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Facilitator: Good evening ladies and gentleman.  If you could, would you take your seats 

now and we’ll start in a minute-or-so’s time so we can begin the public enquiry 

promptly, thanks for that.  My name’s ****, I’m going to the facilitator for 

tonight’s proceedings.  My job is to make sure everything runs smoothly and 5 

particularly to all the speakers who’ve registered get time to say their peace to 

convey their views about the proposals so thanks for that.  Before we proceed 

with the formal part of the enquiry, I’d like to remind everybody please, if you 

haven’t already, just sign into the registration desk at the front and also if you 

could turn your mobiles off or turn them to silent, that would be greatly 10 

appreciated.  Housekeeping-wise the toilets are here behind me so a public 

walk to the toilets but we will be going through to 10.00 pm so bear that in 

mind.  Emergency procedures, if there’s anything that occurs that requires us 

to evacuate or go out through the exit doors here which are the only doors out 

of the sailing club and then gather in the carpark.  We think all right? In which 15 

case I guess – yeah I think we have to have it on cause we need to formally 

record the proceedings so I can’t change that sorry.  Okay, lastly I’ll ask our 

AV man if that light can be turned slightly cause it’s a bit hard but I’m not sure 

if I can deal with it all, we’ll see.  With that in mind yeah but that’s a good idea 

thanks for that.  So officially now to start the enquiry, I’d like to introduce Dr 20 

Robert Lang who is our delegate representing the public enquiry for tonight.  

He’ll formally open tonight’s session and talk you through the actual enquiry 

process.  Thank you Dr Lang. 

Rob: Thank you ****.  Good evening.  My name is Robert Lang and I am a delegate 

that has been appointed by the Acting Chief Executive of the office of Local 25 

Government to examine and report to the Minister for Local Government on a 

proposal to merge the Councils in the municipality of Hungers Hill, Lane Cove 

Municipal Council and the Council of the city of Ryde.  I’d like to formally 

welcome you all here tonight.  Thank you for coming to this public enquiry 

which is part of the examination and reporting process into the merger 30 

proposal.  I’d like to begin by acknowledging the traditional custodians of the 

land on which this public enquiry takes place and also to pay my respects to 

elders past and present.   

 This public enquiry’s being conducted in accordance with Section 263 of the 

Local Government Act 1993 and my role as delegate is to examine and report 35 

on the proposal that has been referred to the Acting Chief Executive by the 

Minister for Local Government under Section 218F Part (1) of the Act.  This 
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proposal is for a merger between the Councils of the municipality of Hunters 

Hill, Lane Cove Municipal Council and the Council of the City of Ryde and I’ve 

been appointed to conduct an examination of the proposal and to provide a 

report to the Minister and the Boundaries Commission.  I’d like to stress that 

my role is an impartial one, that I’m not here as an advocate for or against the 5 

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

me to hold a public enquiry into the proposal and the main purpose of this 

public enquiry is to provide members of the public an opportunity to provide 

their views on the proposal directly to me.  This is a facts-based enquiry and I 

would appreciate your views and the reasoning behind them.   10 

 As a member of the public you have been invited to attend today’s public 

enquiry and should you so wish, you may speak about a proposal under 

examination.  More detail about the examination and reporting process can be 

found on the Council Boundary website but in summary, I will conduct a public 

enquiry, call for written submissions and prepare a report on the proposal, 15 

having due regard to the factors in Section 263 Part (3) of the Act.  Just to let 

you know what those sections are, the factors I must consider in my report are 

11-fold.  The first one is this, the financial advantages or disadvantages of the 

proposal to the residents and ratepayers of the areas concerned.  Number 

two, the community of interest and geographic cohesion in the existing areas 20 

and any proposed new areas.  Number three, the existing historical and 

traditional values in the existing areas and the impact of change on them.  

Number four, the attitude of the residents and ratepayers of the areas 

concerned.  Number five, the requirements of the area concerned in relation 

to elected representation for residents and ratepayers in the local area, the 25 

desirable and appropriate relationship between elected representatives and 

ratepayers and residents, and such other matters as considered relevant in 

relation to past and future patterns of elected representation for that area.  

Number six is the impact of the proposal on the ability of the Council to 

provide adequate equitable and appropriate services and facilities.  Number 30 
seven the impact of the proposal on the employment of staff.  Number eight 

the impact of the proposal on any rural communities in the resulting area, 

unlikely here.  Number nine the desirability or otherwise of dividing the 

resulting area or areas into wards.  Number 10 the need to ensure that the 

opinions of each of the diverse communities of the resulting areas are 35 

effectively represented, and number 11 any other factors relevant to the 

provision of efficient and effective Local Government in the existing and 

proposed new areas.  Those 11 criteria are also on the website.  At the 

conclusion of the examination process, I will prepare a report to the Minister 

and the Boundaries Commission.  The Boundaries Commission will review 40 

and provide a comment to the Minister for Local Government.  The Minister 

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

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

Wales the proposed merger be implemented or not with or without 

modifications.   45 

 To allow today’s proceedings to be conducted fairly and efficiently, the enquiry 

will be structured with a schedule of speakers and time limits on speakers and 

our facilitator for today, ****, will provide a more detailed run down of those 
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proceedings in a moment.  Other members of my team are here today, on my 

left I have Executive Officer, **** who will be taking notes as we go and other 

members of the team are out the front with Amanda and her team to help you 

check in. 

 Finally, my duty today is to listen to all submissions and to consider them 5 

along with other material to be presented during the course of the examination 

process in preparation of my final report.  I need to make it clear that I do not 

have the power to resolve any specific issues or answer your questions or 

identify solutions to any particular complaints that any individual or 

organisation or person may have, that’s for others to consider.  The proposal 10 
of course is a merger between the three areas I’ve mentioned and, as outlined 

in the map on the front door and also on the website.  In addition to having the 

opportunity to speak at the public enquiry, members of the public may provide 

their views on the proposal by making written submissions and that will be 

one of the most important ways for me to gather information during the 15 

examination process along with the verbal submissions.  If you wish to make 

a written submission, you are encouraged to focus on one or more of the 

factors I outlined earlier that are in Section 263 of the Act.  These factors can 

also be found, as I said, on the website.  My final report and all written 

submissions will be made public at the end of the process unless the author of 20 

the submission requests that their submission remain confidential.  Written 

submissions close at 5.00 pm on Sunday 28th of February 2016 and can be 

submitted either online or via the Council Boundary Review website which is 

www.Councilboundaryreview.nsw.gov.au or by mail to the Council Boundary 

Review, GPO Box 5341, Sydney NSW.  Thank you for listening to all of that 25 

and now back to you **** for the first Councillor. 

Facilitator: Thanks Dr Lang.  Just a few basic procedures and for those who want the 

detail they’re posted up at the back of the room and at the front door, a few 

things you should be aware, all attendees do need to sign in tonight and 

speakers should have already registered to speak.  Unregistered speakers 30 

tonight could register at the speaker table, given our numbers though, it’s 

unlikely you’ll get a chance to speak at the end of these proceedings.  If you 

have already registered as a speaker, you should have been assigned a 

number and I will be calling people forward on those numbers, from 1 through 

to 30-something.  Time limits for the speaking will be four minutes only and 35 

that’s so we can get everybody who’s registered to at least try to convey their 

views on the proposal for/against in the course of the time we’ve got.  Our 

closing time and opening time are absolutely set by virtue of the publication 

process.  Speakers may only speak once in the course of this enquiry, but 

please remember everybody has an opportunity to make a written 40 

submission.  Only our formal Council representatives tonight will be given a 

longer time, 15 minutes each.  I’ll ring a bell for each speaker, round about 

one minute before the four minutes is up and then two bells at the four-minute 

mark so everybody’s clear about the actual time constraints.  As you speak, 

come forward to this lectern and address your comments directly to the 45 

delegate so he can hear what you have to say.  Can you say your name and 

the LGA or the Council area you’re from and then organisation if it’s relevant.  

Feel free to be quite forthright in your comments, to agree or disagree with the 
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proposal or any other speaker, but please be respectful in your language, 

nothing personal or insulting please.  Note that the enquiry is being recorded 

so your voice will be recorded as a minimum.  If you don’t want this to happen 

then please submit a written submission.   

 Our request is that if somebody’s already made a point very strongly, there’s 5 

no need to repeat it if somebody else has said it, it’s important for the 

delegate to gather the actual comments.  As has been said, we don’t need 

repetition to do that if possible.  If you’ve got written material you’d like to 

show us at presentation, forward us a written submission.  For the audience 

who are not speakers, please don’t display or distribute materials during the 10 
course of this enquiry.  If you have something to share, once again, put it in as 

a written submission.  If people could be quiet in the room so we can hear 

very carefully what each speaker is saying, that would be vastly appreciated, 

and no audio or visual recording in the course of this enquiry as well.  I think 

that’s about covered it.  Thank you very much.  We are making an official 15 

record and a transcript will be made of these proceedings so let us begin, I 

think our first speaker tonight is the Mayor from Hunters Hill Council, Richard 

Quinn, Richard, the Council presentations we’ve got 15 minutes each.  Mayor, 

thank you. 

