that the Hobart
City Council is also named Hobart and the confusian iithere in the minds of the
less well informed as between the city council and_gggslative Council and |

think that’'s where your main confusion is in this argumeimd | think that
confusion will always be there in the minds, as | séyhe not so well informed.
They will always be confused about whether they'rengdo a Legislative Council
election or a city council election. | get letter@nh people who want potholes fixed,
you know, | get a number of constituent inquiries thatusd’'ve gone direct to the
city council for reference. Of course | forward them but you will always have an
element in the community who are confused in that way.

So | think it's a bigger picture when a decision is madeatoenan electorate after a
capital city and | think — well, I'm positive that Tasnia is the only place in
Australia where a capital city doesn’t bear a divisior@ane in one of the divisions
of the Houses of the Parliament and | think that shouietified. And | don't

think — if the decision is made not to do that, | doik it should be made on
grounds of confusion because, as I'm trying to say, thausanf for various reasons
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will always be there and is there no more becausleeaiame of the electorate, |
suppose is what I think is the position. And depending onymaw boundaries end
up, whether they stay the same or are changed, | sugpfosesxample — and | will
just touch on it, if, for example, South Hobart camevell, of course the area-type
argument would be enhanced | suppose because South Habgnpdwe of Hobart,
but even if it doesn’t, | think there are good historiealsons for restoring the name.

| believe it would lessen the existing confusion rathantincrease it. | suppose I'm
trying to put that to you from practical experience ashragany logical argument.
Yes, | think as people become better informed - as tleethase days, people more
and more | think are understanding the difference betwigeoauncil and

Legislative Council and | think the name Hobart encomsipgsthe wide area that it
does, | don'’t think it matters that it doesn’t folloletcity council boundaries
because after all they're two separate and dististituions and more often than not
electorate divisions won't follow closely council dias anyway, there’ll always

be differences. So that’s on the name.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thank you. Can I correcpplg those sentiments
to Paterson as well?

MR PARKINSON: | think so. Ithink you'd hear much té@me argument from
Don Wing when you go there, if you haven't already.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | was interested to hear whetloerr yargument was the
same as his, | guess.

MR PARKINSON: Yes, | haven't seen his submissionh®y/way, but certainly
I've discussed the issue in a general sense with himtbggrars, ever since the
changes were made and we were both amazed — notingflentthe previous
committee, but we were both amazed when those nameschanged back then.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MR DOWLING: Just another minor point | guess in teohthe confusion between
Hobart City Council elections and Legislative Coumddctions, because they don't
occur concurrently at the same time, that confusiounldvbe minimised | would’ve
thought and in other jurisdictions, for example. Thas warhaps something the
Tribunal may not want to look at is whether the@sfusion between the Sydney
City Council elections and the elections for the sé&ydney. In a previous life |
actually lived there and | certainly wasn't aware of angh confusion at that time. |
could understand how that impression could possibly be thoomgthtertainly from
my experiences interstate that wasn't the case.

MR PARKINSON: Can | just add that when | was firlgtceed in 1994, there didn’t
appear to me to be much confusion as | moved around thierate¢ and | did a lot
for that particular election, probably more so thamesias far as the doorknocking
aspect was concerned. There didn't appear to me thenrtmth confusion about
which electorate people were in back then. People skt fairly easy with the
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idea of Hobart being the election they were going to woted the electorate they
were in, although | do recall again there being some comf@s to whether it was
city council or Legislative Council.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Has anybody else got any guestia the name
issue at this point? Yes, Bruce?

MR TAYLOR: Just one thing, Doug, the people that mightriore confused might
be the people who are actually in Nelson that are Hdity Council ratepayers that
you wouldn’t necessarily be knocking on their doors. Do tyink there would be a
problem with them - 12,000 or so who are, in fact, Hob#ayt Council ratepayers,
but will come running to you as the Member for Hobart ifgeeback to the

other - - -

MR PARKINSON: Well, it didn’t happen previously, Brusghen | was the
Member for Hobart, as | was from 1994 until it was chang€éou’ll always get the
few constituent inquiries on the boundaries, but vemy f& didn't happen then and |
wouldn’t expect it to happen again if the name revertddidtioart.

MR TAYLOR: [ think we're certainly doing better witkdvertising our Legislative
Council elections now.

MR PARKINSON: Yes.

MR TAYLOR: | note back before my time in the offiaetually, one of the Hobart
elections we only got 70 per cent or just under | think, 6BOgper cent attendance

and one of the arguments people were throwing aroundahgtheir confusion with
Hobart City Council and they didn’t think it was compuiséor them to vote.

MR PARKINSON: Yes.

MR TAYLOR: I'd hope that we’ve been proving that, botybu see that as a
problem?

MR PARKINSON: |don't really. And | was just g@rio add too, some confusion
—you’ll always get some where the actual boundariearatet’s partly caused by
ourselves. For example, if we use Salmat as the dglmechanism and their
delivery area will — even though you try and say to thesk,lteave out such and
such streets by name, they can’t do it. Their delipexgple have just got the routine
and if you use them your newsletter will go across thenbaries and I've no doubt
your office receives phone calls when that happens anglltlaways be that bit of
confusion around all of the boundaries because they'r# slaetorates and people
do move across boundaries for various reasons, bukliththe main | can’'t see any
problems. In fact, I think it would reduce the confusioibhwent back.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Anything else?

MR TAYLOR: No.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: We're done on that issue?
MR TAYLOR: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | think the second issue in my mihdie work backwards
through them, was those relating to the boundaries afdalsdn and Wellington
and Elwick. We’ve had suggestions that the boundary between -

TESTING OF AUDIBLE WARNING SYSTEM

THE CHAIRPERSON: | think we’ll just adjourn for fiveinutes while this goes
on. It’s a bit distracting for everybody.

ADJOURNED [2.24 pm]

RESUMED [2.25 pm]

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. We will start again thexes, in terms of the
boundary between Wellington and Nelson, it's been suggeste&outh Hobart and
Cascades ought to move to Nelson and one proposal theéhdandy Bay Rivulet
ought to be the boundary between the two electoratesujigtite mountain. | don't
interpret that as being greatly inconsistent with thessafrthings that you're putting
to us in terms of the southern boundary into SandyaBayDynnyrne, but I'm
interested in any comments that you might have abatiptrticular proposal.

