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Council: Canada Bay 

Delegate: Richard Colley 

Venue: Canada Bay Club 

Date: 4 February 2016 

Time: 1:00pm 

  

Facilitator: Thank you. My name's **** and I'm going to be facilitating today's session. 

Thank you for coming along today in the rain. It's always [indecipherable] 

when it's been raining out there. Before we begin with the formal part of the 

proceedings and the inquiry, I'd like to remind everybody to please sign at the 5 

registration desk if you haven't already done so. If you've also got a mobile 

phone, could you please pop that onto silent for us now as well? That would 

be great. The toilet facilities are through those doors there, the gentlemen's 

and ladies'.  

 In terms of the emergency procedures, we're not expecting there to be an 10 

emergency today at all but if there is there will be an alarm that sounds. The 

fire exit doors are again through those doors, past the toilets and there's a fire 

exit door to the right, otherwise you can make your way down the escalators 

and out the front of the building as well. I'd now like to introduce you to 

Richard Colley who will be the Delegate here today. Richard will formally open 15 

today's public inquiry and talk you through the public inquiry process. Thank 

you very much. 

Richard: Thank you. Thank you, ****. Good morning – sorry, good afternoon, ladies 

and gentlemen. As **** said, my name's Richard Colley and I'm the Delegate 

that's been appointed by the Acting Chief Executive of the Office of Local 20 

Government to examine and report on the Minister for Local Government's 

proposal to merge the three councils of Canada Bay, Strathfield and Burwood. 

I'd like to formally welcome you to this public inquiry which is part of the 

examination process and reporting process into the merger proposal. I begin 

by acknowledging the traditional custodians and their ancestors of the land on 25 

which this public inquiry takes place and also to pay my respect to elders past 

and present.  

 Just a little bit about the public inquiry process, this public inquiry is being 

conducted in accordance with section 263 of the Local Government Act 

(1993). My role as Delegate is to examine and report on a proposal that has 30 

been referred to the Acting Chief Executive of the Office of Local Government 

by the Minister for Local Government under section 218F(1) of the Act. This 

proposal is for a merger between three councils. You can see  the map up 

there. The northern part is Canada Bay, the south-western part is Strathfield 

and the south-eastern part – and I've got to get my directions right – is 35 

Burwood.  
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 I've been appointed to conduct an examination of the proposal and to provide 

a report to the Minister and the Boundaries Commission and I'd like to stress 

that my role is an impartial one and I'm not an advocate for or against the 

proposal. Sections 263(2)(a) and 218F(2) of the Local Government Act 

requires me to hold a public inquiry into the proposal. The main purpose of 5 

this inquiry is to provide members of the public with an opportunity to express 

their opinions on the proposal directly to me. Members of the public have 

been invited to attend today's public inquiry and, should they choose, to speak 

about the proposal under examination.  

 More detail about the examination and reporting process can be found on the 10 
Council Boundary Review website but in summary I'll just go through a few 

points. Firstly, I will conduct a public inquiry. Secondly, I will call for written 

submissions. And thirdly, I will prepare a report on the proposal with due 

regard to the factors in section 263(3) of the Act.  

 The factors that I must report on are in the Act and basically there are 11 of 15 

them. Firstly, the financial advantage or disadvantage of the proposal to the 

residents and ratepayers of the areas concerned. Secondly, the community of 

interest and geographical cohesion in the existing area and in any proposed 

new area. Thirdly, the existing historical and traditional values in the existing 

areas and the impact of change on them. Fourthly, the attitude of the 20 

residents and ratepayers of the areas concerned. Fifthly, the requirement of 

the area concerned in relation to elected representation for residents and 

ratepayers at the local level, the desirable and appropriate relationship 

between elected representatives and ratepayers and residents, and such 

other matters as considered relevant in relation to the past and future patterns 25 

of elected representation for that area. 

 Number six, the impact of the proposal on the ability of council to provide 

adequate, equitable and appropriate service and facilities. Seventh, the 

impact of the proposal on the employment of the stuff by the council. Eighth, 

the impact of the proposal on any rural communities in the resulting area. 30 

Nine, the desirability or otherwise of dividing the resulting area or areas into 

wards. Ten, the need to ensure that the opinions of each of the diverse 

communities of the resulting area or areas are effectively represented. And 

finally, any other factors relevant to the provision of efficient and effective local 

government in existing and proposed new areas. 35 

 At the conclusion of the examination process I will prepare a report to the 

Minister and Boundaries Commission. The Boundaries Commission will 

review and provide comment on the report and provide these comments to 

the Minister for Local Government. The Minister for Local Government will 

then consider the report together with any comments from the Boundaries 40 

Commission and may or may not recommend to the Governor of New South 

Wales that the proposed merger be implemented. 

 With regard to the process of today's public inquiry, to allow proceedings to be 

conducted equitably and efficiently the inquiry will be structured with a 

schedule of speakers and time limits on speakers. Our facilitator for the day, 45 
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****, will provide a more detailed rundown of today's proceedings in a 

moment. Other members of my team here today are ****, the executive 

officer, and ****, the assistant coordinator.  

 With regard to the submissions process, in addition to having the opportunity 

to speak at this public inquiry, members of the public may provide their views 5 

on the merger proposal by making written submissions. Written submission 

will be one of the most important ways for me to gather information during the 

examination process, however the weight of written submissions is no 

different to the weight of verbal submissions. If you wish to make a written 

submission, you are encouraged to focus on one or more of the factors listed 10 
in section 263(3) that I have just read out. All submissions will be published at 

the end of the proposal examination unless the author of a submission 

requests that it remains confidential. Written submissions will close at 5:00pm 

eastern standard time on Sunday the 28th of February and can be submitted 

either online at the Council Boundary Review website or by mail to GPO Box 15 

5341, Sydney New South Wales. I now ask **** to talk through the public 

inquiry procedures for today. 

Facilitator: Thank you very much, Richard. Thank you, everybody. When you came in 

today you would've been handed a copy of the procedures and they're also 

posted around the room. I won't read through all of those in detail but I just 20 

wanted to highlight a couple of key points on those. This is a public inquiry 

process, it's a formal proceeding, and it will help in the examination and 

reporting process conducted by the Delegate. This session of the inquiry must 

conclude at the advertised time of 5:00pm and that's what time we will finish 

this afternoon's session.  25 

 For registered speakers, you would have been provided with a registration 

number. We'll be calling people to the microphone with that number. In order 

to enable as many people as possible the opportunity to present here today, 

we had allocated five minutes for individual speakers to present their views to 

the Delegate about the proposal. Each representative of each council subject 30 

to the merger proposal has been given 15 minutes to present their views to 

the Delegate. Speakers must keep to this time limit and I will be providing a 

one-minute warning to go, so at four minutes I'll just be making a ding on the 

glass so you know you've got one minute to go and then I'll be 

[indecipherable] once your five minutes is up.  35 

 Speakers are encouraged to speak directly into the microphone here at the 

lectern, to provide their name, their local government area that they are from, 

and if relevant the organisation that they represent. Comments should be 

addressed to the Delegate and must be relevant to the proposal under 

examination. Speakers are reminded that all submissions will be thoroughly 40 

considered regardless of whether or not they are made in writing or done 

verbally here today. This is a formal public inquiry process and we ask that 

people respect that. 

  We also ask that you treat your fellow community members with respect. 

There will be differing views in the room today and we ask you that registered 45 
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speakers are afforded the opportunity to express those views without 

interruption [indecipherable]. To enable the Delegate and other attendees to 

focus on their presentations, attendees may not display or distribute flyers or 

other material inside the public inquiry. You can do that outside if you wish.  

 Please note this inquiry will be sound recorded. This means that anyone who 5 

makes a submission to this inquiry will have their voice recorded, the 

purposes for which is the information is collected and will be used including 

subsequent review by the Delegate, transcription and publication on the 

Council Boundary Review website either as an audio form or as a transcript. 

To respect the privacy of everybody in the room today, audio, video or 10 
photographic recordings of the public inquiry cannot be made without the prior 

approval of the Delegate. Thank you very much. I now pass over to Richard 

who will be calling through the speakers' names. 

Richard: Thanks, ****. The first speaker today is Strathfield Council.  

Neil:  Thank you. [indecipherable]. Thank you, Delegate. Good afternoon, 15 

everyone. My name's Neil Redman. I – how's that? Is that better? 

Facilitator: Yeah, better. 

Neil: Good afternoon. My name's Neil Redman. I am the Director of Corporate 

Services for Strathfield Council. I'm speaking today on behalf of Strathfield 

Council. The Minister for Local Government has proposed that Strathfield 20 

Council merge with Burwood and Canada Bay Councils. The proposed 

merged council will have the following characteristics: population of 163,000 

people, which is estimated to grow to more than 209,000 people by 2031; an 

area of 41 square kilometres; annual operating revenue of $168 million; an 

asset base of almost $900 million.  25 

 The New South Wales Government has also announced additional matters 

associated with the merger proposals which include: four years after the new 

merged council is created, there will be a freeze on rates. IPART has been 

commissioned to review the rating system and has been requested to advise 

on the best way to implement the rates freeze. IPART is to provide its report 30 

to the Government by the end of 2016.  

 As mentioned by the Delegate, under the Local Government Act, merger 

proposals must be assessed against a range of criteria. The first criteria are 

the financial advantages or disadvantages of the proposal to residents. 

Strathfield Council has demonstrated in its submission to IPART that we meet 35 

all fit for the future financial benchmarks, which include sustainability, 

infrastructure and service management, and efficiency. As a result, Strathfield 

Council is financially sustainable.  

 The cost of amalgamation will be significant and will include transitional costs, 

changes, disruptions or reductions in services. Transitioning to a merged 40 

council will take many years. Based on the Queensland amalgamation 

experience, it is expected that the costs will far exceed the funds being 

offered by the New South Wales Government. A major cost of transition will 
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be the integration of information technology systems. Local government IT 

systems are inherently complex due to the wide range of services and 

regulatory functions councils manage. Currently there is very little 

commonality between the IT systems across the three councils subject to the 

merger proposal. It will be a highly complex, time-consuming and expensive 5 

process to move to common systems. IT costs alone are likely to be many 

millions of dollars.  