Richard: I’ll just adjust this so I can be heard if that’s all right.  Okay.  Well good 20 

evening Dr Lang.  As you know, my name is Richard Quinn and I’m the Mayor 

of Hunters Hill Council.  Firstly, can I say welcome to Hunters Hill and thank 

you for this opportunity to provide Council’s early thoughts on the current 

merger proposal, a proposal that I have to say is new to both Council and this 

community, and is still being analysed by the three proposed merger partners.  25 

Hunters Hill is one of Sydney’s oldest Local Government areas, being the 

fourth borough Council to be inaugurated on the 5th of January 1861 after the 

Municipalities Act of 1858 was passed.  It is the only Council that still retains 

its original municipal boundaries.  The original Council chamber building 

which you passed on your way to get here tonight was opened on the 13th 30 

January 1866.  Indeed this Council celebrated its sesquicentenary, 150 years 

of continuous local democracy in 2011 with a year of lots of activities.  Being 

Sydney’s smallest Council, merger proposals or amalgamations are not new 

to this community.  There was a proposal in 2003/4, the last round of Council 

amalgamations and that was totally rejected by this community.  One 35 

suspects that almost every previous proposal probably included Hunters Hill, 

simply on the basis of size alone, which is hardly a valid criteria.   

 Since 2013, Council has consistently resolved to retain its independence and 

its historic boundaries and to oppose forced amalgamations.  As recently as 

the 9th November 2015, Council again confirmed its position, resolving in part 40 

that Hunters Hill Council maintains its current Local Government area, 

boundaries and governance structure, that Council reaffirms its opposition to 

forced amalgamations.  The Council reaffirms its commitment to Local 

Government remaining local rather than regional so as to ensure local 

democracy and accessibility to local communities and fourthly, Council 45 

reaffirms its previously resolved commitment to and participation in the joint 

regional authority model with Ryde and Lane Cove Councils whilst also 
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maintaining our local independence as Councils.  That position has not 

changed and it is not unreasonable to expect that until such time as this 

current new merger proposal is properly assessed and to allow for an 

informed decision to be made, the position is not likely to change.  Council 

has not buried its head in the sand or turned a blind eye to the need for 5 

change or to form in Local Government, in fact, this Council strongly 

embraced the fit for the future agenda by actively examining the independent 

Local Government review panel’s merger proposal and by pursuing a superior 

alternative to the merger with our neighbours, Lane Cove and Ryde, and 

whilst it’s not my intention this evening to go into the superior alternative in 10 
detail, I would like to draw attention, your attention to the report of the upper 

house general purposes committee number six enquiry into Local 

Government, whose findings and recommendations can be summarised in the 

following extracts from the committee’s report.  The chairman, Paul Green, at 

MLC said in his opening: “The committee was troubled by the apparent failure 15 

of the New South Wales government to build on the consultative approach 

that had been established during Destination 2036.  A key principle for 

successful reform is building partnerships and bringing people with you on the 

road to change.” Many of this enquiry’s participants would argue that the Fit 

for the Future program did not do this.  Now recommendations from that multi-20 

partisan, I repeat multi-partisan upper house committee then included the 

following two unanimous recommendations.  Recommendation number 16, 

that the New South Wales government make joint organisations available to 

all Councils in New South Wales and recommendation number 17, that the 

New South Wales government work with Local Government on a statutory 25 

model for joint organisations based on the Hunters Hills, Ryde and Lane Cove 

Council model as a co-operative and consensus model for Local Government 

reform in metropolitan city of Sydney so our model was to be the model for 

the whole state.  This is clearly an endorsement of our alternative model and 

our approach.  Both Council and the community have supported the JRA and 30 
were pleased with this recognition and these recommendations.  It’s worth 

also noting that at this time, the New South Wales government has failed to 

respond to that upper house Local Government enquiry report in any way.   

 Two other interesting or perhaps concerning comments from the 

parliamentary enquiry were first of all the reoccurring criticism from enquiry 35 

participants that the Government’s reform package was too focused on 

amalgamations and structural reform rather than addressing the entire set of 

recommendations made by the ILGRP and also that finding number nine of 

the committee found that the projected economic benefits of Council 

amalgamations have been consistently over-stated by the proponents of 40 

forced amalgamations and costs and extensive diseconomies of scale caused 

by amalgamations have not been adequately explained by those same 

proponents including the New South Wales government I might add.  

Experience to date confirms that these are reoccurring themes and that they 

have continued in the current merger proposal.   45 

 Now sir you, as the delegate, are required to seek the views of the electors by 

way of holding an enquiry such as we are having this evening.  I note that 

concurrent to this enquiry, the New South Wales government has continued 
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its paid advertising or perhaps some could say propaganda on the major 

media outlets promoting its amalgamation agenda whilst also issuing 

directives and warnings to us as Councils that we cannot do the same.  From 

a combined population of more than 150,000 people, you may hear from 

possibly less than 100 people or less than one per cent of the whole 5 

population of the proposed area.  It would be hard to argue that this is a valid 

sample.  In comparison, the three Councils involved in this merger proposal 

have already undertaken extensive and statistically valid poling of our 

communities on the amalgamation issue.  In formulating our response to the 

Fit for the Future proposal, the three Councils recognise the need to advise 10 
and consult with our communities and, along with more than a dozen other 

Sydney Councils, an independent research company, Micromex, was 

engaged to both inform the community of the proposed amalgamation merger 

proposal and Council’s proposed response.  The findings of the research 

report provided some very definite directions to Hunters Hill Council and key 15 

findings of that poling included firstly an awareness of the potential 

amalgamation was strong across the region, with each Council area 

registering an awareness level in excess of the Micromex benchmark of 59 

per cent.  The highest awareness was reported in Hunters Hill with 82 per 

cent of respondents having some previous knowledge of the proposals.   20 

 Second finding, support for the New South Wales government’s 

recommended merger option was low throughout the region with between 29 

to 36 per cent of respondents indicating any degree of support for that 

proposal and thirdly another finding was exploring a joint regional authority 

received almost identical mean average support ratings across the three 25 

Council areas and was consistently the outcome receiving the highest level of 

support.  The majority of respondents were either supportive or completely 

supportive of this option in each Council area.   

 And fourthly, another key finding was from a community perspective, the 

merger option, was the least preferred outcome.  Now there was broad 30 

awareness of the Fit for the Future proposals with over 70 per cent of 

respondents saying that they were aware of the merger proposals so you can 

see that with that awareness, this research that we’ve achieved is very 

significant.   

 There were three options that we had to consider, one was merging with other 35 

Councils as we know.  The government’s recommendation was rejected.  

Less than 25 per cent of respondents indicated that they were supportive or 

better of that option.  The second option of standing alone received a more 

ambivalent response, but the third option, a superior model, the joint regional 

authority model received the highest support ratings with more than 80 per 40 

cent of respondents in each area indicating that they were at least somewhat 

supportive or very supportive of that proposal so there are some key 

messages from that research.  Firstly, there was little support for the 

Independent Local Government Review Panel’s proposed merger, an option 

consistently ranked as the least preferred outcome by respondents across the 45 

region.  The main concern cited centred on the perceived inability of larger 

Councils to provide localised services and a community voice to their 
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residents, in other words, a loss of local democracy.  Now this is a new 

proposal and it needs to be fully and properly examined to allow Council and 

the community to make an informed decision and unfortunately the timing 

that’s been thrown upon us with this public enquiry, the call for submissions, 

the timing of it over Christmas significantly compromises Council’s ability to 5 

properly consult with this community and to undertake additional poling on the 

specific merger option that you’re considering so at the very least Council 

would hope and expect that you as delegate or the Boundaries Commission 

would undertake a poll after the community has been properly informed about 

this current proposal and serious consideration should be given to extending 10 
the time of submissions to perhaps the end of March.  Our final submission to 

Council will address the 10 specific criteria, given we might be addressing the 

rural one, contained in Section 263 of the Act.  However I just want to point 

out a couple of concerns about some of those criteria that we’re already 

aware of.  I mentioned from the outset in regard to the financial advantages 15 

and disadvantages that this presentation, that there are three Councils that 

were undertaking an analysis of the proposal and indication suggests that 

there are significant inconsistencies in the financials provided by the KPMG 

report.  For example, the merger proposal document on page 3, this is in the 

Government’s document contains the following statement, it says “IPART 20 

determine that Hunters Hill, Lane Cove and the City of Ryde Councils satisfy 

key financial performance benchmarks.  We satisfy them.  This statement was 

based on the outcomes of the Fit for the Future submissions made by 

Councils to IPART based on their 2014/15 financial accounts.  It seems 

therefore both inconsistent and illogical for the New South Wales government 25 

to then prepare a merger proposal based on the 2013/14 financial accounts 

used by KPMG so that a more detrimental outcome is achieved.  The cursory 

view of the financials in the merger proposal document suggests that every 

resident in the new merged area will receive a benefit equivalent to less than 

$20.00 per person per year over 20 years from projected savings of the $61 30 
million so that works out at $20.00 per resident per year.  The model does not 

tell us what the cost will be to achieve these projected savings.  Residents of 

the current Council areas will have no say over the distribution and spending 

of the extra $25 million incentive programme of the proposed merger.  The 

new Council will determine this subject to guidelines determined by the 35 

Government and they haven’t been released yet, those guidelines.   

 Another criteria that we have some concern with is the attitude of residents 

and ratepayers in the areas concerned.  I ask how can the Government or you 

as delegate possibly know the attitude of residents without conducting 

thorough community consultation including a poll or a referendum of some 40 

sort.  Another criteria where there is some concern, the need for the options 

for diverse communities resulting area or areas are effectively represented.  