MR DOWLING: Well, having had the opportunity to actudtgt that scenario
with Julian, it meets the legislative requirementiich is obviously the first
requirement under the legislation, but also more imptytd is our submission that
that actually meets greatly — well, more greatly mdetscommunity-of-interest
requirements, that the affinity between the Soutbaftbbcommunity and the Hobart
CBD - the South Hobart community and the West Holmrtrounity are greater
than that of the Sandy Bay community.

There is almost a bit of an artificial divide, if ytike, between the Hobart CBD and
Sandy Bay whereas that divide is not as great betwebarHand heading up Davey
Street, up to the South Hobart community. So yes, hagstgd both scenarios —
having tested that scenario, it's our submission thawtbatd be the more logical —
if that was to be included in the Wellington — if partlzé southern — southern part
of Wellington needs an extra area added into it thersti@ild be the priority ahead
of Sandy Bay.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thank you for that. Is thanything else on that
southern boundary - - -
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MR MURPHY: Can I just clarify that we’re talking aliothe option 3 that you
refer to in your submission?

MR DOWLING: Yes, that's correct, yes. The one¢hnthe little — that Ewan so
graciously printed out for us.

MR PARKINSON: It should also be remembered therenkithat South Hobart
for a long time was in the electorate of Hobart. éwjevhen | was first elected in
'94, | was elected on boundaries which included pretty wiedifsgouth Hobart and
Fern Tree, as | recall, and less of Battery Poin i, in fact, included now. | can't
remember where the '94 boundary was, but there wasfd&sttery Point in the
electorate of Hobart then than there is now. Therfirst distribution after | was
elected changed the boundaries, took South Hobart dutrafact, put Sandy Bay in
and Dynnyrne down as far as Nelson Road, which causeddnaf ennfusion and
even further confusion when a couple of years afi@gr most of that Sandy Bay area
was taken back out of the electorate of Hobart whemtundary was moved back
to the Sandy Bay Rivulet.

So in terms of confusion, there’s been heaps of canfusver those years and |
guess we're arguing — no doubt you've seen from our submidisa our primary
argument based on the fact that we estimate populaiivement will be
predominantly to the north, we feel it’'s more appropriatmove the boundaries
predominantly north so the northern boundary when weedorthat, that our
fallback position basically is that for community-ofenest reasons if we're going to
have a varied southern boundary then it would be bettary it by putting South
Hobart in rather than expanding the Sandy Bay boundary.

MS SHORT: Can I just ask what your basis is for saymgre anticipating the
growth to be in the North? What are you looking at gpady there?

MR PARKINSON: There’s a fair bit of guesswork in th&icause | don’t have the
— we don’t have the benefit of available statisticsta, but it's observation more
than anything. Guesswork based on observation as to whases are being built,
yes.

MR DOWLING: Certainly, if you look at the northecorridor of Hobart on this
side of the river, the only available land is in thethern suburbs of Hobart. There’s
not much available land unless there’s great urban id-diefual development with
multi-storey apartments, but the current trend — and drerpeople more expert
than us on this, but the current trend is still for petpleuild homes on the quarter
acre block and the only land available for that is innibthern suburbs.

MR PARKINSON: And over the years, the expansionh@nhills has been slow for
obvious reasons. It's harder to build and more expensitaitd on hills than it is
on flat land. So you either go high rise or you go wileeeavailable land is.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Well, that probably giveseat segue into the next
component of this issue which is the northern boundaypuflike, of Wellington
and so on. How would you summarise what it is you're @sop in relation to that?

MR DOWLING: Do you want to touch on that, Doug, or-- -
MR PARKINSON: Yes, okay, or do you want - - -

MR DOWLING: Well, I guess there’s a couple of issuelsat’'s proposed is that
parts of the northern boundary of Wellington actually gbaj the electorate and go
into Elwick and another part is retained. Now, if 4theonversely, there’s a smaller
bit of the southern end of Elwick at Sandy Bay beingopsed to actually go into
Elwick to compensate for that going, so we're at a biét loss to actually understand
— and we understand that Elwick has to grow, but we can't siaohel why that
growth can’'t happen to the northern end of Elwick becausd the committee has
done was take a bit out of Wellington around the Moonad, &g then compensated
Wellington for taking that by taking another bit to thetsou

So the simplest proposal for the Wellington electoraialevsurely be to simply
leave it alone and then look at the boundaries toahté f Elwick just to get the
best fit. So that's what — you know, that’s the ovesadjgestion because what'’s
being proposed actually is dividing communities between Moana Lutana. The
catchment for Bowen Road Primary School is both sifi#seoBrooker Highway
and the fact is that — and again you’ll see it in aomsission further on when we’re
talking about the northern boundaries of Elwick, bydiivy places horizontally, |
guess you could say, rather than vertically, by usingaae rather than some other
barrier, you're actually dividing more of communitieslame’ll be able to
demonstrate that further once we discuss the northernfahe electorate.

But what’s proposed with the northern boundary of Welbngis it currently stands
is actually dividing communities and we understand that ‘ehérgislative
requirements plus or minus 10 per cent of the ADE, bud Wwe’interested — and
didn’t have the ability to test all those scenarisgf you simply left Wellington
alone — and again the South Hobart proposition was iviiat’s got to happen then
we believe South Hobart goes in, but to actuallydeatellington alone and then
explore the northern end of Elwick rather than takirf &dere and then
compensating that with a bit at another end of the elaetas not the answer in the
long term.

MR PARKINSON: Just on that community of - - -
MR DOWLING: On the specifics — you know the area.

MR PARKINSON: Yes, the community-of-interest argumelt's interesting that
looking at the map, the two schools — the two stategrsirachools, Bowen Road
and Moonah Primary School which is just on the otk sf Derwent Park Road,
those two schools, their catchment areas are obvioutiat surround and Bowen
Road doesn’t come so much into New Town because y@oiéhe New Town
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Primary School and the Lenah Valley Primary Schodlieinly catch the students
from their area, but of course you'll get some that In New Town who do go to
Bowen Road.