 The merger will involve many other costs such as redundancies, 

[indecipherable] transition, branding, new accommodation, changed 

management, standardisation of policies, process and procedures, salary 10 
system equalisation and redesign, and many others. Amalgamation costs will 

not be covered by the New South Wales Government's grant of $10 million. 

As a result, ratepayers of the new council will be forced to fund significant 

amalgamation costs.  

 The $85 million in financial benefits over a 20-year period claimed by the New 15 

South Wales Government is based on a report by KPMG. This report has not 

been released and is not available to analyse the findings it makes. Financial 

estimates by Ernst & Young included in the IPART report indicated wide 

variances in how financial estimates were determined and the methodology 

and assumptions used. A merged council will result in a larger bureaucracy 20 

and there is little evidence supporting the claims by the New South Wales 

Government that local government amalgamations will result in cost savings 

to the community or are more financially sustainable than standalone 

councils.  

 There are differing views about whether mergers lead to cost savings and 25 

greater efficiencies. Academic studies indicate that predicted savings from 

mergers are theoretical and do not eventuate. Research work undertaken by 

local government expert Professor Brian Dollery from the University of New 

England demonstrates this. There is considerable evidence to suggest that 

savings rarely eventuate and the costs of mergers are significantly 30 

underestimated, with the real costs being worn by ratepayers with reduced 

services and increased rates.  

 It's interesting to note that nine of the biggest councils in New South Wales 

run large operating deficits. These councils have an average population of 

207,000 people and an average operating deficit of $8.7 million. This clearly 35 

demonstrates that larger councils are not necessarily more efficient. 

Strathfield Council currently has an asset management backlog of three 

percent, Burwood Council a backlog of 58 percent. The new council will have 

an overall backlog of 20 percent. Strathfield Council's rates are low compared 

to other Sydney metropolitan councils and are likely to increase significantly 40 

once the Government's rate freeze ends and harmonisation occurs based on 

land values.  

 Due to higher land values in Strathfield, the merger will result in significantly 

increased residential rates in the former Strathfield Council area. Similarly, 

business rates are projected to significantly increase. The increase in rates 45 
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will have no direct benefit to the Strathfield area as there would be an 

equalisation of rating systems between the former council areas, resulting in 

increases in Strathfield and decreases in other areas. Based on a range of 

evidence, amalgamations rarely deliver savings as anticipated. Diseconomies 

of scale occur with more complex bureaucracy and the need for additional 5 

resources to support larger operations.  

 Other criteria under the Act which need to be considered are community of 

interest and geographic cohesion, existing historical and traditional values, 

elected representation, the need to ensure the opinions of each of the diverse 

communities of the areas are effectively represented. In surveys carried out 10 
by Strathfield Council, over 90 percent of the community stated that local 

identity was of importance to them. Strathfield Council believes there will be 

significant impacts on the community as a result of the merger. These include 

loss of representation with higher councillor to resident ratios which will result 

in a reduction in residents' ability to directly engage with councillors. This will 15 

be discussed in more detail later.  

 Loss of priority on local issues, loss of community voice and the ability of 

individuals or small groups to be heard or acknowledged in a larger council, 

protection of historic and traditional values including Strathfield's heritage 

conservation of areas and items of local significance. Council previously 20 

commissioned a statistically valid phone survey to ascertain the attitude of 

residents to the amalgamation of Strathfield Council. That survey indicated 

over 80 percent of the community expressed their preference that Strathfield 

Council remained standalone.  

 Another criteria to be examined is the impact of the proposal on the ability for 25 

council to provide adequate, equitable and appropriate services and facilities. 

Substantial costs of amalgamation are often offset by service reductions and 

asset sales of community facilities. Harmonisation of services with other 

councils may also reduce services or access to services currently provided by 

Strathfield Council. During the transition there will be disruption of service 30 

provision due to loss of key staff, organisational knowledge and skills. All of 

these factors will have significant impacts on the provision of services and 

facilities.  

 Another criteria is the impact on employment of staff. There will be significant 

impacts on the employment of staff. Financial modelling commissioned by the 35 

New South Wales Government identifies that the majority of savings from 

mergers are achieved through the loss of jobs. In addition, there will be other 

significant aspects and impacts including loss of experienced management 

and corporate knowledge, forced and voluntary redundancies and a reduction 

in staff morale.  40 

 I would now like to address in further details issues in relation to elected 

representation for residents and ratepayers, including the issue of dividing the 

new council into wards. The merger proposal by the Minister states – and I 

quote – 'While the proposed merger would increase the ratio of residents to 

elected councillors, the ratio, based upon councillor numbers in the existing 45 
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councils, is likely to be similar to those currently experienced in other Sydney 

councils, including the more populous Blacktown City Council.'  

 It is interesting that the minister's proposal uses Blacktown City Council as a 

comparison. Blacktown City Council is by far the largest local government 

area by population in New South Wales, with 100,000 more residents than the 5 

next largest council. Using the number of councillors assumed in the 

Minister's proposal for the new council of nine results in a ratio of 18,113 

residents per councillor. This is a 221 percent increase in the number of 

residents per councillor compared to the current ratio for Strathfield Council.  

 Other relevant comparisons which can be made of current councils with a 10 
similar or larger population to the proposed new council include Campbell 

Council with a ratio of 10,303 residents per councillor, Penrith Council with a 

ratio of 12,695 residents per councillor, Sutherland Shire Council with a ratio 

of 14,879 residents per councillor. These figures, by the way, are taken from 

the OLG cumulative data published on their website. It should also be noted 15 

that these councils are not subject to any merger proposal and are currently 

divided into wards. At this stage, Strathfield Council has not itemised its 

position regarding the number of councillors for the merged council.  

 Another criteria relates to the desirability of dividing the new council into 

wards. The Minister's proposal includes the following information in relation to 20 

the issue of wards – and I quote – 'Some councils in New South Wales have 

wards where each ward electorate elects an equal number of councillors to 

make up the whole council. Community views of the desirability of wards for a 

new council will be sought through the consultation process.' Given the 

extremely limited information in the proposal concerning wards, it is unclear 25 

how the community will be able to express their views concerning the 

desirability of wards. It is also unclear what criteria if any will be considered by 

the Delegate and the Minister in making recommendations in relation to the 

issue of wards. 

 Strathfield Council will continue to consider the views of its residents 30 

concerning the merger proposal, including views expressed through this 

public inquiry. Council's position concerning the number of councillors and the 

issue of wards will be set out in its formal written submission to the Delegate. 

In conclusion, throughout the fit for the future process initiated by the New 

South Wales Government, Strathfield Council has maintained its position that 35 

the best interests of the Strathfield Community are served by Strathfield 

standing alone. This position reflects the significant community opposition to 

any proposed merger of Strathfield Council. Following analysis of the 

Minister's merger proposal, Strathfield Council continues to maintain its 

position that the interests of residents are best served by Strathfield Council 40 

not being merged. Thank you.  

Richard: Next speaker is in fact Burwood Council, ****. 

Facilitator: ****, yes. 
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Speaker 9: I was working on six minutes. I was at the Ashfield meeting earlier and 

organisations got six minutes, so I'll see how I go. I just firstly want to thank 

you for the opportunity to address this meeting. My name is **** and I'm 

speaking on behalf of the Burwood & District Historical Society, which was 

established in 1978 and has been operating continuously as a community 5 

group for 37 years, actively commenting on heritage and historical research 

issues in the Burwood Council area. The Burwood & District Historical Society 

is commenting on issues concerning this proposed council amalgamation with 

respect to the management of the heritage of the Burwood, Canada Bay and 

Strathfield areas. More details are included in our written submission but I will 10 
speak about our general concerns today and the impact the change will have.  

 There are starkly differing levels of heritage information on heritage items and 

heritage conservation areas across these council areas proposed to be 

amalgamated which will lead to confused operation of the planning system 

within a new amalgamated area. For example, with heritage items, Burwood 15 

has 251 locally LEP-listed heritage items. Canada Bay has 719. Strathfield 

has 208 listed, with only minimal information on the state heritage index. To 

undertake historical research for each of the 208 Strathfield items alone would 

cost over $60,000. This is estimated on a figure of $300 per item for research 

by a historian and this is assuming that council staff can enter their histories 20 

and revise the SHI forms.  

 Heritage conservation of the areas, Burwood has 21 that are LEP-listed, 

Canada Bay has 24, Strathfield has 17. Canada Bay has the most 

comprehensive significant statements and area information. In order to 

research all the 38 heritage conservation areas in Burwood and Strathfield to 25 

bring the information up to the same standard of information and including 

building and contribution maps as exist for those in Canada Bay DCP would 

cost at least $70,000.  

 Simply to unify the level of heritage information on heritage items and 

conservation areas across the new amalgamated council area will be costly, 30 

but the community would expect nothing less if mergers occur. This heritage 

research work would need to be undertaken in the very near future so that 

urban planning across the amalgamated council area can be informed by the 

same standard of heritage information. So, in view of this situation, we believe 

that the Office of Environment and Heritage, the Heritage Grants to Local 35 

Government Planning section, should be opened up for a special round of 

funding open only to amalgamated council areas for one-off funding at at least 

$50,000 per council area to undertake heritage research to unify heritage 

information standards in planning instruments across the new amalgamated 

council areas. 40 

 The next point is on council heritage staffing. Many councils have heritage 

advisory services part-funded by the Office of Environment and Heritage 

grants, while a few councils have in-house heritage staff. Our understanding 

is that all three councils in this proposed amalgamation of Burwood, 

Strathfield and Canada Bay are currently using part-time consultants for 45 

heritage advisory services. With 1,178 LEP-listed heritage items and 62 
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heritage conservation areas to manage in the proposed Burwood/Canada 

Bay/Strathfield Council area, in-house heritage staff will be essential for the 

operation of a new amalgamated council area. Just as an example, the City of 

Sydney Council which manages 220 LEP-listed heritage items and 73 

conservation areas employs a heritage development assessment team of four 5 

full-time qualified staff and a heritage strategic planner who manages heritage 

research. It is our opinion that the proposed Burwood/Canada Bay/Strathfield 

Council area would require at least two qualified in-house heritage 

development assessment staff and a heritage strategic planner to be 

employed. There are currently no full-time heritage staff in any of those 10 
councils.  