Does one meeting held here at Hunters Hill Sailing Club mean that the 

options of the three LGAs or communities will be effectively represented.  Also 

one of the major concerns of Hunters Hill is that based on the statistics, we 45 

are likely to have only one at best elected person on the new Council for the 

current size of this Local Government area. 
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 In conclusion, Hunters Hill Council has a resolved position to reject forced 

amalgamations and to continue to stand alone and to pursue the superior 

alternative provided by the joint region authority model.  This community has a 

very strong and distinct identity forged over the last 155 years.  This 

community values its local grass roots democracy.  It values its built and 5 

natural heritage for which it has consistently fought over many years.  I urge 

you to recognise the unique character and qualities of the Hunters Hill Local 

Government area and recommend no change to our historic boundaries.  

Thank you. 

Rob: Thank you Mayor Quinn.  Mayor Deborah Hutchens, Lane Cove.  Thanks 10 
Deborah. 

Deborah: Thank you.  Good evening Dr Lang.  My name is Deborah Hutchens and I’m 

very proud to be the Mayor of Lane Cove Council.  As Mayor, it’s my 

responsibility to represent the best interests of the Lane Cove community and 

provide a voice for those who cannot be here today.  That includes those who 15 

are hard at work and will enjoy coming home to a well-maintained safe 

neighbourhood.  Those that will be preparing to use one of our numerous 

high-quality recreational facilities.  Those young families and elderly members 

of our community that appreciate the village atmosphere and hub of our 

community, The Plaza, as well as the local business operators, employees 20 

and volunteers who help make Lane Cove such a fantastic place to live, work 

and play.  After all, the impact of the proposed merger will be far reaching and 

I want to be able to look each of these community members in the eye and tell 

them I tried.  I tried to make their voice heard and their interests known.  I tried 

to keep their hard-earned rates local and I tried to keep them from going up in 25 

four years’ time when we know that Lane Cove residents will be worse off in a 

merged Council so I intend to take a few minutes of your time today to convey 

what will be taken from our community over the weeks, months and years that 

a merged Council would be established.   

 I’d like to begin by making it known that the Lane Cove community is 30 

well-informed on the Local Government reform process and the issues 

affecting their community’s future.  We were one of the few, if only, Councils 

to write to ratepayers at the commencement of the reform process in 2013.  

Council has continued an informal conversation with the community about Fit 

for the Future and as a result we feel confident that the concerns raised via 35 

public meetings and other consultations comes from the community educated 

on the issues at hand.  The main community concerns include potential loss 

of democracy, reduced sense of community, as well as potential impacts on 

the quality and diversity of facilities and services.  In response to the 

community’s concerns, Council has maintained a firm position of opposing 40 

any forced amalgamation of Councils and retaining our autonomy.  This 

reflects the community’s understanding of local democracy and its important 

role in shaping a strong, responsive and agile Council.  Lane Cove Council 

has a 94 per cent customer satisfaction rate and a strong sense of 

community.  This has been strengthened by significant investment in social 45 

capital and community wellbeing which helps to maintain the sense of identity 

for existing and new residents.  With a 29 per cent increase in residents in 
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Lane Cove over the next 10 years, our sense of community identity is 

extremely important.  To help meet the 2030 growth target set by the State 

Government, Lane Cove is already delivering infrastructure for the new 

population since our infrastructure backlog has already been addressed.  

Lane Cove’s building and infrastructure asset renewal ratio has averaged 181 5 

per cent over the past three years, which has contributed to our infrastructure 

backlog ratio being only 1.7 per cent against a benchmark of 2 per cent.  Very 

few Councils have achieved this.  I’m pleased to say that our major project 

strategy self-funds new infrastructure projects and in the past two years, 

we’ve been involved in initiating over 220 million of major projects including a 10 
55 million bus/rail interchange for St Leonards, an initiative normally funded 

by the State Government as well as new car parks and recreation and 

community spaces to meet the demands of the increasing population.   

 Our strong financial situation will be outlined in some detail in our written 

submission, however I’d like to share some of the significant achievements of 15 

Lane Cove Council with you today.  Lane Cove is the one of the handful of 

Councils that already meets every financial benchmark for Fit for the Future 

and we do not require any rate increases.  Our strong financial sustainability, 

infrastructure and efficiency results demonstrate our ability to meet the Fit for 

the Future criteria, an achievement undoubtedly strengthened by budget 20 

surpluses for the past 10 years.  Furthermore, our long-term financial plan 

shows that for the next 10 years, we will continue to meet all financial 

benchmarks set under Fit for the Future.  By comparison, initial analysis by 

Morrison Low shows that the proposed merged entity will not meet all Fit for 

the Future financial benchmarks by 2020.  Furthermore, PwC, 25 

Pricewaterhouse, has been Council’s auditor for more than 20 years and is 

best placed to understand our true financial position.  They have stated that 

every financial KPI for Lane Cove is better than the accepted industry 

standards and Council is financially sustainable without being merged.  With 

studies undertaken by Professor Dollery on the outcome of mergers in 30 
Queensland showing many operating under diseconomies of scale.  Lane 

Cove has demonstrated its ability to balance scale by initiating high value, 

innovative projects that suit our community, whilst still remaining agile enough 

to respond to the high levels of service expected by our community.  In fact 

only this week, Council was approached by a South Australian Council to 35 

come and study our model.  Additionally, we have continued build capacity to 

provide a robust revenue base and attract and retain skilled staff, foster a 

culture of innovation, creativity and flexibility in the face of change.  Lane 

Cove has demonstrated its capacity to lead the way when it comes to 

implementing new legislation and overcoming local challenges.  For example, 40 

we were one of the first Councils to produce a local environmental plan LEP, 

utilising the State Government’s standard template and we won the Local 

Government, RH Dougherty Excellence in Communication award for our LEP 

community consultation process which attracted over 1400 submissions.  Ten 

years ago, we were the first Council in New South Wales to produce a cultural 45 

plan which has resulted in a new gallery, library and a 200 per cent increase 

in public art.  More recently, Lane Cove was one of the first Councils in New 

South Wales to implement an independent hearing and assessment panel 

with full decision making powers.  With this strong base to consider innovative 
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approaches and build strategic capacity, Lane Cove is keen to become a 

founding member of a pioneering metropolitan joint regional authority, known 

as a JLA.  A community survey showed 82 per cent of our community are 

open to exploring a joint regional authority with Ryde and Hunters Hill 

Councils which focuses on regional strategic planning and advocacy, 5 

intergovernmental collaboration and shared services delivery.  The key 

advantage of this model is that it maintains local democracy and avoids 

upfront merger costs.  Our submission will go into more detail on the merger 

proposal documents and KPMG reports which clearly overstate the perceived 

financial benefits of a merger.  Conversely, the submission will highlight the 10 
significant understatement of the high cost of the merger in transitioning 

systems and services of three Councils into one.  Not to mention 

redundancies of staff and merging of salary systems.  This would not be 

necessary under a JRA.   

 With the forced merger, significant sums of money will be wasted aligning 15 

systems, services, payroll and the like, not to mention the impact on our staff, 

many whose skills, experiences and commitment to our communities will be 

lost through this unnecessary process. 

 Rates modelling shows that the majority of Lane Cove’s residents will be 

worse off under the merged entity with their rates sector increased in four 20 

years’ time.  I ask the State Government to be transparent about eventual rate 

rises as the current figure shows that Lane Cove residents will be worse off 

after four years.  Lane Cove knows the JRA will work as Council is already 

involved in a number of partnerships that provide community benefit without 

impacting on democracy.  This includes our long history of resource sharing 25 

including insurance pooling, the Shorelink Library service, internal auditing, 

SES funding, family day-care, NESROC and joint procurement.  Lane Cove 

also encourages community involvement and volunteering through partner 

organisations such as Lane Cove and Northside community services as well 

as our own volunteer bush care programme, which is one of the longest 30 

running programmes in New South Wales.   

 To support these much-needed services, we have the largest community 

grants programme in the region, totalling $463,000.00 of which $160,000.00 

goes to small community groups and projects of $5000.00 or less.  This 

doesn’t include the range of in-kind support services that community groups 35 

have come to rely on.  These groups are the fabric of our community and 

they’ve come to enjoy the benefits of working with an agile approachable 

Council that works together on projects big and small.  I believe that under a 

large Council, the very essence of Local Government, namely our close 

connection with and responsiveness to our community will be lost or perhaps 40 

more accurately, it will be taken away from us.   

 I’m very proud to represent the people of Lane Cove and stand here today to 

affirm their right to an agile and responsive Council that helps to protect their 

local interests.  I urge the State Government to consider the results of our 

high performing innovative Council and to listen to the feedback from our 45 

community.  Local democracy is more about the give than the take and it is 
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my concern that if we’re forced to merge then all that will happen for the Lane 

Cove community is take, take, take.  A merged entity will be taking more 

money in rates, taking away local representation and taking away our strong 

sense of community.  Thank you. 

Rob: Thank you Mayor Hutchens.  Mayor Jerome Laxale from Ryde.  Thank you 5 

Mayor. 