But primarily the catchment area is between Lutana, Masnah and West Moonah
and that also includes the Moonah Primary School, wHichurse picks up children
from further into Glenorchy as well, but there’s — | sugpebat I'm saying is that
these days it's the schools that provide the big commohiiyterest because of the
movement of parents, the school communities and shamthey work and
obviously if community of interest is the second of ¢thigerion to be considered
then those sorts of things need to be added as muchtuweighthey can be. | think
in the submission we might have mentioned St Thesexetvell, a smaller school of
course, but the same sorts of arguments can comerénahd it was for those sorts
of reasons that we thought if the boundaries are going &xjpanded then they
ought to be expanded in that way for those reasong thtne going the other way at
all.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Almost as devil's advocateywouldn’t you put
Moonah and Lutana into Wellington — I’'m sorry, into Elwicketl? What's your
objection to that?

MR PARKINSON: Oh, well, you might, but | mean ifiyoe talking about
population movements and where the population expansiotskamg place into the
future, | think that's how you answer that question.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Would you see that there’s a sigaift lack of community
of interest between the Moonah, Lutana, and the balirebvick, for example?

MR PARKINSON: Not a significant lack, no. No. Lebst — yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay, anybody else with sgunestions about this
Elwick-and-Wellington issue?

MS SHORT: Yes, I'm just pondering about the Moonah-hatthing into Elwick as
well. Moonah is part of the Glenorchy LGA, isn’t i&b you would imagine that
there is some community of interest there, but - - -

MR PARKINSON: Oh, there is, but on your first crita, the numbers, as |
understood the committee’s reasons, it was Elwick whachdaused the problem.
So their numbers have gone above 10 per cent anyway. '&onetlooking at
adding numbers into Elwick per se, we’re looking at takinglmers out and | think
that’s where the problem arose.

MS SHORT: Yes.
MR DOWLING: Excuse me, hadn’t Elwick gone down andhthad to grow a bit?

MR PARKINSON: No, | thought —am | wrong, | thought EdWt - -
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MR TAYLOR: The other way round, if | remember.

MR DOWLING: Yes.

MR TYPE: Page 13, Elwick - - -

MR PARKINSON: | see. Elwick had gone down, had it?

MR DOWLING: Yes.

MR TAYLOR: Is currently minus - - -

MR DOWLING: Yes, Elwick had gone down and that’s alwhgen the issue.
MR PARKINSON: Oh, yes, okay. Yes, Derwent - - -

MR TAYLOR: So the question is if — as was mentionedehif you did want to
look at Glenorchy Hobart as a simple boundary that avbabst Elwick, but as
Elwick is proposed to be reducing it would make it high insthert term but
proposed to reduce. So we haven’t suggested that, but we womietkested in
your thoughts on that.

MR DOWLING: Yes, well, that was the point | was gg@ito make, Bruce, in terms
of if that was added to Elwick that may meet a short terrmight solve the
problem in the short term, but longer term | don’t bedi¢hat - certainly a large
amount of that land around Lutana would be zoned industiialnot sure where
there would be any residential development into the déudiad, in fact, I've no doubt
similar to the rest of Elwick the population would bendipdeclining in that area, so
| can’t — this is only — | can’t provide any evidence to atyualpport that, but
certainly the view and the view of the committee was kbnger term Elwick is
trending down, geographically those areas are simildretoest of Elwick, and they
will trend down over time as well.

So it may be a short-term fix, but then by taking tlaaaut of Wellington then
you’re going to have to look for other parts to boostlWwgtion’s numbers so they
meet the legislative — | would be suggesting, to meettjislative requirements,
which is the number 1 priority of the task at hand. Swigtht be robbing Peter to
pay Paul, so to speak.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, well, | think that’s the nawf the game that we're
in.

MR DOWLING: The game, yes, | understand that, but yay not get the fix if
that scenario was pursued, that that may not lead tonger-term fix. You would
need to do the statistical projections to actually sugpattcase and then what
would that - - -
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. No, I'm interested in yououights about it,
conceptually | suppose and not in terms of wanting td ol to what the
mathematical consequences might be or anything like that.

MR DOWLING: Yes.

MR PARKINSON: Certainly, there’s far more commurutfyinterest, in my view,
between Lutana, Moonah, New Town, Lenah Valley thanet is the other way.

MR TAYLOR: [ think that the committee’s thoughtsneehat it's given that the
southern boundary is either where we put it or whetesymgest with the swap
between South Hobart and Sandy Bay. You then goetodrthern boundary,
Wellington — sorry, Elwick needs to acquire something madevee need to take
something out of Wellington as well as something out ofrleet. So there has been
a divider of two saying we've got Moonah and we’ve got Lutad@onah is
probably the closest as far as community of interést tive remainder of Elwick

and therefore that’'s been chosen.

Lutana is a discrete suburb by itself. Sure it does bawenunity of interest with
Moonah, but if something’s got to go that it was betiéake Lutana as a discrete
community and associate that with Wellington to, inghert term, rectify the
balance and it may be that in the future, Moonah itsedfto revert to — sorry, Lutana
also has to be absorbed into Elwick in the future to rogkilne numbers if Elwick
continues to decrease. But that might be something &oldssed in nine years’
time depending on how the population movements with id-fieusing and the like
have gone. So we had to make the choice. So if yaodierlg as those two, what is
your preference, Lutana or Moonah, or what other proghsgbu have to address
that problem of topping up Elwick?

MR DOWLING: I think just — it was part of our opening ranks, the aim sort of
just to build on what we’ve been talking about is thatets been a proposal — the
committee has come up with a proposal to remove paneafiorthern end of
Wellington into Elwick to help prop up Elwick and to compen&&tdlington for the
loss of those numbers, they've had to then move intcoNelad so without having
been privy to the data — to test the scenarios as toiinbawhether it's plus or
minus 10 per cent of the ADE in 2012, I'm not sure, but juskifoy at the size of the
maps it would seem that there’s a bit of robbing PetpatoPaul happening in
Wellington. What we were suggesting initially is that growth in Elwick should
be happening at the northern end of the boundary into trer@bnt area, and again
that’s part of the Glenorchy City Council/Local Govelsnharea.

MR TAYLOR: The difficulty with that is, though, thave haven't started with
Elwick or with Wellington, we've started with Huon, whichhigh and that had to
go somewhere. Its only option is to move up and thatteed a buffer through
the division. So we haven't started and - tried to addhesparticular problems in
Wellington or Elwick, it started from the bottom, we'worked our way up, and this
is how we've had to incrementally move it through toaing improve the one vote,
one value, the equality of the electorates as besawe So that’'s why there’s been
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this moving - of taking a little bit from one end and movinghneugh the other
divisions.