 Concerning archives, Burwood Council has currently an extensive body of 

archive material. Apart from some early records that were destroyed by fire in 

the 19th century, the records are complete and we assume that is the situation 

with the Canada Bay and Strathfield local government areas. Burwood 15 

Council also has a complete building application register dating back to 1905 

when the first Local Government Act required these records to be kept. The 

society and the community expects that these records are safeguarded and 

protected during and after any change that might be required by an 

amalgamation. All these documents are a vital link to the past and a record of 20 

the history and development of these communities. They are of great 

importance to staff, architects and researchers whose work or interest will 

require this information. These records must also be kept in a way that makes 

them accessible to the public.  

 Just two comments just briefly on behalf of [indecipherable] access to council 25 

services, we believe that while an amalgamated council should establish a 

single main administration office, unless one-stop shopfronts are provided by 

amalgamated councils similar to the City of Sydney Council, people will not 

have adequate access to council services. They should establish one-stop 

shops and a main administrative office that is central and accessible to public 30 

- - - 

Richard: Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 9: - - - and we suggest – this is very brief. I'm nearly finished. Canada 

Bay/Strathfield area would require to purchase or lease shopfronts in at least 

seven local shopping precincts and we suggest Strathfield Town Centre, 35 

Homebush, Concord, Croydon Park, Enfield, Drummoyne and Five Dock. And 

finally, I'll just comment on the - - - 

Richard: Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 9: - - - democratic representation. Without a wards system for local government 

election, voters within amalgamated council areas will not have local 40 

representation. We believe the best model of ensuring adequate local 

representation for voters within amalgamated areas is to establish or to retain 

a wards system for the local government. It should also be noted that a ward 

system - - - 
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Richard: Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 9: - - - minimises the cost of campaigns and we understand that none of the 

current councils have a ward system.  

Facilitator: Thank you very much. 

Speaker 9: Thank you for hearing our presentation. 5 

Facilitator: Thank you. Thank you. Ladies and gentlemen, we do offer people five 

minutes here so that there's an equitable time for each speaker to speak. It's 

important that people stick to those rules and procedures that were handed 

out to you. Thank you very much.  

Female: If we have extra time, could people finish their - - - 10 

Speaker 9: That wasn't stated before - - - 

Facilitator: The other thing I might just say too, of course people are – we do encourage 

people to provide written submissions as well. Written submissions are 

equally valid and important as verbal submissions. Thank you.  

Speaker 9: We were understanding that we had six minutes if we were representing a 15 

community group. 

Female: [indecipherable], six minutes instead of five minutes. 

Facilitator: Ladies and gentlemen, each delegate has the ability to nominate a time that is 

specified for people to speak. Richard Colley has determined that everybody 

in the room here will have five minutes to speak, whether or not they're an 20 

individual or an organisation, so that is the time that is allocated to everybody 

here today, to be equitable to everybody. Thank you very much. I'm not taking 

any more questions at the moment and I'll ask speaker number three. 

Richard: Let me just make a comment. It is not being shut down. In fact, the number of 

speakers has grown with unregistered speakers walking in here today by 25 

approximately 50 percent.  

Speaker 9: Wonderful. 

Richard: ****. 

Speaker 10: First of all I'd like to thank you, Mr Chairman, for allowing us to speak. I don't 

expect to be speaking beyond the five minutes because a lot of what I wanted 30 
to say has already been said by the Strathfield Council representative. My 

name is ****. I've been a long-term resident of Strathfield. I don't represent 

any organisation. I represent my family. My family, my father was mayor and a 

long-term Auburn and Strathfield councillor for many, many years, which 

we're very proud that we've got that association. In 2009 I received an 35 

accolade from Strathfield Council, one greatly treasured, of Citizen of the 

Year, and that was in respect to the work I've done in our community.  
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 I am critical of the present Government, the Baird Government. They have not 

received a mandate to carry out this exercise. Also, for many, many years we 

have had a structure within our legal system of Boundaries Commission when 

Boundaries looked at councils to see if there could be an improvement. To 

take one large step such as the Government is doing now is throwing 5 

everyone on the back foot and I believe that some of the decisions are going 

to result in non-workable, theoretical propositions put forward and we're going 

to finish up with many, many problems in local government in years to come.  

 It is not unlike the Federal Government turning around and saying, 'We've got 

eight states and territories in Australia. We've got 24 million people. We've got 10 
too many people in Victoria, New South Wales and Brisbane, let's even it out.' 

That is as ridiculous as this exercise is we're going through.  

 KPMG, who are a greatly respected accounting firm, were charged with 

looking into this proposition and coming up with the criteria of a population of 

160,000 and revenue of 167 million, completely overlooking the community 15 

desirability. State Government is changing tack all the time. We've seen that 

in development which has been going on with the WestConnex. It means that 

the councils are going to be left with structural improvement along Parramatta 

Road and other close-by areas at the cost of not making or contributing to the 

cause of the problem.  20 

 To offer the councils a $10 million merger cost and $15 million community 

infrastructure sounds a lot of money, but what we've got to look at is spread 

over 20 years. By the time we get to 20 years, it'll be the equivalent of about 

one-and-threepence. Planning in local government – I might just say that I've 

had a career in local government, holding senior positions, not in Strathfield or 25 

any of the councils which we're talking about today. Planning in general has 

become dysfunctional over recent years with the State Government involved 

in it and poking their nose in things. We've got many developments in our 

area which I don't believe are desirable or functional, but we're stuck with 

them for many years. 30 

 Infrastructure backlog, which worries me, in that document which has been 

put out, 58 percent Burwood, Canada Bay four percent, Strathfield three 

percent. All I can see down the track is where the greater weight contributions 

are coming for are going to go towards that 58 percent in Burwood Council. I 

might say, if we do finish up with amalgamation, I would very strongly put 35 

forward that wards be placed into position and I think an amalgamated council 

like we're looking at here should have 12 councillors with four elected 

members in each ward. I've seen from experience, if that doesn't happen you 

get dominant sectors in the new council and they override the weaker areas. 

At least in a ward structure you've got even votes to even out the expenditure 40 

and the development of the area. Finally, I want to say, don't overlook the 

community benefits over and above the cost of any savings that might 

happen.  

Richard: Next speaker is ****.  
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Speaker 4: Before I introduce myself, I'll just commend the previous speaker. I've never 

met the bloke but [indecipherable]. We have a similar background. I come to a 

different conclusion but I value your contribution. I've resided in Strathfield 

LGA for 60 years. Most of my education was here. I'm married, have four kids 

whose primary education was local. I'm now retired from formal employment. I 5 

take [indecipherable] interest in [indecipherable] and council governance. For 

example, there was a formal consultation process a decade or so ago called 

[indecipherable]. I applied for it and was accepted as a resident participant. I 

speak for myself. I'm just a basic resident busybody. 

 Before the four points I make, I'll just say that any arguments economic or 10 
social in favour of amalgamation – now, I'm in favour of it – but any arguments 

in favour of it here, including the one – must involve commitments from the 

state that a proper amount of any purported savings much more than already 

indicated are allocated to improving the governance. That's the big issue. 

Whether it's Auburn, Strathfield, any number of councils [indecipherable], 15 

proper in-house overseen from the department governance, not just on dollars 

and cents but on performance. 21st century stuff. We have the tools to do it. 

Now let's do it.  

 But all the stuff we see in the paper, 'Gee, I didn't know they were the rules' 

sort of things, if you had overseen a strong auditing function and the 20 

resources for that – that's active performance [indecipherable]. It is the 21st 

century now. We have the data, the tools to do it. Now, firstly, a large council 

should give – [indecipherable] – more resources for systemic oversight. Now, 

I raise two examples regarding Strathfield in particular.  

 The decision apparently finally addressed after six years last night at 25 

Strathfield Council's meeting to establish and fund the Strathfield Scene 

newspaper, at a known cost of a third of a million dollars a year over the past 

six years, $2 million, rather than for the third-smallest council adjacent to the 

second-smallest, Burwood, sponsor a lift-out in an established paper which 

saves the distribution cost. I don't have to remind you that greater minds than 30 

ours in the print business, e.g. Rupert Murdoch [indecipherable], realise that 

many, many people simply don't read newspapers, even free ones, and look 

to social media as Council should have done for a fraction of the cost for 

much of their daily reading. Just go along and see the discarded papers at the 

letter boxes.  35 

 Now, the second big thing, the failure of the edifice of an underground bus 

station, great idea since 2007, but they didn't do their homework from the 

start. It ended up being a legacy project, an edifice, but they couldn't do it. It 

was hubris on steroids, a [indecipherable] with acknowledged external 

spending to date of $2.5 million since 2007. There have already been 40 

questions raised finally in the last six months about consultants, and this is 

one of the reasons for a particular audit. I'm not going to [indecipherable] 

defamation saying the people that are involved but the fact is that this was 

done without having an engineer in the room, without having a business 

partner sorted, the sort of thing that a larger council would never trip over but 45 

smaller council folks might.  
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 You've got the situation of this big bus thing going under the railway tunnel at 

Strathfield Square which is half a metre too short. You've got the situation of 

no flood study being done. It would've been literally a canyon death trap. We 

now know that now, seven years later, after $2.5 million was spent. So, I'm 

just saying this. A smaller council will always have problems with performance 5 

monitoring. Yeah, the third thing. You've got Strathfield Station, the second 

biggest station for passenger entry and exit after Central, and you've got three 

councils [indecipherable] but no one's coordinating. It's in the top five crime 

areas and yet you've got no history of local government coordination. This is 

not the sort of thing that appears on the 20th century static reports.  10 

 Finally, section 263 indicates the things that you've got to look to in the 

Boundary Commission but there's an overarching – in section 51(1) of the 

state constitution of New South Wales, amended in 1987, 'Local government 

is established for the better' – better, not good – 'better government of New 

South Wales.' That in management speak is the kaizen principle of constant 15 

improving performance. The whole situation now, they haven't got the 

resources for this over the horizon staff. I look to the examples of Hamburg, 

the City of London. When you're larger – you wouldn't have to coordinate if 

there was a history of coordination, of sharing infrastructure and resources. 