Jerome: Thanks Dr Lang.  I’d like to start by acknowledging the traditional owners of 

the land as well and paying respect to elders both past and present.  To the 

delegate from the office of Local Government, Dr Robert Lang, to residents of 

our local community, fellow Councillors and staff, thank you for the opportunity 10 
to address you on this important issue.  My name is Jerome Laxale.  I’m 

Mayor of Ryde.  I speak on behalf of the city of Ryde as endorsed by 

resolution of Council on 27th of January 2016.  I’m joined also by the General 

Manager of the City of Ryde, Ms Gail Connolly.   

 I must begin by sharing a story with you Dr Lang.  The last time I was in this 15 

building was just over nine years ago.  I was here for my wedding reception 

and I’ve got to say I was a much better mood then than I am now.  I’d also like 

to note for the record that on that night my wife and I, two individuals became 

one with consent as opposed to the forced arrangement being discussed 

tonight.   20 

 Now Dr Lang, it will come as no surprise that I’ll start by saying I’m 

disappointed that the Government has continued to push ahead with forced 

amalgamation.  This unjustified and unnecessary proposal is at odds with the 

81 per cent of citizens in Ryde who opposed the Premier’s plans.  

Furthermore, this proposal is based on questionable evidence presented by 25 

the state, that the community would experience benefits of a merger or even 

an improved financial position as a result.  Benefits quoted in the proposal are 

overstated and bordering on being deliberately false.  It concerns me that the 

New South Wales government has summed up over 100 years of history, our 

financial positions and the benefits of merging these Councils in just 18 30 

pages.  On our city’s preliminary review of this merger proposal, there are 

serious concerns over the data presented by outdated and not showing the 

true financial position of our city and you heard that from Mayor Quinn before.  

In what example specific to Ryde? The merger proposal statement on Ryde’s 

financials claims a deficit of $5 million in the financial year 2425, yet our own 35 

long-term financial plan projects almost the exact opposite.  Our 

independently ordered figures show a surplus of nearly that same amount 

annually for the same period.  In short, the Government’s proposal shows a 

deficit and our audited figures show a surplus.   

 To add insult to injury, the State Government is asking Councils to respond to 40 

this merger proposal based on a flawed KPMG financial modelling that was 

only just released in part a little over a week ago.  We have called upon the 

New South Wales government to release the full report to assess how these 

figures were calculated but this has fallen on deaf ears.  Dr Lang, for us as a 
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city and an organisation to properly and fairly assess the Government’s 

proposal, we must have full access to that report. 

 In stark comparison to the Government’s merger proposal and this entire 

process, I wish to acknowledge the research and extensive consultation, all 

three Councils have done in our communities.  Unlike the Premier and unlike 5 

our local Members, Mr Dominello and Mr Roberts, we do not only seek the 

opinion of our residents but we actually value what they have to say.  This is a 

conversation we have held with our communities for four years and we have 

heard the same answer each and every time.  Our residents clearly have a 

pride in their history and unique identity, have confidence in our Council’s 10 
financial performance and have a strong desire to be in control of their own 

future.  This is clearly demonstrated by the overwhelming majority of the 

community who want their Council to stand alone and opposed forced 

mergers, and yet the New South Wales government continues to disregard 

our voice.  All the reputable evidence that states the Government’s argument 15 

for amalgamation just doesn’t stack up.  It is shameful that the Premier with 

the unqualified support of local MPs is pushing through with a plan that has 

next to no support in our community.   

 Independent expert advice from the director of the Centre of Local 

Government at the University of New England, Professor Brian Dollery, 20 

confirm that forced Council amalgamations would not deliver cost savings or 

other efficiencies to ratepayers and businesses in our area.  In fact, Professor 

Dollery found that forced mergers are not only very expensive but have 

seldom achieved their proclaimed outcomes using the failed Council mergers 

in Queensland as an example.  Data from 2008 in Queensland shows the 25 

experience of compulsory amalgamation shows that the average cost of the 

Council merger was about $8.1 million dollars after only the first two years.  

This cost has to be paid for by ratepayers of the merged Council area and 

comes at the price of high rates, higher fees and charges or fewer services.  

Professor Percy Allan has stated in his advice on shared services that there is 30 

no compelling evidence that centralising all local Council activities in a single 

mega-Council produces cost efficiencies, hence, the most efficient path for 

Local Government is to share those activities that benefit from size while 

keeping in-house those activities done best on a small scale.  At the city of 

Ryde, we do not accept that forced mergers are appropriate but we also have 35 

stated that doing nothing is not an option.  It’s for this reason that we join with 

our colleagues in Hunters Hill and Lane Cove to propose the joint regional 

authority that you’ve heard about tonight.  The process undertaken by our 

three Councils in the lead-up to our submission to the Fit for the Future 

programme included the community’s clear rejection of any forced 40 

amalgamation and significant support for the formation of the JRA.  Our 

submission outlined the robust community engagement process that was 

undertaken and the details of the extensive research and assessment process 

demonstrating that the proposed JRA model is an alternative to amalgamation 

and one that crucially meets the state’s government’s scale and capacity 45 

criteria.  The JRA meets that and all of the State Government’s objectives for 

Local Government reform whilst crucially retaining local identity and 

communities of interest; this is something that cannot be achieved through 
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forced amalgamation.  If given the opportunity Dr Lang, in forming the JRA we 

can immediately get a better, more efficient and financially beneficial result 

through co-operation rather than through any disruptive process of forced 

amalgamation.   

 The existence of this joint organisation proposal is evidence of co-operation 5 

and strategic planning between our neighbours and to pre-empt the question 

that you may be asking yourself already, if we can co-operate now then why 

shouldn’t we amalgamate.  I’ll answer that question for you.  The cost of 

implementing our proposed amalgamation for our Councils is estimated by 

our staff to be at $80 million over three years.  Amalgamation proponents 10 
assume all services will produce economies of scale where empirical 

evidence and research into previous amalgamations has proven that many 

forecasted savings for amalgamations just have not been achieved.  Ninety-

two per cent of our community supported the JRA as you’ve heard.  We’ve got 

an issue with a level of local representation.  Currently on average, every 15 

5800 residents in our joint LGAs have access to one Councillor.  Under the 

proposed merge entity, this ratio increases to one Councillor for every 13700 

residents, representing a significant reduction of representation to the 

community.  The JRA provides the opportunity for each Council to maintain its 

local identity, local representation and continue to deliver services best 20 

delivered at the local level.  I repeat, this is something that an amalgamated 

entity will just not be able to achieve.  These reasons are why our Councils 

have, after assessing all options, agreed to support this JRA model.  Our 

proposal is consistent with the independent panel’s report and 

recommendation number 43 to initiate joint organisations as an interim 25 

measure pending future action on mergers and most importantly, we believe 

that the JRA is a viable reform alternative to forced amalgamations.  Now 

you’ve heard from Mayor Quinn the recommendations from the parliamentary 

enquiry, I won’t repeat those in the interests of moving ahead. 

 I feel that it’s my duty as Mayor to report to your resolution of Council from an 30 

extraordinary meeting we held last week.  At this meeting, we reaffirmed our 

opposition to forced mergers, stated our preference to stand alone and 

followed our preference to be allowed to form joint regional authority with 

Lane Cove and Hunters Hill. 

 Interestingly, we also found out what I believe to be the will of the Premier and 35 

local MPs and that is for this merger process to result in a newly formed 

Council dominated by one political party.  To enable this, a number of 

Councillors proposed a model of five wards with three Councillors in each 

ward.  I believe that this model of wards will result in a situation where one 

political party would rule the new Council, as system of five wards and three 40 

Councils in each ward would mean a quota of 25 per cent would be required 

to secure election, a quota so high would result in a Council that has zero 

representation from independent Councillors.  This system would only benefit 

larger parties.   

 Dr Lang any level of government is only as good as its opposition and a 45 

Council without a mix of major parties and independence i.e. a Council 
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dominated by one party would be terrible for ratepayers across our Local 

Government area.  Fortunately, the majority of Councillors at this meeting 

voted against this proposal.  The majority voted for a system of three wards 

with five Councils in each ward.  We were of the opinion that three wards 

would result in an electoral system which would provide more realistic 5 

opportunities for independent Councillors being elected.  This will primarily be 

achieved by a ward of five Councillors having a much lower quota of around 

16 per cent as opposed to 25 per cent.  Now naturally, some Councillors 

didn’t take too kindly to this majority decision and will no doubt seek to put this 

forward as an alternative to you through other means. 10 

 Dr Lang, I am of the view that if the Premier and Mrs Dominello and Roberts 

are going to trash our combined histories with a stroke of a pen, then they 

should at least give our communities the benefit of a fair, balanced and 

representative Council, a system of three wards and five Councillors, in my 

opinion, would help achieve this.  I do however need to repeat of course that 15 

our first firm preference is for each Council to stand alone and we believe that 

it’s our democratic right for each of our Councils to remain.   

 I think it’s time for Premier Mike Baird, Minister Paul Toole and our so-called 

local MPs to stop steamrolling our community and drop their plans to forcibly 

amalgamate our cities.  The merger proposal that you have been tasked to 20 

assess is fundamentally floored.  It seems that the Premier has channelled 

author Mary Shelley and is seeking to create a monster Council to rule over 

local communities.  This merger proposal is Mike Baird’s Frankenstein, a 

monster not of our creation.  This Frankenstein proposal makes incorrect 

assumptions and it overlooks the long-held opinion of those who really matter.  25 

The people of Hunters Hill, the people of Lane Cove and the people of the 

City of Ryde. 