MR DOWLING: So you're saying there was a problem wition as it currently
stands, Bruce?

MR TAYLOR: Yes, yes, that’s where our problems balbjcstart from, that Huon
has - - -

MR DOWLING: They're 4 per cent above currently — erof 30 September last
year and if nothing happened they’ll be 6 per cent above tha

MR TAYLOR: We've got nowhere else to go with Huonve® had to take some of
Nelson and to compensate, because Nelson was a reassipahtestart with, we
had to then take a little bit off the top of Nelson.

MR DOWLING: Oh, so you've taken some in Nelson?

MR TAYLOR: So that’s how the boundaries have evolvedn right - - -

MR DOWLING: Yes, that wasn't made clear in this doeunt.

MR TAYLOR: Julian, as adviser, that’s basically hit's - - -

MR TYPE: Well, yes, | mean, you can really sthg tedistribution at Murchison,
Apsley, Huon, or Rumney, but you cannot start it fromitiside out, you can begin
at Huon or you can finish at Huon, but the implicasiane the same, you can'’t deal
with Huon somewhere in the middle because obviously bpsause of its nature.
MR DOWLING: Yes.

MS GILLAM: | think whilst in your submission you makeetkomment:

Further growth in the southern divisions may be hampered by access and
traffic limitations on the southern outlet —

| think on the same basis that you make the commennit gioowth in the northern
suburbs, there’s still an awful lot of growth happening dtivene?

MR DOWLING: Yes. Yes, | guess the only comment kena respect to that,
Bruce, is that issues surrounding Huon weren’t made itidae document where
the submissions were required from.

MR TAYLOR: Yes. Okay.

MR DOWLING: There’s certainly references to Elwicldadderwent in the
document, but there’s no specific references as beinghe @®mmittee or the
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Tribunal being confronted with issues surrounding growtHuon that need to be
taken into account, so that’s - - -

MS GILLAM: The last comment on that, page 127?
MR DOWLING: Yes. Yes:

Heading for plus 6.2 per cent, Huon exceeds the balance of Kingston Beach
and Kingston with very minor exceptions to Nelson to its north.

It's a minor - in terms of — without putting somethingorlls and whistles in front of
casual readers of the document or even intent reafitts document, it certainly
didn’t alert us in our submission that there was a sianifi issue in Huon that we
needed to take into account with our submission.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Well, what are the ramifisas of this in terms of
your suggestions about the northern boundaries of Elwak?thWVhat did you have
in mind and what would you — if the Huon issue wasn'’t thehat would you see as
being a sensible way of dealing with Elwick’s decline umters?

MR DOWLING: Well, again it would be our submissiomthather than use the
Brooker Highway as the divide, with Elwick having to moweth — and it’s our
submission — and again we would need to go back and havk atithe scenarios,
but it’s apparent from the data there that Huon seléta the legislative
requirements. By using the Brooker Highway as a dividetitadly disenfranchises
quite a number of communities, all the sporting cléiirssexample, the schools on
either side of the highway.

If you moved it incrementally either through Box Hill &b Abbotsfield Creek,
Abbotsfield Road, that would be reduced, that communitptefest,
disenfranchising those communities would actually be redueealise the
Abbotsfield — just say, for example, it fell under Bok Road, the Abbotsfield
Primary School community in the main wouldn’t be aféelcand the Roseneath
Primary School community certainly wouldn't be affected.

The Holy Rosary School would not be as affected as wharrently is — as is
currently proposed. As is currently proposed, all thokea communities and
sporting communities and the community-of-interest argtimethat part of
Claremont are essentially split in half. If you mdkie boundary, as | said, you
know, vertically rather than horizontally, if you meait that way that actually — that
disenfranchising of communities would be a lot more matithan is currently the
case.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. | understand what you’re puttongs there in, as
you say, trying to move the northern boundary of Elwkhat it runs more
horizontally rather than vertically.

MR DOWLING: Yes, that's right. Yes, because - - -
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MR PARKINSON: There’s the assumption that the BeeraHighway is this huge
divide and it’s not really looking at community of intste

THE CHAIRPERSON: Sure.

MR DOWLING: The Abbotsfield Primary School, for exale, their catchment
would be — you know, you could draw a radius around that anduithvbe that area
whereas if the divide was Box Hill Road then — you knthen clearly that issue is
resolved or Abbotsfield Creek — you know, that’s our subovssi that regard.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. | guess, to put my cards oniahle, my preference is
to pick features like rivulets rather than roads justbee they seem to me to be
clearer and easier to define, but - - -

MR DOWLING: Yes.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Anybody else got any questions?

MR PARKINSON: Just coming back to Bruce’s question asmboversus
Lutana, | mean, if it came down to a straight decisiomne or the other well, | think
we would probably agree that the community has got it alaghtt if that’s the
decision to be made, but we're of course arguing thastimtldn’t be the decision —
the question.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay. Is there anything eiselation to the Elwick
and Derwent issues anybody wants to ask? No? All,nggit, let’'s move on to the
third of the four issues which was, as | understood itisthee surrounding the large
rural electorates, if | could call them that, the pr@pdisat we should look at trying
to reduce two of those — reduce the three of those to Weo want to just take us
through how you think that might be achieved?

MR DOWLING: And again without having the actual abilibytest the scenarios
and the numbers, but we certainly think it's something thed'sh exploring, is
perhaps — and just trying to think numbers at the same titeevasether Murchison
— the size of Murchison could actually be reduced and then alluded to earlier,
then moving the north western Tasmanian electoratesadikesting their boundaries
east, and then as a result of that seeing whethgois'sible to put the Port Sorell
community into Mersey and then leaving the rural aredbestarge — so, in essence,
you would end up — and it's a thought more than a proposadlthuk it's a thought
worth exploring and I've got no doubt that the commeitteay have looked at it, but |
don’'t know to what level, and the difficulty | had testithe scenarios was actually
fitting in all the bits and pieces around to actually & having the time to actually
make that fit.