Thank you.  20 

Richard: Thank you. 

Male: What was your name? 

Facilitator: We didn't get a name. 

Speaker 4: Sorry, my name's - - - 

Richard: ****. Next speaker is ****.  25 

Speaker 5: My name is ****. It's so wonderful to have a chance to speak in public. I got 

involved in council in 1991 and [indecipherable] approached me. He said, 

'****, can you help me doing the council?' I said, 'I know nothing.' 'Can you 

help me in an election?' I said, 'I know nothing.' So I asked a few friends and 

they said, 'Look, you just have to go door knock, talk to people and put out the 30 

facts', and I did just that. And to my surprise, on my first attempt, she was 

[indecipherable] the whole Strathfield Council. I'm telling Strathfield Council 

because I live in Strathfield Council since 1977. I'm from Malaysia, been in 

Australia for 52 years. After that, there was another person asked me to help 

them. I refused, but then the church asked me to help her and then I really 35 

regretted to help her – at the end I saw the things that happened in Strathfield 

– and eventually she was a state member.  

Male: Could you speak into the microphone please? 

Speaker 5: Sorry. Yes, I can't lean forward too much, sorry. Sorry about that. I was saying 

– then there was another lady that came to see me. I don't know her. I 40 

refused, I eventually help her, eventually she became the state member, and I 

make sure in 2002 state election, I make sure I [indecipherable]. I just went 
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public with [indecipherable] and I'm glad I did. The thing I found out, in 2008, 

my dog was kicked by a council worker in Strathfield. The police were 

involved and I went to the council, they denied that this person worked for the 

Strathfield Council, and then I decided to stand in 2008. I found it very hard 

[indecipherable]. Even during the campaign, I was threatened with death. A 5 

few times I saw her. But I won't go any further on that.  

 The main thing about merging the council, I think that's the best thing that 

ever happened. The function of a council today is different from what it was 20 

years ago or 50 years ago. People always [indecipherable]. This is 2016. We 

go forward. With the digital age, to merge three councils, five councils 10 
together, the same system can do the whole thing. We don't need three 

general managers, and we don't need so many directors. [indecipherable] 

council, I find the biggest thing [indecipherable] your money, and even – I put 

an interview on [indecipherable]. I was threatened with [indecipherable] and 

given death threats again.  15 

 I'll tell you about Strathfield Council. They have four public inquiries: 2005, 

2007, 2011, 2012. And those public inquiries, I was involved in one when 

three [indecipherable] came to see me and I refused to help. They keep on 

pressuring me and I said, 'All right, I'll help you [indecipherable].' So, I took 

them to [indecipherable] and I took them to the papers, and that was the 20 

longest [indecipherable] inquiry and about [indecipherable]. It's so good 

because it's saving money, and the service will be better. What's the council 

do? It's garbage bins and [indecipherable]. That's all it does.  

 And the thing about general managers, when a new council emerges, they 

must be reviewed every four to eight years. It's a general manager in every 25 

council that knows all now [indecipherable] and elected members, they know 

nothing about council. They never read their paperwork [indecipherable]. I 

hope I can have a chance to put in a submission and there's so much I can 

tell you. I can tell you a good example. In Homebush right now there's a piece 

of land, used to be a chemical factory, and [indecipherable] for $10. Initially - - 30 

- 

Richard: Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 5: Okay, thank you.  

Richard: The next speaker is – and I apologise if I get the pronunciation wrong – ****. 

Speaker 6: ****. 35 

Richard: ****. 

Speaker 6: Thank you, Mr Colley. I'm ****, Strathfield resident and co-chair of the 

residents group Save Our Strathfield, and I'm representing 80 percent of 

residents in Strathfield today and I'm also a committee member of Save Our 

Councils New South Wales. My submission today will focus on two critical 40 

criteria from section 263: number five, the attitude of residents and 
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ratepayers; and number six, the impact of amalgamations on our residents 

and the adequate, equitable and appropriate services and facilities.  

 But before addressing these issues, may I communicate the mood of 

Strathfield residents toward their being forced to amalgamate? It must be 

stated most strongly, Strathfield Council has a very strong identity starting 5 

with the Council's incorporation in 1885, and now 130 years later this council 

demonstrates all the values of modern Australia including a genuine and very 

strong sense of cross-cultural community standards and involvement. Local 

community resident research clearly shows that Strathfield Council has over a 

95 percent approval rating and over 90 percent of residents who are 10 
vehemently against forced amalgamations.  

 Now to the two points. The attitude of our residents is a mix of anger, concern 

and disappointment. The way the New South Wales Government is simply 

ignoring the residents' collective worse, and even worse, without any respect 

to their continued negative attitude toward this process, is disgraceful. The 15 

residents' morale in Strathfield is extremely low, and after speaking with many 

of them the feeling hasn't been like this since the year 2000 when we were 

last fighting against amalgamations. They were angered by the lack of 

communication from the Commission about this inquiry.  

 More appallingly, our residents from Indian, Tamil, Chinese and other non-20 

English speaking backgrounds did not have the opportunity to address you 

today because they had no knowledge about this inquiry. As there was no 

communication to English speaking residents, there was no communication to 

any of them as well. In the 2011 census, 60.8 percent of residents – and I 

must say, it's a lot more now – in Strathfield speak another language at home 25 

other than English. However, when surveyed as part of the criteria for IPART 

and reading information in their own language provided by council, the 

resounding vote was no to forced amalgamations. We've had telephone 

surveys, council surveys, over 200 submissions sent to IPART and a full 

parliamentary inquiry.  30 

 Why does the Government need more evidence? Why can't the Government 

understand what the residents want? Why are they rushing this so-called non-

biased public inquiry? No matter how many submissions or surveys we are 

told to have, the answer is always no. Our residents were also very frustrated 

at the fact that this inquiry was held here in Five Dock where there's no public 35 

transport from Strathfield, so if you're a resident and don't own a car or a 

resident that's reliant on public transport, there was no way of getting here. 

So, we need to stress and ask you, Mr Delegate, Mr Colley, to call for another 

inquiry in Strathfield for our residents to attend. One meeting for the proposed 

merged councils of approximately a population of 163,000 in a place where 40 

one third of residents couldn't come to is ludicrous. At the very least, this 

entire New South Wales Government process to force council amalgamations 

is a genuine travesty of our basic democratic rights. 

 Number two, the impact of forcing Strathfield Council to amalgamate with 

other close proximity councils will, I believe, result in significant negative 45 
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impact on our residents' services. These services and facilities currently are 

delivered with a high quality and equitable standards. Take for example our 

seniors and our non-English speaking residents of Strathfield. They're offered 

a large provision of services and are treated with the utmost respect. 

Community centres, libraries, day care centres, community halls etcetera are 5 

readily available to these groups to enrich their lives and, for some, their only 

human contact.  

 These groups meet once or twice a week and are very concerned that their 

facilities are going to be taken away. Their lives will be changed dramatically if 

they are forced to travel a long distance to other centres, and currently these 10 
centres that are in Strathfield are in close vicinity to all our residents. Whether 

they walk or catch a bus, their bus stop is at their door to the centre. The 

Council also provides residents who are wheelchair-dependent a bus service 

to their meetings. Residents are really concerned that they will be unable to 

continue to attend these vital and enjoyable occasions. We seriously are 15 

concerned that these services will be cut. A paper written by - - - 

Richard: Thank you - - - 

Speaker 6: Just in summary, no matter how many times we have said no to forced 

amalgamations, the Government is less transparent and they're trying to bully 

us into a change we don't want and silencing our democratic voice.  20 

Richard: Thank you. 

Speaker 6: The Government asking for a public opinion doesn't seem to be getting 

through. Should we have a plebiscite to put this process to an end? We say 

yes. The local government section 218F, Mr Colley, gives you the provision to 

hold a poll. 25 

Richard: Thank you. 

Speaker 6: Mr Delegate, what we're asking from you - - - 

Richard: Take a seat. 

Speaker 6: - - - is to tell the Minister, tell the Commission that the residents of Strathfield 

and all New South Wales councils are given a vote for their community and 30 
for their future. This is the only - - - 

Richard: The next speaker - - - 

Speaker 6: - - - true democratic process that we'll accept. Thank you. 

Richard: - - - is ****.  

Speaker 7: ***, resident of Strathfield, co-chair of Save Our Strathfield and executive 35 

committee Save Our Councils Coalition, but here today I'm here as a resident 

of Strathfield. I want to thank you for bringing to our attention the sections of 

the Act. I wanted to convey the attitudes of 80 percent of the residents of 

Strathfield which can only be obtained by a formal vote. You have, Delegate, 
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the option to have a formal vote in accordance with section 265 of the Local 

Government Act.  

 What I'd like to know and what our residents would like to know is why are 

you not choosing – it's your choice – to hold this formal vote according to the 

Act? Which all due respect, Mr Colley, how will you be certain that you have 5 

determined the attitude of the majority of residents and ratepayers of the 

areas given the language barriers of the diverse cultures and the fact that very 

few people have had notice of these meetings or even the knowledge of 

[indecipherable] written submissions? I can't tell you how many people have 

approached me to give them some assistance in writing submissions because 10 
English is not their first language.  

 The Government has spent over $1 million on advertising its propaganda and 

misleading information, yet these important meetings got one page in two 

newspapers for one day, and apparently we're entitled to five minutes, three 

minutes, some places one minute. This is an outrage and a complete loss of 15 

democracy, which is what we would lose in an amalgamated council. A loss of 

voice, a loss of democracy. 

 The cost of mergers – what the Government hasn't been telling people in their 

propaganda advertisements is it was reported last year that the New South 

Wales Parliamentary Budget Office – this is what they said – have estimated 20 

that reducing the number of New South Wales councils would cost $445 

million. It also reported that this would be higher if councils were forced. $445 

million of New South Wales money. The KPMG report which the Minister is 

relying upon to destroy communities and 130 years of history has not been 

released and we are told the Government does not intend to release it, and 25 

said that what has been released is all we need. The Government has chosen 

to release only a small part of the KPMG report it relies on to sell these 

mergers.  