 Dr Lang, I truly hope that you study the evidence to be presented in our 

submission, refuting the financial benefits of the proposal and not ignore the 

recommendations by the parliamentary enquiry as the Premier Mr Dominello 30 

and Mr Roberts have done.  We simply cannot let the future of Local 

Government be decided by a Premier and local MPs who are singing from the 

same song sheet as big developers.  If you think about the big public reforms 

of our lifetime, Medicare, the introduction of the GST and most recently, the 

decision to sell our state’s electricity assets, these reforms were all passed 35 

through public processes that required majority public support. 

 Dr Lang, you should only recommend that our cities merge if it can be 

demonstrated that this proposal has majority public support, and if you don’t 

believe our survey figures then please conduct your own independently of us 

as you have the ability to do as delegate of the Office of Local Government. 40 

 Dr Lang in your recommendation, I truly hope that you give the highest rating 

possible to the views of our citizens.  We all have a voice and it’s about time 

that we be heard.  Thank you. 
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Rob: Thank you.  Thank you Mayor Laxale.  If I could call forward the public 

speakers now, non-Council members, I’d like to call speakers 4, 5 and 6 

forward, if you can come towards the front, who are about to speak, that’d be 

great, we’ve got some spare chairs here for that reason.  Number 4, ****, 

where are you? Thank you.  After that, **** and ****.  Thank you.  Come 5 

forward. 

Speaker 4: Thank you Dr Lang.  I’m not quite sure what I did to get to speak first after the 

three Council representatives, it’s the only lottery I’d ever won, I’m not sure 

the prize is actually pretty fitting.  I’m going to speak very quickly.  I’m going to 

make two points, it’s the first time I’ve ever participated in something like this, 10 
first time I’ve ever sort of turned up at that local sense.  However I fear that 

what I say will not necessarily be popular with everybody in the room.  When I 

think about my local community, when I think about my local identity, I 

recognise that I live in Lane Cove Council in Riverview, my children go to 

primary school in Ryde, the pub I watch the football at is in Hunters Hill, I 15 

swim at the Lane Cove pool with friends, I paddle in the Lane Cove River that 

separates Lane Cove Council and Hunters Hill with some other friends.  I go 

to the movies with my extended family in Ryde, our favourite Chinese regular 

is in Hunters Hill, our favourite Italian is in Ryde and our favourite pizza place 

is in Lane Cove.  The simple point is my local community and identity is not 20 

defined by or restricted to local Council boundaries.  The second point I would 

make then in, I would say this with genuine, and I’ll come onto why in a 

second, with genuine respect to both the elected and employed Council staff 

and the very eloquent and important comments that the Mayor’s made before 

I spoke.  I believe they are overstating the contribution that Council’s make to 25 

my sense of community and local identity.  My sense of identity of having lived 

in Riverview for 20 years and engaged in the community that I spoke of is 

about people, places, associations and memories, and that has nothing to do 

with where a Council boundary line is drawn on a map and has nothing to do 

with which logo at a particular point in time sits on a piece of local 30 
infrastructure, they are separate things.  I point to the example of the two 

other biggest cities in Australia, Brisbane; they have one Council for the entire 

city.  I’m not saying that’s the right model at all but what I will say is that I 

would deny in any sense that the people of Brisbane have any less of a sense 

of local identity and community, whether they live in West Chermside or 35 

Wellers Hill.  I point to Melbourne that has recently, within the last few 

decades I believe, merged into large Councils and yet Melbourne is renowned 

for its local village culture and identity be it Brunswick, Prahran, St Kilda, 

whatever, it does not depend on local Council boundaries. 

 The last point very quickly, I heard a bell, I’m not sure what the rules are on 40 

disclosure, I will simply note I am a resident of Riverview for 20 years, I’m a 

senior New South Wales public servant, I have no responsibility in the areas 

of Local Government or mergers, I am here in my private and personal 

capacity.  Thank you. 

Rob: Thanks ***.  ****.  Thank you. 45 
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Speaker 5: Good evening Dr Lang and fellow attendees.  My name is ****.  I’m a resident 

of Gladesville under the administration of Hunters Hill Council.  As a long-term 

resident, I welcome Local Government reform.  A number of residents are 

flying ribbons and campaigning against amalgamation because they don’t 

want to lose the Hunters Hill Council of the past.  I agree with their sentiment 5 

but I’m afraid we’ve already lost what I think was worth protecting, based on 

what I’ve seen from Hunters Hill Council in recent years.  I am disappointed 

that my Council has squandered the opportunity to generally consult with 

residents and ratepayers to improve Local Government under the Fit for the 

Future regime initiative.  Instead, they took it upon themselves to define the 10 
superior alternative exclusively as this joint regional authority, an additional 

layer of bureaucracy sitting above the member Councils, that more 

bureaucracy is somehow meant to bring greater operating efficiency.  Council 

then undertook what was represented as public consultation when there was 

no other form of superior alternative presented or investigated even.  The 15 

opportunity to pursue realignment of boundaries and to propose smaller 

voluntary amalgamation was missed completely.  The claim that 70 or 80 per 

cent of people want a JRA is nonsense.  Seventy or 80 per cent of people 

chose a superior alternative against a mega-merger or standing alone which 

was described as having no chance of succeeding; it’s not the same thing, it’s 20 

misrepresenting the consultation.   

 As a resident of Gladesville, I look forward to our suburb having one Council 

to manage planning and development.  I look forward to a single local 

environmental plan, a single development control plan and one Council 

assessing development applications on both sides of Victoria Road.  I look 25 

forward to having one Council responsible for managing parking, as well as 

vehicle and pedestrian movements around my suburb and integrating 

commercial precincts within and outside of each shopping centre.  I look 

forward to having one Council maintain infrastructure to a uniform standard 

and a consistent streetscape.  Our Councils were critical of a State 30 
Government megamerger plan which would have split Macquarie Park for 

reasons like this.  I look forward to the State Government solving these exact 

problems for Gladesville because our Councils won’t.  I welcome relief from 

the Hunters Hill Council that prioritises its own survival by constantly claiming 

excellence instead of improving actual performance.  It’s grossly hypocritical 35 

and every time the State Government talks about amalgamation, Hunters Hill 

Council claims that only it can protect its heritage, given what’s happening in 

10 Cowell Street, Gladesville, happening to it.  Hunters Hill Council entered 

into option deeds for the disposal of properties in Cowell Street and Massey 

Streets in Gladesville to the owner of the shopping centre next door.  There 40 

was no public consultation against the recommendation of the relevant 

guidelines from the office of Local Government, there was no public tender 

and there were no protections built into the disposal to ensure that the new 

development would comply with local planned instruments instead of allowing 

the developer to run to the State Government to approval the larger 45 

development now slated for the site.  Worst of all, Council had an outstanding 

recommendation from a heritage expert to provide the protection of a heritage 

listing to the property at 10 Cowell Street but bound itself to the disposal 

before deciding whether to apply to Heritage listing.  Council had even 
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exhibited the draft local environment plan 2012 with that property included for 

Heritage listing and then changed its mind prior to submission to the State 

Government, apparently because Council hadn’t had time to consider the 

expert recommendation.  A few days before the Council meeting at which it 

resolved to take the property off the listed Heritage items, a senior staff 5 

member issued a certificate to the prospective acquirer, stating that no 

heritage protections apply to the property, even though the draft LAP, which 

had been on exhibition had it listed as a heritage item.  After years of trying to 

get Hunters Hill Council to do its job and answer that outstanding of a heritage 

listing, even when the LAP was amended in 2015, to finally apply this listing, 10 
the wording since the State Government was diluted from the resolution that 

was approved in the Council meeting.  Apparently, this style of managing 

asset disposals around inconvenient heritage listings, mainly behind closed 

doors, is so good that Hunters Hill Council should be protected.  I think not 

and in Gladesville, I am far from alone. 15 

Rob: Thank you ****.  **** followed by **** number seven.  ****. 

Speaker 6: Good evening Dr Lang.  My name is **** and I live in the city of Ryde in the 

little suburb of Marsfield, which I can assure you is a long way from here and I 

don’t just mean in terms of distance.  And in the interest of disclosure, I’m a 

former Councillor and Mayor of the City of Ryde.   20 

 Firstly bouquets for the proposal, sadly there are only two; the proposal finally 

removes the division of the Gladesville town centre and I think with having 

one entity in control of the planning there, it will help revitalise that centre 

which has been lacking for a number of years.   

 Also, personally, I will not mourn the passing of a three separate 25 

bureaucracies that cover this particular area.  However, this proposal does 

nothing to allay my fears that one single large blow to bureaucracy will not 

replace them.   

 Sadly now to the brickbats, and I think there’s a great missed opportunity in 

regards to this proposal and that’s in relation to the Eastwood town centre.  30 

Currently, it’s plagued in torrential rains from overland flow and flooding which 

caused significant problems in the town centre and at the Eastwood suburb.  

That water comes out of Parramatta.  Under these proposed boundaries, the 

water will still come out of Parramatta and I’m quite certain the big super 

Parramatta Council which is proposed will be equally unwilling to pay for the 35 

water that comes out of their city that causes the problems in ours.  I’m 

concerned that the proposal – I’ve read it a couple of times as it appears on 

the web because it doesn’t answer too many questions and I would have 

honestly thought that if the Government wanted the community to support 

these proposals, they would have taken us into their confidence and given us 40 

more details.  The first is how many Councillors.  Well the proposal says 12 

but I know Premier Baird is on the public record as saying he wants to have 

uneven Councillors so there are majority decisions.  So which is it – 12 or 13 

or more? I would actually submit to you that the new amalgamation, if it 

proceeds, should have 15 Councillors.  Currently there are 28 and I would 45 
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believe that if there were 15 in the new entity that would allow some 

semblance and continuation of actual local representation and I think a 

reduction from 28 to 15 is more than reasonable. 