Now, if Murchison, in essence, only included the Circtdaad municipality, parts
of the Waratah and Wynyard municipality, and the co&staje — you know,
whatever, you know, the cut-off point is, whether titis Arthur River, that could
then allow Murchison to take in the City of Burnie besmone of the real flaws is
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the City of Burnie is essentially cut in half. Thaubdary could move slightly east
to possibly Round Hill or Wivenhoe or some point on thesBdighway there. That
would allow Montgomery to move east to actually takéheaTurners Beach area
which is currently in Mersey and that is a growth aréaen Mersey may be able to
move east to take in the Port Sorell community.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MR DOWLING: So, in essence, it reduces three —ifas possible, that
proposition would reduce three larger rural electoratésacand, admittedly, one
Member would have a very large electorate. There’s cilyra Federal Member
which services that whole area other than parts thgparts of Circular Head.

THE CHAIRPERSON: So if | understand you correctly, ymuld be suggesting
that the parts of Murchison which are excised from thstieg division should be
joined to Rowallan?

MR DOWLING: Yes, joined to Rowallan, yes. And thesbviously, you know,
that may put the numbers in Rowallan above the ldgislaequirements, then to
resolve that if Murchison is down — would obviously be dovait,ahere may be the
opportunity to take in all or part of the City of Burnigd Murchison. Montgomery
would then be down. So then move Montgomery to includé-tdrth/Turners Beach
area, which is part of the Central Coast municipalig then similarly that would
allow Mersey hopefully to take in parts of Port Somehich would — and, you know,
like it’s apparent that there are issues there in tefrmemmunity of interest and
clearly, you know, the number 1 principle is the legigéatequirement, but it's a
scenario that — that’s our submission that we beligvevorthy of actually exploring
and testing to see whether it actually works or not.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MS SHORT: | have heard very recently, in fact, theeybdt of West Coast publicly
stating that his links are with Burnie - - -

MR DOWLING: That's correct.

MS SHORT: That there’s, you know, that real sensmofmunity with north - with
the workers travelling in and out, you know, for theirghand so forth.

MR DOWLING: Yes, that will be the West Coast Coiliasubmission as part of
the Federal redistribution and currently they are inFfiaderal electorate of Lyons.
What Murchison currently — the links are with the BurnietRad the City of Burnie
because of the mining industry and the export of the mimiaduce - - -

MS SHORT: And many of the workers live in Burnie, test come in and out for
their shifts, don’t they, four days on, four days offt - - -
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MR DOWLING: Well, many of the workers live right &g the North West Coast,
from Port Sorell right through to Circular Head. Theynmute from a whole range
of — Darryl's submission is that the West Coast Cowtwluld be part of the
Braddon electorate as part of the Federal redistribirause this — what we’re
talking about here is probably one, two, three differéadterates. It would be my
submission that that would hold less weight in termsnodirgument because the —
certainly the West Coast and - in a different form ymay find, you know, people
supporting the West Coast Council area being part of Braasipart of a Federal
boundary, but there’s no way Murchison can go into bothtiymery and Mersey.
It's not just Burnie that Murchison has that affinity witecause the mine workers
do live right along the North West Coast not just in Burnie

MS SHORT: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Sure. But on the face of it, ohéhe risks of adopting
what you're proposing for us is that the obvious commuoritipterest which is
reflected in the existing Division of Murchison and whishieflected in the West
Coast Council’'s submission to the Federal redistributioald be lost.

MR DOWLING: Yes, although - - -
THE CHAIRPERSON: Or downplayed perhaps.

MR DOWLING: Yes, although I'd say it would be arguablet timere is minimal
community of interest between the community of WesasE and the Circular Head
community. The Circular Head community, as the Traddwvould know, is largely a
rural-and-primary-production community and the West Caasineunity is a
minerals and minerals processing and resource-based comm@aeitiainly, the
submission that the West Coast Council will be - heedoubt will be making as
part of the Federal redistribution is very relevant, &s the boundaries currently are
— and that’s very hypothetical, as the boundaries cuyrarg| the West Coast
community forms part of the Federal electorate of Isyand all we're simply
suggesting is that the Tribunal explore the possibilitylwat is currently occurring,
current practice, just seeing whether that’s possibfebto fix what | believe are
greater issues in terms of the community of Burnie beivigetl, parts of the Central
Coast community not being included in Montgomery, and Borell not being
included in Mersey.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MS SHORT: Well, why is it important for Port Soradllbe in Mersey, what’s
your - - -

MR DOWLING: Well, the whole community of Port Sorebmmute to and from
Devonport. It’s basically a satellite suburb of Deport.

MS SHORT: Yes, that's what | thought.
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MR DOWLING: Yes.

MS SHORT: It used to be a holiday place, but - - -
MR DOWLING: No, it’s not any more.

MS SHORT: Not any more, yes.

MR DOWLING: No, it’s a satellite suburb of Devonparid there’s no school
there, the high schools are in Devonport, the shoppgieggeinployment, everything
is in Devonport. It’s just a nice place to go home lared

MR TAYLOR: Could I just explore the numbers a lithig¢, Richard, if that’s all
right?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, by all means, yes.

MR TAYLOR: Looking at the numbers in Murchison, Westa8bhas just under
three-and-a-half thousand electors. Now, if you mowsdlout of Murchison that
would only allow you to gain another three-and-a-half thadselectors in Burnie as
part of Murchison. Now, there are — in Montgomery ¢hare currently 10,000
people basically from Burnie city. If we took three artth# out of that, that’s
going to probably make it a more even divisor of Burniemgas at the moment
we’re on the western side, that would only put a divistr the middle of Burnie
which would | don’t think achieve your objective - - -

MR DOWLING: Yes.

MR TAYLOR: And | know your objective, | think the origihpanels all wanted to
try and keep these Burnie and Devonport and that as upissible, but our
problem with numbers and having to start from cornersiisland state mean that
we necessarily have to start up at that corner and awariway down and so, as |
say, three and a half thousand would simply take it ctosihe middle of Burnie, as
| understand fit.

MR DOWLING: Yes. Yes, | guess, Bruce, you know, &'suggestion that we
believe, you know, people should take the time to acteajiyore and the City of
Burnie boundaries will obviously include communities suchidglBy, Highclere —
and admittedly they are smaller communities and our sulomigsuld be that
rather than, you know, including Ridgley, the Highcleths,Stowports, down to
Heybridge, and those areas, it's actually more the uabean of Burnie that is
currently divided with the line going down Shorewell Cre&a, you know, what
I’m — I'm not suggesting that — and clearly the legisktigquirement is the number
1 thing that has to be met. So, you know, all we are stigges the Tribunal
explore to see whether it's possible to include thobaruCCDs of Burnie - - -

MR TAYLOR: So you would see Murchison stretching roundtakehg up the
hinterland and just leaving the City of Burnie - - -
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MR DOWLING: Yes, well, I would see, if possible, Mbison running from
Circular Head along the coast, including the township&/yriyard, Somerset, and
into — so it's more that coastal — you know, coastathoaoinity fringe as opposed to
the whole rural parts of those communities — the whaial parts of those areas.
But you would almost draw a line | guess from the Circhlead municipality, find

a dividing line through the Waratah/Wynyard community ameh fround behind the
City of Burnie leaving those rural-type areas outside @&lbctorate.