 The experts have said that even this partly released report is – by the experts 

– awash with errors and cannot be relied on. It simply does not provide any 30 

evidence to support its assumptions. Without proper evidence and full 

disclosure in the report from KPMG – boy, have they lost their reputation – 

details, how can we make proper submissions on the Government's financial 

case for amalgamation? How can any delegate make recommendations? 

How will you know who is correct with their assumptions? Are we correct in 35 

our assumptions or is the Government correct in their assumptions? How will 

you compare without the full detailed financial model?  

 Some of the failed assumptions of the report: [indecipherable] potential 

savings from future contracting arrangements in merged councils. Especially 

given the councils already enter into many contractual arrangements as joint 40 

organisations or together with other councils, the report wrongly assumes no 

sharing of long-term contracts exist now, and yet we know that they do exist. 

Why would we accept this representation?  

 The statement from in the report, 'Savings from council expenditure – the 

number of councillors for a new merged entity mirror the highest number of 45 
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councillors that currently exist in any one council participating in the merger', 

KPMG report page two, does not reflect the maximum number of councillors 

allowable under the Local Government Act, thus KPMG are asserting that 

there will be a reduction in the level of democratic representation for merged 

councils. Moreover, the procedure for the determination of number of councils 5 

would lead to a very disparate level of democratic representation. Why on 

earth would any resident accept less representation than what we have now? 

And why would anyone recommend that residents have less representation? 

How can one councillor for Strathfield be fair and equitable?  

 I've got a heap to go. Anybody need to know what other flaws there are in the 10 
KPMG report, I've got them here because I don't have time to finish them off, 

but there's many. Also the IT integration of the computer system, let me tell 

you that it assumes that the rate expenditure again will be reduced. Well, 

there's no evidence. In fact, in Queensland – because the Government keeps 

using other states – in Queensland, councils' rates rose for each of the three 15 

financial years following the merger. Funny that. About the modelling, 

Professor Drew of the UNE states that the modelling applied for the estimates 

of saving appears to be implausible, lax evidence foundation and is sloppily 

applied. Maybe this is an episode for Mythbusters. 

 There is no reason why the public – this is a professor – he says, 'Why the 20 

public of New South Wales should have any confidence in the modelling 

signed by the Government to support the program's financials?' Let me tell 

you about some of the $85 million savings. Firstly it includes $25 million that 

the New South Wales people are going to have to pay for. But the biggest 

thing is the savings equate to less than two percent of total expenditure. We 25 

are giving up our rights, we are giving up our local identity, heritage services, 

libraries - - - 

Richard: Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 7: I was at Enfield when Enfield joined Burwood Council, I was a little girl, and 

my library closed. My swimming pool closed for quite some time. 30 

Richard: Thank you. Next speaker is ****.  

Speaker 8: Mr Chairman, the Delegate and the members of the public, I'm a resident of 

Enfield, Burwood Council. I'd like to come in and speak for that 

[indecipherable] I have 50 years' experience in the local government including 

the New South Wales, state government in Victoria and federal government in 35 

Canberra, and my own personal thing is about the small government. I don't 

think it's appropriate [indecipherable]. I'll not attempt to show my knowledge of 

other [indecipherable] councils but my experience in the local [indecipherable] 

turned into [indecipherable] and my local park, which is like a country cricket 

oval, became a district football facility. I see so many duplication in the area 40 

like libraries and facilities and everything like that and a small council is lack of 

performance and lack of transparency and accountability to the members.  

 I speak for several members in the street and we all have the same opinion. 

We look at the local street, we're looking at facilities like recreation parks and 
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like that, and because of this sort of intensification it becomes a danger to the 

public and danger to the residents. I don't think the small council is capable of 

making proper planning decisions and I have experienced this as a landscape 

architect, designer and planner. I see the central business districts around 

those three councils are really appalling. A lacking of forward planning, 5 

lacking of urban design. So, [indecipherable] this opportunity, I wish to thank 

the Minister for taking the right positive decision, the initiative is 

[indecipherable] for the residents in a small council. Thank you very much.  

Female: Let's have a vote. 

Richard: The next speaker is ****.  10 

Speaker 9: Good afternoon, Mr Delegate. My name is ****. I'm a resident and ratepayer in 

the City of Canada Bay. I'm a ratepayer in Strathfield Municipality. I'm a 

former resident of Burwood Municipality. In a past existence I was state 

member for Strathfield. I oppose the forced amalgamation of councils in 

general, and in particular I oppose the forced amalgamation of Canada Bay 15 

with the other two councils. I support the comments made by the speaker on 

behalf of Strathfield Council who ably, I think, demonstrated – and other 

speakers – who ably, I think, demonstrated some of the problems with the 

analysis which gave rise to these proposals.  

 As is the case with Strathfield, I believe a majority of residents of Canada Bay 20 

oppose the amalgamation. This was established by a survey some time ago. 

A majority of councillors on Canada Bay Council also opposed amalgamation. 

While there was a resolution past agreeing to an amalgamation with Burwood 

and, of all things, Auburn, this only occurred because some councils took 

advantage of an absence of one of the councillors and passed the resolution 25 

with the casting vote of the mayor. Even then, if we take the mayor at his 

word, he only did this because he felt that the state Government had 

effectively indicated that amalgamation was inevitable. We need a referendum 

on this matter, and as has been pointed out, you, sir, have the power to call 

such.  30 

 Some time ago, Canada Bay Council was formed by amalgamating Concord 

and Drummoyne. This was done despite the fact that a clear majority of 

residents voting in a referendum opposed that action. Since then there has 

been little if any benefit flowing to ratepayers from the amalgamation. I'm 

reliably informed that the merged council now has more employees than the 35 

two councils had between them. So much for the argument that bigger 

councils bring greater efficiencies. I was going to refer to a newspaper article 

about criticisms of the KPMG methodology but that I think has been 

adequately dealt with.  

 I also want to comment – excuse me, sir – I also want to comment on the 40 

procedure involved. This is supposed to be an inquiry about boundaries but 

we're really talking not about looking at the boundaries, we're talking simply 

about amalgamating three councils, but a simple amalgamation ignores any 

efficiencies which are likely to rise with better communities of interest which 

might be achieved if the details of current boundaries were actually examined. 45 
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Currently there are some anomalies in the boundaries such as those between 

Burwood and Ashfield, between Canada Bay and Ashfield, Canada Bay and 

Burwood, Canada Bay and Strathfield, Canada Bay and Auburn and 

Strathfield and Bankstown. To simply merge the three councils will perpetuate 

these anomalies and will not allow us to look for efficiencies which might go 5 

via an alteration.  

 For example, the suburb of Wentworth Point in the Auburn Municipality has 

more community of interest with Rhodes and Canada Bay Municipality than it 

does with the other suburbs of Auburn. This would increase when the 

proposed bridge across Homebush Bay linking Wentworth Point and Rhodes 10 
is constructed. Similarly, the suburb of Haverfield being to the north of 

Parramatta Road and bordering the Parramatta River has now more in 

common with Canada Bay than it does with Ashfield.  

 The small area of Ashfield Municipality on the western side of Croydon Road 

should logically be with Burwood. The small area of Strathfield west of the 15 

Enfield Marshalling Yards should logically be with Bankstown. Canada Bay, I 

believe, is a financially stable council with a growing population and does not 

need further population to be a viable entity. However, if the Government is 

hell bent on making Canada Bay larger, it should be expanded on a logical 

basis. This could be done, for example, by expanding it to taking further areas 20 

north of Parramatta Road and giving up the so-called Strathfield Triangle on 

the southern side of Parramatta Road near Strathfield Station. This would 

create a riverside council bounded by Parramatta Road on the south, 

Hawthorne Canal on the east, Parramatta River on the north and Duck River 

on the west.  25 

 If and only if this inquiry is going to rubber stamp the Government's proposal 

for a simple merger of the three councils, the resulting council should be 

divided into at least three wards which could be either based upon the three 

existing councils with representation proportional to the number of voters or 

on some geographical basis like the north, the central and the south. In 30 

conclusion, I don't know, Mr Delegate, whether you are a fan of the program 

Yes, Minister but you might recall the advice of Sir Humphrey to Jim Hacker. 

He said, 'If you're going to do this damn silly thing, don't do it in this damn silly 

way.'  

Richard: The next speaker is speaker number 11.  35 

Speaker 10: Speaker 13. My name is **** and I'm a resident of Drummoyne for the last 40 

years. 

Facilitator: Just hold on. Can I just check that speaker number 11 is not in the room, 

please? Speaker number 12? Thank you.  

Richard: We've been notified of speaker number 12 but not number - - - 40 

Speaker 10: So, 13's good to go? 

Richard: Yes, thank you.  
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Speaker 10: Thank you. [indecipherable], my house number is 13, I was born on the 13th, 

and this is my first opportunity or first request to take part in a public inquiry, 

so I thank you for that. My presentation is not as formal as the previous ones. 

I was asked by a couple of residents of Drummoyne whether I would come 

along today, so it's not very formal. It's from the heart, I guess. I promise not 5 

to get too emotional.  

 I'm here for two reasons, and that's to represent concern for some of the 

community in Drummoyne, and I've recently joined the Drummoyne 

Community Centre on the committee and they haven't had time to put a 

formal representation in, so I'm going to speak about the Drummoyne 10 
Community Centre's concerns. I just note they're not formal, I don't represent 

them, but this is just the current feedback that I can give. My background in 

the committee, I've been involved mainly in sporting organisations. I've been 

president [indecipherable] sporting organisations. So I guess my view was 

coming from the community aspect and the interaction with the existing 15 

council, which I think is very good.  

 The previous gentleman mentioned the past merger of Drummoyne and 

Concord. That happened very quickly. I live in Drummoyne and within weeks 

the library closed, so that wasn't a good start, if I can say that, plus other 

things. Of interest, Drummoyne since the merger, nothing's really been done 20 

but suburbs like Concord and Warringah, they've had a real facelift, so there's 

a bit of uneven focus on where work's been done. I printed this out yesterday 

– by the way, I'm quite uncomfortable speaking [indecipherable] here with my 

back to the audience – but I recently – yesterday I read it, I tried to read it. 