 Other speakers have spoken in relation to how the wards would be structured 

and again the proposal on the web is weak.  It says ‘oh we haven’t really 5 

made up our minds’ well again, if you want community support for what’s 

being proposed, why wasn’t it in the proposal where there would be a ward 

structure.  In fact, the proposal is even mute on how a Mayor would be 

elected.  Is it going to be a popularly elected Mayor? Is he going to be elected 

by the Council? Is that decision going to be made when this amalgamation 10 
proposal is set in train or is it going to be made by the new Council after 

they’ve been elected? Again, this proposal is totally silent on these issues and 

I think it’s really disappointing.  Other speakers have commented on the 

financial proposals and the KPMG report.  I won’t add to that except to make 

the comment Professor Brian Donnelly [sic], the Director of the Centre of 15 

Local Government at the University of New England has described the KPMG 

report as awash with errors.  It doesn’t exactly fill us with confidence and 

there’s a line in the report that’s on the web that says the new proposal ‘may 

enable the new Council to reduce its reliance on rate increases’.  I don’t 

anybody in this room believes that so please.   20 

 I’m very disappointed too that there have been a numbers of the Government, 

mainly in regional areas who’ve been very outspoken about the opposition to 

their governments own plans.  You’ve got Andrew Gee, the member for 

Orange, who said the process has been shambolic in nature.  Katrina 

Hodgkinson, MP, the member for Cootamundra, “I will support Councils in my 25 

electorate that do choose to stand alone.” You’ve got Gareth Ward, new 

member for Kiama.  “I understand the Government is seeking to make 

Councils more efficient and to save ratepayers money, that is a great goal but 

this is not necessarily the way to do it.” I’ve got to say to you Dr Lang, I’m very 

disappointed that our local members haven’t spoken up for our community.  30 

Thank you. 

Rob: Thank you.  Number seven **** followed by number nine ****.  Thank you. 

Speaker 7: **** from Lane Cove speaking for the Lane Cove Bushland and Conservation 

Society.  The society has been in existence for over 40 years, protecting the 

bushland and amenity of our Lane Cove.  We see the proposed merger as 35 

unnecessary, very poorly argued and an affront to the clearly stated wishes of 

Lane Cove residents.  I want to deal with scale and capacity.  The merger 

document trumpets the supposed benefits from the merger.  It frequently 

refers to scale and capacity and strategy, which have clear financial 

implications.  It claims that the individual Councils proposed to be merged do 40 

not have the scale and capacity and financial resources to carry out their 

roles, however, we claim the premise of the benefits of greater scale and 

capacity is false and thus the conclusions of the benefits that the merger 

would bring will be false.  The scale and capacity assertions come from the 

reports by the enquiry into Local Government and IPART with IPART simply 45 

following ILGRPs recommendations.  The statements about the scale and 
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capacity are general, unsupported by any evidence, total unquantified and 

allow the Government to reach any conclusion that it wants, however, IPART 

felt able to make the quantitative judgment that Lane Cove, Hunters Hill and 

Ryde Councils did not have the scale and capacity to make them fit for the 

future.  In contrast, there is a large body of empirical evidence to show that 5 

there are significant dis-benefits from amalgamations and that there is no 

correlation between size and efficiency and that the amalgamations that have 

occurred in Victoria, Queensland and New Zealand have not produced the 

purported results, indeed there have been some big amalgamations to the 

merger proposal.  The ILGRP and IPART recommended the merger of Lane 10 
Cove, Hunters Hill, Mosman, North Sydney, Willoughby and part of Ryde 

Councils with a predicted population in 2031 of 365,400.  The merger 

proposal document fails to mention about original proposal that was for a 

much bigger merger and gives no reason for this lesser merger.  Again, there 

is no evidence given that this mini megamerger will have the scale and 15 

capacity for the future.  After all, it will have 200,000 less people than the 

megamerger.  Surely this demonstrates what was clear from the beginning of 

this exercise that the Government wants, probably for political reasons, to 

only have to deal with a small number of Councils in metropolitan Sydney 

would also suit the development industry.  The process is ideologically driven 20 

by the belief that bigger is better and that the numbers are largely arbitrary.  

What took me onto the – oh the value of bushland.  Over the past 40 years, 

there’s been a major growth in the recognition of the value of Lane Cove’s 

bushland as a source for the preservation of biodiversity, a haven for wildlife, 

a valuable recreational resource and an aesthetic delight.  This growth and 25 

awareness has been fostered by members of the community working with 

Lane Cove Council and educating the public Councillors and Council staff on 

the value of our remarkable asset.  Many of thousands of volunteer hours 

have been put into bush regeneration and rehabilitation alongside Council’s 

funded contractors.  One measure of the importance attached to the large 30 
hectares of bushland is Council’s funding for bushland.  Council spends about 

a million dollars per annum, of which about $300,000.00 is from grants.  The 

$700,000.00 of ratepayers expenditure is about $22.00 per head of 

population.  We suggest that the merged Council may put a lower value on 

bushland and that it would be very difficult for the potential proposed three 35 

Councillors when they go to maintain the current level of commitment, 

potentially undoing years of productive work.  We know from meetings and 

surveys that the community does not want any merger.  If there is any doubt, 

you can recommend that a plebiscite be held.  We know that Lane Cove 

Council works, is debt-free, responsive and sensitive to community needs and 40 

is certainly fit for our future.  It is genuine Local Government. 

Rob: Thank you ****.  ****.  Thanks ****. 

Speaker 8: Good evening Dr Lang and members of the public.  I’m actually asking to 

speak on behalf of the Osborne Park Progress Association.  Thank you for the 

opportunity to make a submission on this important issue.  Our organisation is 45 

opposed to the proposed amalgamation of Lane Cove, Ryde and Hunter Hill 

for the following reasons:- The proposal does not have community support.  

This is evident from the majority of comments made by people who spoke at 
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today’s early sessions, in the middle of the day, and also from the large 

numbers of letters in the local newspapers such as the North Shore Times 

and the weekly Times.  The Boundary Review states that this proposal is 

informed by four years of consultation.  Well I’ve been a member of this 

organisation and a number of other organisations in Lane Cove for a very long 5 

time and I think I’ve got my ear to the ground on these kind of things, and I 

would say that they amount of consultation has been extremely minimal if at 

all.  However, the majority of Lane Cove residents have rejected wide-scale 

amalgamations when the current State Government came to power on the 

platform of no forced amalgamations as annunciated by the current Liberal 10 
Premier, Mike Baird before the election.  If the amalgamations were to 

proceed, this would represent an enormous backflip by the Government of 

something which was announced prior to the election.  We will lose 

democratic representation.   

 Local government is the closest tier of government to the people and 15 

therefore it should be the most responsive to the needs of the community.  

We have a close relationship with Lane Cove Council, built over many, many 

years and have local Councillors known to the community.  We consider this 

model is our best chance to have a say on development proposals and 

strategic plans that impact on us.  We believe that once merged with such a 20 

large Council as Ryde, we will be alienated from the decision-making process 

and our strong sense of community will be eroded.  Government Infrastructure 

projects are more likely to override local interests.  Participation in the 

democratic process is the key to good governance, a model that will reduce 

participation must have a negative impact.  There is no evidence that the 25 

large scale Councils reduce costs or function better than smaller ones.  In fact 

the experience in Queensland and Victoria would indicate the opposite, 

increased rates and reduced services leading to expensive demergers.  Our 

Council already works closely with other North Shore Councils on many 

platforms.  To take advantage of the economies of scale where they are 30 
possible, e.g. garbage and recycling contracts, library network and other 

sustainable initiatives.  They’re exploring ways to increase these too.  A 

merger is not required to gain advantage here.  Although the merger proposal 

claimed $86 million will be saved over 20 years, this does not adequately take 

into account the high cost of the merger including redundancy payments to 35 

Council workers or unique employment arrangements.  We have no way of 

analysing the reliability of this $86 million figure which is purely a claim based 

on a report, which up till now has not been available for the public to peruse.  

It should be noted that the $86 million when divided by a number of residents 

now in the three Council areas, which is 160,000 people would only be a 40 

saving of $27.00 per year per resident.  Hardly a deal-breaker when so much 

else is at stake.  Lane Cove Council is in a relatively strong position 

financially.  To merge with less financially secure Councils could lead to a 

transfer of funds from other areas as sources are pooled.   

Rob: Thanks ****.  I think you’ve had your time. 45 

Speaker 8: Okay.  Thank you. 
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Rob: Thank you.  If you’ve got more, please put it in the written submission.  

Number 10 ****.  Thank you. 