MR TAYLOR: It would be a matter of saying, do they hawgreater community of
interest because they're hinterland or do they hayreaer community of interest
because they associate with Ulverstone, Burnie, Penghatever?

MR DOWLING: Yes, but I think it's worth actually havirglook at to actually see
whether it's possible or not and if it can be achieVveshtperhaps that's something
that could be considered in a positive light. We didaitehthe — we certainly had
the facilities available, probably not the time avagalbd sit and spend hour after
hour in front of the computer, you know, testing thosnados, but it's certainly
something that’s possibly worth considering — that's wergloring, to see whether
those issues can, in fact, be resolved a bit betterafias currently proposed.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | guess | should let you know tha passible
complicating factor is another proposal that's been nhades regarding the balance
of the Central Highlands municipality. Rather thaniagdhat to Rowallan as the
committee’s proposed, the preference is to leave thgrexlsoundary for Derwent
there so that places like Derwent Bridge, Tarraleah, Qiemjlton, remain within
Derwent. If that were to be the case, it may la¢ there’s greater community of
interest between the West Coast and that electatiter than Rowallan. I'm not
sure what the West Coast Council would say about tbathby will probably still
maintain a greater community of interest with thetNa¥est Coast.

MR DOWLING: Yes, I'm sure the West Coast Councilukbargue a greater
community of interest with the North West Coast.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR DOWLING: Certainly, from my perspective | find itffitult to comment on
other people’s submissions having not been privy to them.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | understand that, yes. Does anybade any other
guestions about the suggested redistribution along the Nash @bast, in
particular?

MR MURPHY: Well, I'd be just interested to know wisatrt of drove the
suggestion. Have you had lots of representations fromplgpeaggesting that this is
a good idea or is it — where does it come from?

MR DOWLING: What drove the suggestion is that the camity of Burnie is
currently divided, the Central Coast — the Turners Beaommunity which has the
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natural affinity with Ulverstone is currently excludadd, conversely, the Port Sorell
community is excluded from Mersey, so - and to be pyféank with you, it's

from previous experience. Doug has his experience as a &ahBarliament, I've
worked in that community for about 12 years in this areain the political area,

and that is an issue that the community has — thag t@msmunities have that they —
well, they are divided, there’s those three distinetarthat aren’t included.

The people of Turners Beach, for example, cannot understhy the people of
Ulverstone vote for Montgomery and yet they’re votiag Devonport and,
conversely, the people of Port Sorell can’t understand tdwy aren’t voting in
Mersey when their counterparts in Latrobe from theesamanicipality are and then
it's even more confusing in Burnie, if you live one side&Shorewell Creek, you vote
in Murchison and the other side you vote in Montgomery.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, | guess the only answer tqd@ple in Turners Beach
and Port Sorell is the community of interest is ptyonumber 2 not priority
number 1.

MR DOWLING: Yes, | understand - - -
THE CHAIRPERSON: Because | understand what you're saogt those - - -

MR DOWLING: No, it’s true, like, you know, yes, andl§uappreciate what
priority number 1 is and it just takes it back to my origp@int, what we’re
suggesting is just something that perhaps could be furthesregtb see what's
possible and what’s not possible. If it's possible théy not consider it in a
positive light, if it's not possible, as Ned Kelly widwsay, “Such is life”.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Well, I think we've — | actyaliad two separate
issues; one being the big rurals and one being the Nogsh @dast. | think we've
successfully rolled them up together and dealt with th&seare there any other
guestions from Tribunal members or anything — Julian, froaon goint of view is
there anything you wanted to clarify at this stage, yogteenough to - - -

MR TYPE: Well, | did do some modelling on the ALP sussion, which | could
share with you if you want?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Well, it's probably helpful forahto be in the public
domain at this point. Is it at that sort of stage whee can - - -

MR TYPE: Oh, yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes?

MR TYPE: Yes. The proposition is basically simpies an anti-clockwise
movement around the four North West divisions and we stiaby adding Port

Sorell to Mersey and taking Turners Beach and Forth aneaythose as suggested
by the ALP. It works okay for Mersey. It gives you puper cent in 2012 for the
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Division of Mersey. Moving further westwards, Montgomggains Forth and
Turners Beach and Leith and loses Burnie to the BlytkierRis suggested in the
ALP suggestion, but retains the hinterland of the CitBurihie. Unfortunately, that
moves Montgomery to minus 25 per cent in 2012. There fjastta&nough people
there.

Murchison, again as suggested, gains the entire City of &urai not the southern
hinterland and loses the West Coast to Rowallan. giiatMurchison at plus 23 per
cent in 2012. Rowallan gains the West Coast having lastS8eell and the
remaining rural balance of Latrobe and it moves to minper cent. So the problem
essentially is that you've got Montgomery at minus 25ceat, Murchison at plus 23
per cent, and the inevitable implication of that ig 8arnie remains a city divided.
You may change the Shorewell Creek line, but you're goirwte to find another
line in the City of Burnie that probably is not much betben Shorewell Creek.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Well, there’s food for thght for us in all of that
obviously. Is there anything you'd want us to take away fiwah suggestion?

MR DOWLING: If I may through you, Mr Chair, to Julian -

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Sure.

MR DOWLING: Did you simply test what — yes, nositiormally there because —
there’s swings and roundabouts — what, adding Forth, TureashBand Leith into
Montgomery and then Mersey and then if you left — soviwauld put Montgomery
too far over then | guess?

MR TYPE: It puts Montgomery way down - - -

MR DOWLING: No, I'm saying that if you put — if it was gsible for either — to
have a two-out-of-three win or a one-out-of-threa witerms of whether — what
would happen to Rowallan if Port Sorell was out — thaamseRowallan would go
too far to - - -

MR TYPE: Rowallan and Mersey work okay.