The big focus is on the financial benefits and the modelling. I think that's – it's 25 

just my own comment – I think that's probably where it falls down.  

 There's a big focus on the model. I draw your attention to the – this struck me 

as soon as I read it. I'll put my glasses on for this. This is in the Minister's 

foreword and this was printed out yesterday, it was dated by the Minister 

January 2016. It says here, 'Four years of extensive consultation, research 30 

and analysis', da-da-da. Well, all I can say is that I only heard about this by 

accident in this forum today. I have a background in project management and 

I was a past consultant. I think the Minister has either been ill-informed or 

things have gone astray in terms of the community consultation.  

 In the newspapers of late you've heard – the newspapers haven't – they often 35 

don't get the full story but words like 'council not fit for future' seem to be the 

one-liners they were using. Either they were trying to get headlines or they 

just weren't aware what was going on. Fit for future is very ambiguous. As I 

said before, I'm fairly involved with community interface with the councils and 

currently in Canada Bay Council we have a very good working relationship 40 

with them. Canada Bay's not perfect, by the way, not perfect at all, but the 

door's always open and you can access the council at different levels even up 

to the mayor who you make an appointment, you can go and see them. With 

a merged council there'd be many doors to open, many, many doors.  
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 The term 'bigger is better', I don't believe that at all. If it's managed properly, 

yes, but I'm sceptical about that. Just to finally wrap up, the questions that the 

community centre will ask, is funding going to be maintained for all the 

services provided by all age groups and the ethnic groups? This is another 

concern. Will the community service buildings be maintained to provide 5 

services? [indecipherable] at the moment, the community services are owned 

by the Council. What happens after the merger? The other concern is a 

reduction in ability to provide these services. The services are very diverse. 

Just as a recap on the previous speakers, I think what could happen is there 

will be a loss of local identity and I think the creation of wards is a great idea 10 
to overcome that. The final thing, please keep people informed and don't say, 

'Just go to the website.' Thank you.  

Richard: The next speaker is ****.  

Speaker 11: Good afternoon. Good afternoon, Mr Colley and residents. My name is ****. I 

live in Strathfield. I've been a resident of Strathfield Council for many years. 15 

We the residents would like to know why the politicians are ignoring the will of 

the people and are following their own agendas that they haven't been voted 

in for. In his pre-election speeches, Mr Baird did not say that one of his 

policies would be amalgamation and now he's forcing it on us despite the 

community's resistance. We strongly object to the completely undemocratic 20 

way the State Government is trying to force local councils to amalgamate. The 

majority – over 80 percent – of Strathfield Municipality residents don't want to 

amalgamate and surely in a democratic society this decision must be 

honoured by the State Government.  

 Strathfield Council must remain independent. It's a beautiful municipality with 25 

a very significant historical heritage encompassing fabulous Victorian 

mansions, stately federation homes, gorgeous gardens and handsome wide 

tree-lined avenues and streets. Our identity is important to us and we wish to 

maintain it. It would be completely inappropriate to merge us with 

neighbouring councils. Strathfield Council has a record of sound financial 30 

performance. Our budget is balanced, our rates are low, our public amenities 

are very well maintained and our real estate is highly valuable, and we meet 

all the fit for future requirements.  

 Strathfield Municipality has a unique mixture of land uses including residential, 

low, medium and high rise development with significant industrial and 35 

commercial areas and this provides council with a strong revenue base and 

opportunities for economic and community development. Therefore, 

amalgamation would be greatly detrimental to Strathfield Council residents, 

our strong budget would be merged with budgets of neighbouring councils 

and our community assets may need to be sold to cover any debt, and this 40 

would be grossly unfair.  

 Furthermore, as has been mentioned and is so obvious, the cost of 

amalgamation would be astronomical which residents in the long term would 

have to cover with increased rates, so it definitely would not be a cheaper 
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outcome for the residents to have amalgamation. There would also be loss of 

jobs and high quality services that currently the council provides.  

 An amalgamated council would be less responsive to community concerns. 

With only one councillor, representation for local residents would be greatly 

reduced, virtually silencing the voice of the community and the residents in 5 

local government, and it would be a loss of our democratic rights, and this is 

completely unacceptable. So, we, the residents of Strathfield Municipality, are 

adamantly against amalgamation and wish to remain independent. Yes. 

Richard: The next speaker is ****. 

Speaker 12: Yes, that's me. I'm a resident of Canada Bay, been here for 20 years, lived 10 

overseas for quite a while, I know how the systems work over there a little bit. 

Pleased to acknowledge the Aboriginal people. That took care of 99.999 

percent of our history in just one single sentence. The original Australian 

councils were set up on the model of the European councils. I was speaking 

to a young chap from Auburn about ten years ago and I mentioned one of the 15 

regulations they've got over there and he said, 'That's communism. That's 

communism. We don't have that sort of thing in Australia.' This is basically the 

way the legal system works in other countries. We have got away from it to 

such an extent that we would not accept it if it was given to us.  

 Our legislation – I've said this to the [indecipherable] on several occasions – is 20 

so full of loopholes it looks like a Swiss cheese. You can't protect our people, 

you can't protect our organisations, the whole thing has to be really set up – 

and the Americans are saying the same thing with their system over there as 

well. I put in a submission when we were going to merge with Auburn, I 

mentioned the word 'corruption' and suddenly we had a fiasco with the deputy 25 

mayor. Auburn's been dropped from the list of possibilities. '[indecipherable] 

no more corruption in the councils in Australia.'  

 Well, we do get reports about corruption from time to time. People say with 

the bigger councils there will be a lot more expertise. The [indecipherable] 

fiasco we had in a lot of our councils just a few years ago shows that we don't 30 

have more expertise, we're just as gullible as we used to be. The same 

applies to the State Government and the same applies to the Australian 

Government. We just do not have the capability to understand all these 

different proposals which are being given to us.  

 Councils used to be independent of the local parties. Now you've virtually got 35 

no chance of getting in unless you're a member of a party. The two-party 

system in Australia doesn't work. What we're going to do about it, I have no 

idea, but it just is not working. I mentioned debt in my submission. We've 

reached the magic number, $1 trillion government debt in Australia. When you 

add up all the debt with federal, state and councils, $1 trillion. It's gone up 40 

quickly since the last lot of council mergers. This merger will contribute to our 

debt as well. Where does the money go? It certainly doesn't stay in Australia. 

$3 trillion of our debt is for overseas organisations and countries.  
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 We talk about getting bigger, we'll have more expertise. Technology has been 

mentioned. The computer systems in the libraries basically don't work and 

we've had enormous problems just making the printers work. I spoke to 

IPART several years ago about energy efficiency and I mentioned the thorium 

proposal which could not be built on this planet. When I was speaking there 5 

the microphones wouldn't work and I said, 'The technology has gotten away 

from us at council level, at state level, at Australian level. With our biggest 

businesses, the technology has got away from us. We just cannot manage 

our own wellbeing as far as technology is concerned.'  

 Just to finish off that point about the thorium reactor, that was part of the 2007 10 
election campaign. It was also put back on the agenda for 2013 campaign. 

[indecipherable] are recirculated and what we get is we get a list of repeated 

slogans: fit for the future, banks too big to fail and [indecipherable] capital 

raising, all these different things which we are told to do which do not provide 

any benefit to Australia. Progress, progress, progress [indecipherable] let's 15 

reverse, reverse. We can't keep going in a direction which isn't beneficial for 

us. The level of our debt shows what we're doing is not a correct way to be 

going.  

 People talk about democracy. My great hero is President Eisenhower. He said 

that if the people of South Vietnam had a vote, 80 percent would have voted 20 

for Ho Chi Min. That is pretty much what we're hearing from here. Democracy 

– don't worry about what the people think. We're going to be forced – when 

we discussed this at council they got up to speak and we were unanimous, we 

didn't want it, and then one person said, 'If we don't vote for it we're going to 

be forced to merge and we don't know who we're going to be merged with.' 25 

You might be worried we're going to be merged with Broken Hill or maybe 

even Auburn, as you say. I've got nothing against Auburn. They're lovely 

people down there as well. And I don't think they're more corrupt than people 

in any other councils. 

Facilitator: That's your time. 30 

Richard: Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 12: Okay. So, we want some benefits for Australia. This isn't going to give us any 

benefits. It does provide benefits. The question is, who does it provide 

benefits to? The developers in Australia backed by big business overseas. 

Richard: Thank you, sir. 35 

Speaker 12: Our money is going away from us. Thank you very much.  

Richard: Speaker number 16 is ****. ****, you're actually making a submission to me. 

Speaker 13: I understand [indecipherable]. Thank you. So, yes, my name's ****. I live in 

north Strathfield. I moved into the area in 1989 so that's more than 25-odd 

years. Let me start with the argument of size of council. Obviously the figures 40 

I saw said that the average size of a council across the developed world was 

24,000 and something, so what is now being proposed is over six times that. 



 25 

When we talk about 'our small councils cannot do this or that', we just need to 

go through a mental check to say, 'No, no, no, we already have above 

average sized councils according to the developed world.' We can do all the 

financial analysis we like. That won't actually tell us about democratic 

processes.  5 

 Let's just talk about money for a minute. I don't believe this is really about 

money. The KPMG report we haven't seen and the extract [indecipherable] 

did not represent the main recommendations of [indecipherable], whatever the 

words were, something like that. If that report held water, then we would have 

– people presenting to us – we'd have accountants standing up, we would 10 
have economists standing up and we would actually have something to agree 

with. It's really indicative of the quality of what is being [indecipherable] 

confidence when they can't even put that on the table, and there have been 

other reports. We have the treasury report of the couple of years before that 

[indecipherable] recent times which came to quite different conclusions and 15 

was less politically driven.  

 So, it really puts the Government in a difficult position when they cannot hide 

the clear and obvious politically driven direction they have, and then we're left 

with no alternative but saying, 'Why? Why is this being forced upon us?' It's 

really the State Government doesn't like these little councils, which are not 20 

little. They're small enough that they actually are close enough to the 

community, people like [indecipherable] on the front row, otherwise if you 

make it larger than that, you have something half the size of the Northern 

Territory or something, [indecipherable] a much bigger territory, far more 

convenient for state government, far more convenient for developers. If we 25 

want to have local government be local, then we have to have local. What 

else can I say?  