Speaker 10: Good evening Dr Lang.  I’m ****.  I live in Lane Cove and I’m addressing you 

tonight to strongly oppose this forced amalgamation of Lane Cove Council 

with Hunters Hill and Ryde.  Lane Cove Councillors have been democratically 5 

elected.  The Council operates legally and efficiently, nevertheless, we have 

been forced into justifying why our democratically elected Council should 

remain.  My reasons address five of your 11 criteria.  Financial – Lane Cove 

Council has an excellent fiscal track record, not just now but consistently in 

past years.  Lane Cove Council has more than justified its financial track 10 
record in its documentation and response to the ongoing State Government 

persistence with this unwanted amalgamation.  Our Council has no debt and 

has consistently displayed a disciplined approach with ratepayer money.  The 

new amalgamated Council will not have a clean slate or new beginning.  It will 

be built on the decision of others, not on local Lane Cove representatives.  15 

The State Government financial gift to cover amalgamation costs does not 

counter this.  Government assumptions and calculations on costs and benefits 

have remained opaque.  It is hard to believe that rates will not increase and 

that amenity will not be reduced.  Representation – Lane Cove residents 

enjoy good access and representation from their nine elected Councillors.  20 

This is not something that we wish to lose.  Residents have not always agreed 

with the decisions made by their Council over the years but the opportunity to 

personally contact a local representative to discuss a problem has resulted in 

consistent early resolution to many community concerns.  A mega-Council 

after amalgamation, I think larger than the state electorate for Lane Cove, will 25 

not afford such a response on the ground.  Three Councillors, or however 

many we end up with for Lane Cove, simply will not be able to address the 

load and Councillors from other areas who do not have local knowledge or 

contacts will inhibit communication and opportunity for prompt and effective 

local resolutions.  Cohesion – there are no common boundaries between 30 
Lane Cove and these other Councils since the Lane Cove River physically 

separates us but aside from the Lane Cove River, there are some similarities 

in terms of historic buildings, historic areas and bushland.  However in terms 

of bushland, it is worth noting the extent and quality of the bushland in Lane 

Cove.  It forms part of the green leafy nature that Lane Cove is renowned for 35 

and which is so desirable both for families and developers.  Historical and 

traditional values – Lane Cove has strong community ties and affirmed artistic 

and cultural heritage.  Its village atmosphere is iconic and has been fostered 

over decades and reputed for its contribution to community and social 

cohesion.  It is a distinct community drawcard.  The community values 40 

developed do not accord with a large mega-Council incorporating areas with 

totally different histories, development and priorities.  And now the attitude of 

residents.  In the entire period that the State Government has adopted this 

route of no forced amalgamations, Lane Cove Council has held several public 

consultations and kept residents in touch with developments.  All 45 

consultations have drawn a full house.  The community overwhelmingly has 

asked their Councillors to stand strong in the face of forced amalgamations. 
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 So in summary, the Government has broken its promise of no forced 

amalgamations and the basis of financial promises are obscure.  Lane Cove 

Council has worked and it does work.  Our localness has been fostered.  As 

they say, ‘if it ain’t broke don’t fix it’ and especially when our Council has been 

democratically elected.  Thank you. 5 

Rob: Number 11, **** and if 12 and 13 can come forward to the front as well, 12 

and 13.  Thank you ****. 

Speaker 11: Dr Lang, my name is ****, I’m a 30-year resident and ratepayer of Hunters Hill, 

and I’m astonished that there has not been and apparently there will not be 

provision for a poll of residents on this very important subject.  Surely fairness 10 
and equity demand that before the Government implement this, they must poll 

the people involved.  It’s a drastic move and if such a merger goes ahead, 

and the same problems are faced here as Queensland and Victoria, we are 

the people who are going to land up carrying the financial can, not the State 

Government.  The government document refers to an infrastructure backlog of 15 

$71 million across the three municipalities.  Hunters Hill has a very small 

portion of that.  Should we be forced to carry the can for others? Also, the 

major part of the savings by far comes from $59 million projected from back 

office senior executive and admin functions but the document proposes the 

employment of an additional 66 frontline staff so can somebody please tell me 20 

where will be there savings? I ask you Mr Delegate, Dr Lang, to advise the 

Premier and cabinet to poll the ratepayers.  Mr Toole, who is pushing for this 

merger, is on record as saying there will be no amalgamation without 

approval.  Allan Jones showed this document to the public in Martin Place.  

Anthony Roberts said before the last election that forced amalgamation was 25 

not Liberal Party policy.  Further, how can it be fair and reasonable to place 

the ratepayers of Hunters Hill in the position where at best it seems we may 

have one Councillor or maybe an arm and a leg or something like that instead 

of a whole Councillor to look after our interests on such a merged Council, 

which will undoubtedly be dominated by Ryde, which is a very different 30 

dynamic.  Furthermore, we are very likely to land in the middle of a political 

fight as such a new Council will probably dominated by political parties, 

something we would abhor in Hunters Hill. 

 Finally, it seems to be me that many of the conclusions on page 16 of the 

Government document are based on hope, belief, but mainly on thumb-35 

sucking. 

Rob: Number 12.  ****.  Thanks ****. 

Speaker 12: Good evening.  My name is ****.  I am a third-generation resident for the 

Hunters Hill and our family have lived in Hunters Hill well over 50 years.  I am 

the founder of Hunters Hill Lifestyle with a following of over 8000 followers in 40 

Hunters Hill and Sydney area alone.  Not to mention over 50000 followers 

worldwide on various social media platforms.  I am also the social media 

director of Save Hunters Hill and a strong advocate of no forced 

amalgamations.  I am here to be a voice for the people.  I cannot be bought, 

bribed or silenced.  I am the moral consciousness that has exited the political 45 
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system.  I am woman hear me roar so back off Mike Baird.  We don’t want 

forced amalgamations.  This enquiry is a farce and you know it.  You have 

wasted enough taxpayers hard-earned dollars on this Fit for the Future 

campaign that is nothing more than a flawed process to bully Councils into 

submission.  Hunters Hill is Fit for the Future according to your criteria with 5 

only one exception and that is size and capacity, what a joke.  We have been 

an independent Council for over 155 years and have proven to both effective 

and fruitful to the community.  We are the oldest surviving garden suburb with 

the most per capita heritage sandstone homes in any Council area in 

Australia.  We have successfully financially managed our services for over 10 
150 years.  We have a completely different look and feel to Lane Cove, Ryde 

area and if we were to merge as this mega Council, tell me, who is going to 

preserve the historical beauty of our suburb? We currently have seven 

Councillors who do this job in separate wards and with this merger, we would 

be lucky to have one, well one is not enough.  Mike Baird, this Fit for the 15 

Future campaign, why don’t you call it as it is, carte blanche for the corporate 

elites to only deal with mega Councils for fast speedy approval processes for 

building developments.  You are annihilating local democracy at grass roots 

levels and taking away the voice of the people who will no longer have a say 

as to what happens in their own backyard.  This is unacceptable and the 20 

people have spoken through various forms of media outlets, from press, radio, 

TV and social media.  There was even a rally on the 18th November at Martin 

Place with thousands of people protesting against forced amalgamations.  

Many Councils are now working closely together to stop this process.  Even 

during the North Sydney bi-elections on December 5th despite Liberal 25 

spending over a million dollars on advertising campaigns, there was a swing 

of 17 per cent against the Liberals in Hunters Hill booths alone.  What will it 

take for you to listen? Do you want Malcolm Turnbull and the Liberals to lose 

their federal election? Well listen closely.  We are not going away.  We will not 

accept forced amalgamations just like Noosa in Queensland.  If we are 30 
forcibly amalgamated with Ryde and Lane Cove, mark my words we will 

eventually be de-amalgamated just like Noosa at taxpayers’ expense.  We will 

not go away.  We are a force to be reckoned with and if you continue with this 

political farce, it will be taken to the next level.  In any merger proposal, there 

must always be a properly conducted referendum of all electorates in each 35 

affected local area.  What are you afraid of? That you will lose the 

referendum? This is a democracy Mike Baird, not a dictatorship.  It’s plain and 

simple.  Do your job and serve the people, not the corporate elites.  Thank 

you. 

Rob: Thank you ****.  Number 13 **** and be followed by number 15 **** as well.  40 

Thank you.  Fifteen and 16, if you could come forward. 

Speaker 13: Dr Lang, my name is ****.  I am the president of the Ryde District RSL 

sub-branch, but more importantly, I’ve been a resident of the City of Ryde 

since December 1961.  We know the Baird government in New South Wales 

is on an ideological mission to amalgamate Local Government areas on a 45 

pretext of scale equals greater efficiencies.  Whilst in some industries, size is 

important to achieve economies of scale production, there are limits to the 

effectiveness of large organisations.  Whilst size may achieve a per unit cost 
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advantage, can it also achieve increases in service quality, delivery and 

customer satisfaction? This is the conundrum that faces both the Baird 

government and the residents of the affected LGAs.  It is my desire to keep 

the city of Ryde intact and independent.  I’m aware that these amalgamations 

are politically driven and I’m afraid without significant elector protest, it will be 5 

a fait accompli.  I haven’t been convinced by the New South Wales 

government’s argument that these amalgamations will lead to greater 

efficiencies and lower rates per resident, especially since savings predicated 

in the two reports by EY and KPMG, both of which have been used by a 

minister as the authority for amalgamation, each appear to have serious flaws 10 
in their premises and their methodologies.  I have experience with Council 

amalgamations in Queensland and, as a previous speaker, refer to we find 

Noosa Council being de-amalgamated and our now the envy of the residents 

of the larger Local Government areas in that area, both in rates and service 

quality.  With regard to the amalgamation of the Councils of the City of Ryde, 15 

Hunters Hill Municipal Council and Lane Cove Municipal Council, it should be 

noted that the City of Ryde represents some seven per cent of population of 

the amalgamated LGAs and is forecast to increase its population by some 

40000 within the next 15 years.  Hunters Hill is projected to grow a modest 

3600 and Lane Cove some 12000.  The greater source of population being 20 

predicated is overseas migration.  Looking at the proposed amalgamation, it is 

obvious that Ryde brings the bulk of the population revenue, service and area 

to the table.  Population is approximately 71 per cent of the total merged LGA, 

revenue is approximately seven per cent of total revenue, as is the total land 

area.  Ryde also includes the largest areas of income growth with significant 25 

developments planned for Macquarie Park and around various railway 

stations within the city.  That being so, the city of Ryde should assume some 

rights.  Firstly, the City of Ryde should continue to be the LGA name.  This is 

the only city in the merged entity and has a historical affiliation as the third 

oldest settlement in Australia, predating both Lane Cove and Hunters Hill, and 30 
bordering the Parramatta River, which was the historical driver for the 

establishment of all three LGAs.  Secondly, if the city of Ryde is being 

merged, it should retain 70 per cent of Councillors within the geographic area.  