MR DOWLING: Yes.

MR TYPE: But your proposition cannot unify the CitiyBurnie, it's - - -

MR DOWLING: Yes. No, and | accept what you're sayihere, yes.

MR TYPE: You're still going to have a dividing line - - -

MR DOWLING: Through Burnie.

MR TYPE: Through Burnie, based on your proposition — basggbor series of
propositions in your submission, just a different line.
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MR DOWLING: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: But it would unify Port Sorell andvdeport and Turners
Beach and Ulverstone?

MR TYPE: Correct. And I could speculate, but thigiaight off the top of my
head, that the line might move to Mount Road.

MR DOWLING: Yes. A bit further west to Surrey — easSurrey Road would
probably just about do the trick knowing the area quid, but yes - - -

MR TYPE: Butthat's when you go to the Blythe Riwgu have your minus 25
plus 23.

MR DOWLING: Yes, | understand that.

MR TYPE: And that’s even leaving the hinterland in Mombgoy.

MR DOWLING: Yes. Allright.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Can we take this any furtigefar as anyone is
concerned? Are we happy to leave it at that? dethinything from your point of
view, John - Doug, that you want to sum up?

MR DOWLING: It was just a final thing - and | know it/eentioned in our
submission, but just to — it’s only a very, very smaitpdf the Tribunal considers
and accepts our submission in terms of South Hobart amdlySay there was just a
very small area — | think it's called Albuera Streetfight have the pronunciation
wrong.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Albuera?

MR PARKINSON: Albuera.

MR DOWLING: Yes, Albuera Road would need to be includdaat’s just slightly
in a different CCD, included in that South Hobart area

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MR DOWLING: Yes, there was just - - -

THE CHAIRPERSON: All right, well, we’ll make a mtal note of that.

MR DOWLING: Yes, and it's mentioned in our submissibacause there’s about

20 or 30 residents there that are not — their CCD doegsité fit the CCD maps, if
you know what | mean.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Allright, well, thank yoeny much for that. All
right, I think that’s brought us to the end. So againkheou for the thought that
you’ve put into the submissions, thank you for coming alarg today and
changing the time, and the next step for us is to takwaty and to apply our minds
to what the possibilities might be for the purposesafiag up with a further
proposal. Thank you.

MR DOWLING: Thank you.

MR PARKINSON: Thanks for the opportunity.

MR DOWLING: Thanks for the opportunity.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MS GILLAM: Thank you.

MR DOWLING: Thanks to the Tribunal.

<THE WITNESSESWITHDREW

THE CHAIRPERSON: | know we’ve got some other peopiehgo we might
adjourn for a little while just to sort out what'’s Ipgming next with these people.

ADJOURNED [3.12 pm]

RESUMED [3.20 pm]

<MR JAMESWALKER, CALLED

THE CHAIRPERSON: Mr Walker, thanks very much forking some time to
come along. I'm sorry we weren’t able to accommodateatdhe time that we
thought we might’ve been able to, but once we’d sortedysiving out, I'm glad that
you're here.

MR WALKER: Thanks for fitting me in. | appreciate i

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. | won't go through the backgrd of all the process
to this point, but | will just say that so far as yowncerned today, there’s two
things. One is that if you want us to hear any mattepsivate, we have that
capacity. This is a public inquiry, but we can hear maiteprivate if you would
like that. Secondly, we’re not proposing to swear peapbr anything like that, but
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if there are documents that you want us to take accoputiteoAct actually says that
they need to be tendered and verified by oath. So bataintthat mind, | suppose

MR WALKER: Okay. | shan’t be tabling any documentshig stage.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. A final sort of preliminaiyirig, obviously we're
recording the proceedings, there’ll be a transcriptvegide proposing to publish
that on the internet with your consent and likewiseelation to your original
submission, if that’s acceptable to you?

MR WALKER: Yes, that's fine.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. From here, we will be puttiogether a further
proposal which we’re aiming to publish on 12 April. If westeccessful in that then
we need to make a determination as to whether or nagigtséficantly different from
the original proposal from the committee. If it igrsficantly different then we go
through another set of rights of objection and hearingssa on. If it's not then we
can make a final determination without any other appeasarmh.

MR WALKER: Okay. | haven’t been here today, but gan let me know if there
have been any big quantum shifts in thinking as a part oftdeocess or - - -

THE CHAIRPERSON: All we're doing today is hearing wpabple have got to
say. We've got some time scheduled to take it away aveldéhink about the
consequences of all the submissions that have been madewvay that things are
heading at the moment we will need to make a decisiomabether or not there’s a
significant difference, but it's quite likely that thesd! be.

MR WALKER: Sure. Okay. Can | ask how many submissivare received in
total?

THE CHAIRPERSON: | think it was 14 - - -
MR MURPHY: Twelve.

MR WALKER: Twelve?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Twelve.

MR WALKER: Okay. A good thing a whole lot of universggudents didn’'t get
together and decide to create some mischief.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, true enough. Okay. Now, s@$the opportunity
today, perhaps you can assume that we have your documénatst of us, so you
don’t need to read them all to us, but if there’s anythingwould particularly like
to point out from your submission, we then take an oppdit to ask you questions
about it, and give you then an opportunity to sum up.
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MR WALKER: Sure.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Over to you.

MR WALKER: Okay. Well, as you can probably see from submission, it was a
fairly brief one and it is specifically just pertainitggPembroke and not to the other
divisions as a whole. I've got a long association whtt electorate, sort of having
been born and raised here and, you know, | understanthéhelouse was reformed,
you know, roundabout 1995 | believe, but up till then the seats even - you
know, quite wild with their distributions and historicafftpm my understanding, you
know, Pembroke has always been a seat that’s hadofar+or more people in it
than the average and under the redistribution proposali&itheontinue to be the
case. Looking at | think 2012, we take on more people sdyihiat stage we are —
is it 1.6 per cent over the quota at that time?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, that’s right.