 Then we get to the savings. Just before I completely [indecipherable], I said 

that they don't stack up – I'm an IT person by background and I read the 

suggestion that $3 million – I forget the silly jargon. It does not stack up. The 30 

figures we've been given for $3 million or something for IT systems, forget 

that. Think of somewhere between five and ten and hope that's enough. And 

you see the government, WestConnex went from $10 billion to $16 billion and 

they've hardly started yet. Those IT systems, they do the same thing.  

 Then there's the savings from sacking people. Well, most mergers and 35 

amalgamations have real problems. The idea that these are going to go 

smoothly is frightening. Basically that's what's going on. Might I suggest I 

support the calls for a plebiscite. Mr Colley, it was actually pointed out you do 

have power to do this. I support those calls. We've seen the survey work 

being done in Strathfield. I expect we'll probably see Burwood with similar 40 

things. When we have such strongly expressed opinions already out there – is 

that one minute? 

Facilitator: Yes. 

Speaker 13: Thank you. When you have such strongly expressed opinions out there, how 

could one possibly stand against that except with a plebiscite? Alternatively 45 
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say, 'The Government obviously wants this so we'll just have to give it to 

them.' That puts it into a position of being subject to challenge which it surely 

will be. For those people against this, I can say we've seen the quality of the 

process, we've seen the quality – based upon this information, there's been 

the upper house inquiry and the Government doesn't have the numbers in the 5 

upper house, so there's going to be a court challenge, I would predict. I would 

say don't give up on this. Three is a long way to travel and Mr Colley has to 

do what he has to do but ultimately it's an uphill struggle for the Government 

because everybody can see that the emperor has no clothes here. It's really 

difficult for them. You have to have some sympathy for the Government in this 10 
regard. Thanks, everyone.  

Richard: The next speaker is ****.  

Speaker 14: Hi, everyone. My name's ****. I am the local organiser for the United Services 

Union. The United Services Union is the largest employee organisation 

covering the local government industry in New South Wales and we have over 15 

25,000 members. The USU is unequivocally opposed to all forced 

amalgamations. We believe that local government is the level of government 

most capable of reflecting the unique differences and character of 

communities across the state and that any decision to merge local councils 

should be driven by and with the consent of the local community.  20 

 We urge the Delegate to call a plebiscite. We strongly urge you to use your 

discretion under section 218F(3)(b) of the Local Government Act and take this 

important step to understand the views of communities affected by these 

proposals. Whatever the outcome of this process and where amalgamations 

are forced, the [indecipherable] employment in local government should be 25 

afforded the highest priority. Employment in local government provides stable, 

well-paying jobs for local residents while also providing vital services to the 

community. It is imperative that any merger complies with the employment 

protections contained in the Local Government Act including section 218CA 

and section 354B. The USU is also opposed to the larger merged councils 30 

becoming a venue for the wholesale outsourcing of council services. Ensuring 

that council services continue to be provided and managed by local 

communities is the only way to ensure stable, well-paying jobs and the 

provision of high quality services to ratepayers. Thank you.  

Richard: The next speaker is ****.  35 

Speaker 15: Hello. Okay. I'm a resident of Concord. I've been here since the 1980s. I'm 

speaking for myself. From the previous speakers, the Strathfield Council guy, 

the first guy, pretty much summed it up. So did ****, ****, **** and all the rest 

about the KPMG report does not support this. So, I can only come to the 

conclusion that this is about as democratic as North Korea. The whole thing is 40 

completely corrupt. So, therefore, what I now want to do is have a one-minute 

silence Anzac-style for democracy. Please join me.  

Female: We should stand. 
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Speaker 15: Yes, stand. Everyone stand and we'll all have a minute's silence for 

democracy.  

Facilitator: Okay, you're losing your time. 

Speaker 15: I don't care if I'm losing my time because everyone else has said what there is 

to say. This is corrupt. It is completely corrupt. There is nothing else to be 5 

said. This is democracy pissing off right in front of us all. I don't need five 

minutes. Everyone else has already said everything. This is bullshit.  

Richard: The next speaker is ***. Is that right? ****, sorry.  

Speaker 16: Hi, my name's ****. I'm the Principal of the Presbyterian Ladies' College, 

Sydney, and our request is a different kind because we want to look at the 10 
actual boundaries and where they fall. So, we exist in Croydon. We're a 

school of 1,200 students. We're 128 years old. Currently the boundary for 

Ashfield and Burwood Councils runs through our college, so 15 percent of the 

school campus is in Ashfield and 85 percent of the school campus is in 

Burwood.  15 

 Given that the amalgamation occurs, so if the amalgamation occurs, Ashfield 

would join with Drummoyne and Burwood would join with Strathfield and the 

boundary, unless we set something, could still go right through the middle of 

the college. So, PLC Sydney, if the amalgamation occurs, would like to be 

placed entirely in the Burwood-Strathfield Council. We would prefer the 20 

boundary to be along Edwin Street North. A second option is to bring it in 

along College Street. And we'll make a submission to this effect, a written 

submission.  

 Just two examples of the problems we face being in two councils, we were 

very grateful to have an aquatic centre approved but the boundary went 25 

through the middle of it. Burwood Council wanted us to open it up to the public 

and Ashfield Council didn't want us to open it up to the public. We were able 

to reach a negotiated position but it took time and money. Secondly, with 

regard to the student drop-off and pick-up, that also crosses the boundary and 

we have safety concerns about the different expectations of the councils in 30 

pick-up. We negotiate them but it just makes it more difficult. You can imagine 

[indecipherable] costs for any development work and it takes a lot of time. 

 So, if the amalgamations go ahead, would you please consider very carefully 

where they fall and would you please consider very carefully situations like 

ours so that we could be all in one constituency, preferably Burwood. If it 35 

doesn't go ahead and the councils remain separate, then I just wish to make a 

brief comment about the Boundaries Commission. We've been seeking to go 

into Burwood Council for about three years but it's been very, very slow and 

tedious and we haven't been able to make any headway whatsoever with 

what we regard as a simple request. These things only affect – if it was along 40 

College Street – would only affect one resident and they are not against it. If it 

was along Edwin Street North it would affect three and a church and we would 

have to have some sort of consultation to make sure how all those people felt. 

Thanks very much for your time.  
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Female: Sorry, correct me if I'm wrong but from what I understand – and though I'm 

very sympathetic to him and I completely agree that the Boundary 

Commission thing should happen with his request – I was under the 

impression that the Delegate was unable, is not able to assess anything with 

regards to boundaries and it is outside your scope. 5 

Richard: The next speaker is ****. 

Facilitator: Going back to the procedures, there's no calls for questions from the floor, so 

we are here today to hear from people in the room and it's their opportunity to 

point and to make their submissions to the Delegate. 

Female: Other delegates did say that at the beginning. They did mention that the only 10 

– that they couldn't - - - 

Facilitator: That's at the discretion of Mr Colley. Please [indecipherable]. Thank you.  

Speaker 17: Thank you, all. I'd like to notify the Delegate, Mr Richard Colley, and all those 

present today, I staunchly oppose the proposal to amalgamate Strathfield, 

Burwood and Canada Bay Councils. I'm a resident of Strathfield local 15 

government area. I'm also a councillor for Strathfield and I'm a former mayor 

of Strathfield, so I understand my community. The proposal has a range of 

criteria. I believe that this proposal to amalgamate the three is deeply flawed 

and that Strathfield Council should stand alone.  

 In regards to finances, Strathfield Council is a financially viable council. It 20 

should be noted Strathfield met all of the financial criteria within the fit for the 

future assessment [indecipherable] in regards to financial sustainability, and 

while I absolutely loathe the fit for the future assessment, I do think people 

should know Strathfield met all but one of the criteria on that. The one we 

didn't meet was scale and capacity which is a vague and rather ridiculous 25 

assessment put through there. It's the equivalent of getting 99 percent and the 

State Government's complaining we didn't get 100. I think it is laughable to 

suggest that a grant of $10 million could cover amalgamation costs. The costs 

will be covered by councils.  

 The KPMG report, I've certainly heard of that. That is also another flawed 30 

report on that there. Our rates are very low in Strathfield, however if 

amalgamation were to occur these rates would inevitably increase. A review 

of our asset management in council indicates that we have a backlog of just 

three percent while Canada Bay is four and Burwood is 58. Now, that would 

lead – the State Government's actually said this – to a backlog in our asset 35 

management of 20 percent. That is over six times what we have right now. 

That will be outrageous for residents to have to put up with that.  

 We already share services. We can share services with other councils. 

Rubbish collection, we share this with Burwood Council right now. We have 

other alliances. Cooks River Alliance, Sydney Metropolitan Mayors is another 40 

one. We work with other councils. We can do that without amalgamating. In 

regards to community interest, there's a great fear in the Strathfield 

community that we will lose our identity. We've had independent groups do 
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surveys on this and by far the vast majority oppose it. A major increase in 

population size with only a very small increase in councillors will reduce 

representation levels for all elected officials.  

 I as a councillor, people call me, people write to me, a lot of people just see 

me in the street, face to face communication, people raise issues. Whether 5 

I'm in Strathfield or Homebush or Strathfield South, wherever, people raise it 

in that environment. If you greatly increase the size and number of people 

representing, then that kind of face to face communication is lost and the 

voices of communities are not heard. It's a five- to ten-minute walk or drive 

from almost anything if I have to do an on-site visit. If you were to put these 10 
together, a resident in Greenacre might raise an issue with a mayor who may 

be living in Drummoyne. You're looking at a 40-minute travel time to get back, 

then you'd obviously go back to where you're from. So, the idea of doing on-

site visits, which is a major component of being a councillor, will be incredibly 

difficult. We have six suburbs in Strathfield and this proposal would have 28.  15 

 Now, we have issues that are really just relevant to one suburb but the 

residents there get heard. If there were 27 other suburbs and they weren't 

interested in a particular issue, it would make it a lot harder for an issue to be 

resolved, so I really think that one needs to be reviewed. It currently works the 

way we're going right now. Regardless, residents, as I said, they absolutely 20 

loathe the idea of amalgamating. We've had independent organisations tell us 

this. It's not me saying it. It's not the council saying it. It's independent groups 

who've done their own assessments.  