MR WALKER: Okay. So | mean, that will mean agairoeHling at the figures,
we’re over now at the moment and the distributionasping to increase that by
possibly 500 I think and so we’ll be over as soon as theogexr changes go through
and we’ll get to 2012 and we’ll still continue to be ov&o my point to make is that
there are — you know, that part of the process, ourd pdority 1 at the moment is
saying even or as close to even as we can get in 2012sand gort of say that |
think that some weight should be put on to the continuLiseats being either
underrepresented or overrepresented and to also point bittishathe projections
that are set there are to say that it won't be groatrtpe same rate as some of the
others, but I'm just not sure that that will be theecas

I've noted that currently Clarence Council has a prapbsfore | think the Planning
Commission to rezone a big section of Gordons HitkdRavhich was, you know,
vacant parts of a golf course. That's going to be gait@- their proposal, as |
understand it, is to let that into high-density aged catat’s going to push the
numbers up. So my point is to come here to say that #ressome factors that |
think should be considered and that yes, | would like taisegou know, as close as
we can to being neutral and historically - given our histdiyeing a seat that's had
more voters than the average, I'm just wondering whetheould be the worst thing
in the world if we were maybe half a per cent under by 202Dd8.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Sure. Okay. Well, thanks fortthiaunderstand what
you’re putting to us and | guess the starting point inggeslation is 10 per cent and
we would like | guess to get as close as we can to zereper

MR WALKER: Sure.

THE CHAIRPERSON: But even saying that, 1.6 is - thatetty close in terms of
— some of the other electorates are further out thatnltht - - -

MR WALKER: Yes. No, | note that and - - -
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.
MR WALKER: | note that. Just the historical histofyitdoeing over balanced - - -
THE CHAIRPERSON: Sure

MR WALKER: Never by what would seem — well, | don’trikiit’s possibly been
that radical since '95, but I think the old seat sort oflusgake in Sorell, is that
correct, or it did go out quite wide?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR WALKER: Yes. And I'd just also like to put on nateat | — you know, | think
that it has been — the process of trying to put thingghegd understand and respect
trying to keep, you know, the Clarence areas within theaed the other aspects |
understand and respect, yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thank you for that.
MR WALKER: That's all right.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Any questions for Mr Walker? Anythiny®?

MR TAYLOR: You are arguing largely on the basis of taenbers. What are your
thoughts about the proposed boundary aside from the ngnifogou like, in that it
does propose to go along the hillside? There has beenmsmmeexpansion along
the top of the hills behind Geilston Bay and Lindisfarneciwhmean that some
houses associated with that area are in Rumney itadoein Pembroke when they
associate down into there, so there was some &ffony and improve the boundary
as far as defining a population group and at the same tunesk uniting

Mornington back with what is commonly | think a part of idimgton or the upper
part of Warrane, if you like, rather than using the nevaay as a boundary, using
that natural boundary of the hills in that developmeat ¢oes out - - -

MR WALKER: Well, a couple of things. | think that tekaded — | mean, the
shaded sort of blue area that is part of Geilston Bayaiit interesting sort of part of
the world once you get through that area of Risdon Vaie-tyou know, it is
growing really fast and | would imagine that would’ve bega of the drivers for the
big growth in the seat of Derwent, some of the irdfedrt of along that road there. |
can understand that Mornington would feel more PembrokeRbanney, but |
probably suspect that wherever that dividing line is thedeyan cross it, those
people are going to probably feel more Pembroke than Ruamgyay considering
that it goes all the way to Nubeena and beyond.

So yes, look, | can understand why you want to put thasggrtogether and on the
basis of where they would associate, | would note akdaavledge the rationale
behind it, but again | would just come down and say it'srab®rs game, we’'ve
always been overrepresented, you know, in the totalitigings, it wouldn't kill us
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to have a per cent below if need be. | don't think eever going to be one of those
seats that exceeds 10 per cent.

THE CHAIRPERSON: There’s one issue that sort cfesrifrom what you're
putting to us and that’s the extent to which we can relthogs like subdivisions
that we’re aware of for the extent of projections.

MR WALKER: Sure.

THE CHAIRPERSON: The process we've adopted up until hasvbeen not to
rely on any of that until we actually know that theyttefinite and those things are
happening because the advice that we've had from the Gtlacénce is that whilst
there is this proposal underway in relation to the Rosml Bolf Course there is
also more significant ones underway in relation to&®ldon Vale and those sorts of
things as well. So it's a little difficult for us take these anecdotal matters into too
much consideration. | don’t know if there’s anything yeant to add to that, Cassie,
in terms of the - - -

MS SHORT: Just to say that, you know, the ABS helpeabwubusly with the
population projections and while we don’t take into accopetiic developments
like, say, the Gordons Hill Road one, where thereaagas of known expansion then
that is assumed that it will continue, so in terma gkneral trend. So if | take the
example of the southern beaches — for instance, Sorglhern beaches, that's an
area that’s growing. So the assumption would be tladsthoing to continue and
therefore, you know, appear in the projections.

MR WALKER: Yes. Okay. Again, | don't have it quite hand, but if | could just
get that on record the exact — if Clarence remains umg&th it is going to be half a
per cent below the projected average or point 5? Okayess than — the variance
will be less than point 5 if we leave it as it is byl20

THE CHAIRPERSON: Are you talking about Pembroke- - -

MR TYPE: Minus point 65.

MR WALKER: Point 65.

MR TYPE: Minus 0.65 of 1 per cent.

MR WALKER: Okay. So you will be under — yes, all rigto the variance will be
point 65 of a per cent - - -

MR TYPE: Rumney would be plus 3.33 per cent.

MR WALKER: Sure. Yes. Okay. Still within the 10, buiiderstand why you're
wanting to get it more even.
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Okay. We're looking at thblé on page 13 of the
initial reasons for all of that and appendix 1.

MR WALKER: 2012, that's fine.

MR MURPHY: We’'ve got a set of booklets, would you like-

MR WALKER: Great. Yes. Okay, that's fine. Noglq I think for what it’'s worth
I've made my point and I've enjoyed the opportunity to desed,— you know, I'm
happy to take any further questions, but | don't think therese | can add except
that with only 12 submissions, yes, | wonder what somiechief people could get
up to with things like requesting name changes, etcetera.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Sure. Okay, well, that’s for usvorry about.

MR WALKER: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thanks again for taking toeible to make the
submission and thanks also for being here this aftertwolarify it for us. We

appreciate that and it's good that you've done it, so thaok y

MR WALKER: Thanks.

<THE WITNESSWITHDREW

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Unless there’s anything elaé @ahybody else wants
to raise at this point - no? Okay, well, we’ll adjonow.

MATTER ADJOURNED at 3.33 pm UNTIL
THURSDAY,, 27 MARCH 2008 IN LAUNCESTON
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