 So, as a councillor, almost every resident I speak to says we want to stand 

alone. It's only few and far between that say otherwise. Also, ability of 25 

councils to provide services, we have a 90 percent approval rating on our 

services at Strathfield Council. I would say though, if we hadn't spent the last 

three and a half years fighting amalgamation, that figure would be even 

higher. Our residents, our councillors and our staff are part of one local 

community. This proposal would greatly jeopardise that wonderful community 30 

we have.  

 In regards to impact on employment of staff, the majority of the so-called 

savings are going to be through job losses, and I think that is appalling. That's 

bad for the staff. We would inevitably lose experienced staff. And simply 

announcing the proposal reduces staff morale. If it were to go through, it 35 

would plummet. I would say please take those into consideration. To 

conclude, the proposal to amalgamate Strathfield, Burwood and Canada Bay 

is deeply flawed. I'm of the opinion that Strathfield Council should stand alone. 

Thank you.  

Facilitator: Next speaker is ****. 40 

Speaker 18: Yeah, I just walked in. I actually thought it was for something else today. I was 

listening to a few of the people. I know a lot of people here – don't bite my 

head off – you're all against it. I don't think we should be against it. I think we 

should be for it, because – look, I understand – don't bite my head off, this is 

just my own decision, okay? So, whatever we do get – exactly, democracy. 45 
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The reason – I'll tell you why. Okay, we need to vote. You can tell today how 

many people here – you're going to get voted against. Everyone knows that 

amalgamation's going to happen. Amalgamation's going to happen.  

 All I have to say is Strathfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, it's going to be a great 

council. I live right in the middle. I live just near Parramatta Road. I go to 5 

Burwood for my shops. I go to Strathfield, my boys went to Strathfield School. 

I hang around Drummoyne. I think that by having a larger council – a lot of 

people are scared that we're not going to get what we want. No, we're going 

to be stronger. I think between the three – we're right next to each other, we 

all think alike, we all share garbages, we share a lot of things together. See, 10 
that's what we get. You want to talk but you won't let me talk. Can I talk, 

please? Thank you.  

Female: I'm not saying a word. 

Speaker 18: Thank you. Yes, you are. You're laughing at me, alright? Look, I might not be 

as intelligent as everybody else here, right, I'm just a standard Joe - - - 15 

Richard: Quiet, please. Let the man speak. 

Speaker 18: That's right. I've been in Concord over 30 years. I've tried to get a house built 

in Concord. It took over a year and a half just to get Canada Bay Council to 

approve ea simple house. Then a year later it changes again, so everything 

that they said no to is now allowed to happen. This is why we need a bigger 20 

council, we need proper people in charge, and the stronger the council, the 

bigger the council, the stronger we are, the stronger our voice is, okay?  

 It's like everything. You need change. You can't turn around and go back 20 

years. I don't want to bring religion into it but it just goes to show, if religion 

doesn't change, people stop going to church, okay? You need to change in 25 

order to go forward in this country, all right? We're going to have an extra, I 

don't know, 20 million people in 20 years' time. If we don't change, we're not 

going to get anywhere. We're already behind the rest of the world in a lot of 

things. Yet, again – see, people like this just don't let me talk. Just let me talk, 

let me say what I have to say. You say what you want to say. You're against it 30 

– and it goes to show, 20 people here today out of 30,000 people that live in 

the – and I think that we – yes, I did [indecipherable]. 

Facilitator: Excuse me. Can you please let the gentleman speak? [indecipherable]. 

Female: He's attacking me. 

Facilitator: Could you just let the gentleman speak? 35 

Richard: Respect the man. 

Speaker 18: You disrespect my opinion, and this is the problem. Okay, if you really want to 

have a vote, have a vote. You're going to lose, okay, because most people 

want it, because it's going to make us stronger, and I think that we need to be 

stronger if we want to get anywhere. There's certain things in my area that I 40 
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try and get done, it doesn't get done. Burwood gets it done, Strathfield gets it 

done, we don't get it done, okay? So, by being together, being stronger, we're 

just going to make this a stronger council.  That's my opinion. You can have 

your opinion. I apologised at the beginning if I offend anybody. It's just my 

opinion, I think that we need to go forward and the only way to go forward is 5 

amalgamation between three good councils. We are three good councils. I 

think we're three of the best councils getting together. It's just going to make 

us stronger, better and a smarter council. Thank you.  

Facilitator: That was the last speaker I had but I see there's another – sorry, I don't have 

a name. 10 

Speaker 19: My name is ****, Greens councillor at Canada Bay Council. Now, other people 

here today have addressed the issues of loss of representation and the lack 

of any credible evidence for financial advantages. The other point I'd like to 

make is Canada Bay already amalgamated in 2000, it's already become 

bigger, it's not that small, and residents remember a lot of destruction and 15 

loss of services such as the loss of [indecipherable] libraries. I'd like to make 

this new point, that over 75 percent of the residents polled in various earlier 

proposals wanted Canada Bay to stand alone, but they were earlier 

proposals.  

 The first proposal was for a much larger council. The second proposal, as 20 

somebody said, by the casting vote of the mayor, tied – the councillors were 

tied on this. One councillor was away, otherwise it would have voted down the 

idea to merge with Auburn and perhaps Strathfield, except Strathfield's 

reluctant. That was also run past people and over 75 percent polled in these 

various ones said they wanted Canada Bay to stand alone. But this is a new 25 

proposal. There's been no poll. What I'm saying, it'll be undemocratic to 

proceed further without a plebiscite of all residents and ratepayers of the three 

affected councils, because this is a new proposal.  

 It really is undemocratic not to have a binding poll but I'm aware that the 

legislation does not require a binding poll, but to actually go ahead without 30 

any poll is just against all those declarations of having had consultation for the 

last however many years. All that consultation was with several different 

models and several different ideas. So, really there's been over the holidays 

consultation with this and small ads in the paper that actually spelled out what 

was happening today, large ads of generic kind with pictures of 35 

[indecipherable] and pictures of lovely parks which people wouldn't realise 

what's going on. That's why I say we should have a plebiscite at least. Thank 

you.  

Richard: That concludes our speakers for the day. We will remain here for five o'clock. 

I thank those that are here for coming and I do remind you that written 40 

submissions can and will be accepted obviously and those written 

submissions close at 5:00pm Sunday the 28th, and they can be submitted 

either online at the Council Boundary Review website or by mail to GPO Box 

5341, Sydney New South Wales 2001. So I thank you for your attendance at 

this stage. Thank you.  45 
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Speaker 7: If anybody wants some more information on that KPMG report or you'd like 

some information on what's happening in Queensland, Victoria and New 

Zealand, I've got plenty of it, and I can finish off my speech.  

Richard: You might like to distribute that outside. Thank you.  

Speaker 7: I'm not going to distribute it, I'm going to talk it.   5 

[BREAK] 

Speaker 8: It's good to come now because it's one on one.  

Speaker 9: Canada Bay, session one, a walk-in.  

Richard: - - - don't have the power to answer questions or – so normally if you were 

here earlier you would've been standing up there addressing me in my chair 10 
that's [indecipherable]. And also we do record all the speeches or all the 

submissions - - - 

Speaker 8: Fair enough, so [indecipherable], yeah.  

Facilitator: It's ****, isn't it? It's ****? 

Richard: It's ****? 15 

Speaker 10: Can I just check, do speakers only get five minutes? 

Richard: Yes, he can have five minutes if that's what he wants. 

Speaker 8: [indecipherable] I'm going to finish in half a minute. 

Speaker 10: That's all good. 

Richard: Yes. 20 

Speaker 8: With Auburn – we're part of Auburn Council – [indecipherable] between 

Parramatta and Canada Bay and Burwood. That's how I understand it.  

Richard: Hang on. Before we go any further, this may be not the - - - 

Speaker 8: The right meeting? 

Richard: - - - the right one. 25 

Speaker 8: That's what – they directed me to here. 

Richard: This one is for the proposed merger between Canada Bay - - - 

Speaker 8: Yes. 

Richard: - - - Burwood - - - 

Speaker 8: Yes. 30 
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Richard: - - - and Strathfield, nothing to do with Auburn.   

Speaker 8: Strathfield? Fair enough. Fair enough. Yes, yes, yes.  

Richard: So this one is proposed merger of Canada Bay, that one and that one. 

Speaker 8: To a large extent it has in that - - - 

Richard: So you're happy with that? 5 

Speaker 8: We want to be part of that. 

Richard: I see. Okay. 

Speaker 8: To an extent. Because there's a peninsula - - - 

Richard: You keep talking. I'll just take notes. 

Speaker 8: With Westpoint, it's virtually part of Homebush Bay, it's virtually on the other 10 
side of Homebush Bay, and a bridge is being built across to connect road with 

Westpoint and we're saying that particular peninsula could be part of this. 

Richard: Right. 

Speaker 8: It's only a small area, probably about a square kilometre, you could say, and 

the boundary is virtually Hill Road and it's only about probably 800 metres 15 

where Hill Road goes around – it's just a bay. 

Richard: I know it. 

Speaker 8: You know it. It has potential for that to happen, and if Auburn Council was 

going to be split in different sections – I'm not saying that it is – if it's going to 

split in different sections, then that might be part of this section. We were told 20 

that Holroyd might take the other side of Auburn Council which is the other 

side of the M4 and this side of the M4 will go with Parramatta. Now, 

[indecipherable] do with Holroyd or with Parramatta, would it be possible for 

us to be part of - - - 

Richard: Okay, I can take that into consideration. 25 

Speaker 8: Yeah. So that's – as I said, it'll only take half a minute, so that's what it is more 

than anything. 

Richard: Okay, all right. 

Speaker 8: Thank you very much for your time and you're doing a good job. 

Richard: Thank you. 30 

Speaker 8: It's been well required for a long time. It's about time it happened. Thank you. 

Richard: Okay, cheers. 



 34 

Speaker 8: Thank you very much. 

Richard: Bye bye.   

END TRANSCRIPT 