This is consistent with the democratic principles that the New South Wales 

government assures us directs the whole process.  Thirdly, if a new name is 35 

to be given to the merged entity, then it should reflect that the role of the 

traditional owners of the area and not be some conglomeration of existing 

names to satisfy existing residents.  However as I said before, it is my 

intention and my desire to keep the City of Ryde intact.  The City of Ryde is 

the final resting place of the Aboriginal Bennelong, the new LGA will be even 40 

larger than the federal electorate of Bennelong and if the City of Ryde’s to 

assume the burden of major revenue provider, then it should remain the most 

significant player in the new LGA. 

Rob: Thank you.  Thanks very much.  **** thank you. 

Speaker 14: My name is **** and I’m a resident of none of the three Councils which appear 45 

to be in extremis.  I’m in fact a resident of North Sydney but I feel so strongly 

on this issue that having grown up in Hunters Hill, I ought to speak to the 
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boundary commissioners through you on this matter.  I don’t wish to detain 

the meeting any longer so I’ll confine my remarks to two topics.   

 The first is the proposal is muted to save $86 million over the next 20 years.  

Forecasting that far ahead can have no value that far into the future.  There 

are so many factors which will come to bear on how Councils operate 5 

between now and 2020 – 48 or whenever it this is going to happen that we 

can’t – we will have three changes of government in that time, there will be an 

economic boom, economic recession, and the notion that the people of 

Hunters Hill are going to save approximately a million dollars a year can’t be 

relied upon.  But even if we were to accept that that estimate is true, then 10 
maybe we should just accept that paying an extra million dollars for the next 

20 years is the price of having local democracy.  I have never paid a cent of 

rates to the Council of Hunters Hill, nor do I anticipate having the financial 

wherewithal to do for the next few years, but not withstanding that, it is a price 

worth paying to maintain our local democracy and that’s my second topic.  As 15 

previous speakers have pointed out, Hunters Hill will be lucky to have one 

Councillor, maybe less in the new amalgamated Council.  But even if it were 

to have two, three or even its seven Councillors in the new Council, there 

would still be a lack of democracy because the views of those Councillors 

would be overridden by those who represent wards in Lane Cove and Ryde 20 

and that’s not to say anything against those Councils.  They’re proper 

Councils which are run well but they have different interests and their 

residents have different interests to protect.   

 So if amalgamation is to bring financial and democratic benefits then I can’t 

see why this government hasn’t proposed doing away with local Council 25 

altogether.  If amalgamation is to have savings, then why aren’t the functions 

of Local Government centralised in one state department and administered 

from Macquarie Street.  That proposal hasn’t been made and I can’t see why 

not.  I move the commissioners to have a vote under Section 265 of the Local 

Government Act to take the true pulse of the community and establish finally 30 

and determinatively whether an amalgamation has democratic support. 

Rob: Thank you ****.  ****.  Thank you. 

Speaker 15: Hello, my name is **** and I first would like to acknowledge that we’re 

Aboriginal land and pay respect to the elders, past and present.  I am a 26-

year resident of Hunters Hill.  I’m a medical practitioner and I did stand as the 35 

Greens candidate in the last election.  I think that I must state first the 

dynamics at the validity of this process.  I think the process is a farce.  I’m 

concerned Mr Lang, Dr Lang sorry that you are unable to be neutral because 

of your current employment but I do ruefully concede you may well have the 

ear of the Premier.  I think this process is bad, that it was announced just 40 

before Christmas so the Department of Local Government closed I believe the 

day after.  We have no KPMG document to actually judge what is happening 

here.  I believe that the Government has an obligation to implement the will of 

the people; that’s what democracy means.  The government gets its 

legitimacy from the fact that the people want it there and what it wants to do.  45 

We have a binary system in which the Government gets 40 odd per cent of 
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the primary vote and then claims a mandate to do 100 per cent of what it 

wants on all issues.  It knows perfectly well that has no such thing but this 

myth is maintained for people to do exactly what they want and this is one of 

the more sordid examples.  No-one has spoken about the Canada Bay 

merger, which of course they had a referendum which rejected it and yet went 5 

ahead.  No-one has talked about any benefits of that, nor about the 

Queensland and Western Australian experience.  This has been basically the 

propaganda paid for by the taxpayers and we have to sit there on TV and 

watch our money tell us what we should think.  I believe there has been a 

major corruption of process.  In the olden days, corruption was when a 10 
minister got a weekender up the north coast paid by a developer and he then 

got a development project through.  Nowadays, huge amounts of donations 

flow into political parties.  There’s a privatisation policy.  There’s a wholesale 

giving away of major public assets, the electricity system, the rail system, the 

road easements, the museums, the hospitals, the educational facilities and 15 

now the Councils are given effectively to the big end of town that are donors.  

The government no longer is elected by the people and for the people, and it 

doesn’t act for the people, it is acting for its donors.  It has been bought, and 

in America that’s regarded as normal with the person who raises the most 

money wins as it has been the case for I believe every US presidential 20 

election except one in the last 40 years.  This is not what democracy is about, 

it’s not what government should be doing, it’s certainly not what the people 

want, and the Government knows perfectly well it’d never get a referendum 

through.   

 The IPART report arbitrarily said we have to have 250000 people.  There was 25 

no real reason for that criteria, there was no intellectual discussion of why that 

was.  The OECD average for Council I understand is 27244.  Hunters Hill in 

fact survived on every criteria except scale and size which as I say is a totally 

arbitrary criteria.  The report says that ‘Hunters Hill fails to demonstrate it can 

stand alone as good or better than the merger’, unquote.  In other words, the 30 
onus of proof is reversed, it is alleged that it will do this under a merger and it 

is alleged that it doesn’t meet, can’t do better.  This criteria is totally arbitrary.   

 The thing that has been also disappointing about this government and it’s 

been a trend, not only in the current Liberal government and the previous 

Labor government is to abolish the Department of Planning.  The planning 35 

department has become a rubber stamp for developer’s plans.  It doesn’t 

develop a state plan with consensus and then plug a development into it, it 

simply gives away assets or lets developers propose things and then it simply 

rubber stamps them.  The Hunters Hill municipality is financially viable.  The 

$61 million dollars basically inflates the savings, it will be funded by large staff 40 

losses I assume so there’ll be no effect on services.  It underestimates the 

cost of the IT changes because these have always been huge in mergers.  It 

fails to consider the less responsiveness of Councils to local events.  It 

ignores the changeover cost to the relatively hostile ratepayers who have no 

regard to academic opinion or the past experiences in Queensland and 45 

Western Australia.  I do not understand what the reason for this Council 

merger is.  It has not clearly been stated by the Government and I suggest is 

a very venal regent and the whole process is corrupt.  I believe planning has 
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become a rubber stamp.  What is needed is a workshop plan in which 

developers are asked to contribute, not wholesale giving away of our 

democracy.   

Rob: Thank you.  Thank you ****.  Number 17 **** and then number 18 and 19.  **** 

thank you. 5 

Speaker 17: Good evening Dr Lang.  Gosh I was a bit caught out there, I thought I had 

another one or two before me so thank you very much indeed for listening to 

me.  My question is why is the Government breaking its election promise and 

trying to force amalgamations.  Lane Cove might begin with L but this is Lane 

Cove, not Lidcombe.  I’m totally opposed to forced Council amalgamations.  10 
The public quality of this debate has been lowered to a statement that more 

potholes will be repaired under an amalgamated Council.  What a potty 

argument.  The opposite has happened overseas where newly created mega-

Council backwaters have been completely neglected.  And who wants to 

spend hours on the phone waiting to speak to an even busier Council officer 15 

about a pothole or a rate notice only to be diverted to voicemail.   

 Lane Cove is in a sound financial position.  This Council provides excellent 

services to the community.  They do this despite ever-dwindling government 

funds, initiated funds I should say.  Lane Cove is democratic.  It has advisory 

committees to keep in touch with the community and provide advice on a wide 20 

range of services and I’m the chairperson of Council’s advisory committee, 

although I’m here in a community capacity tonight.  We have festivals, cultural 

events, open space to make other Councils envious and you can still see the 

Lane Cove River without your view being obscured by high-rise.  We don’t 

want this change to be forced upon us.  We don’t want our libraries degraded 25 

or services centralised so they are an hour’s drive away instead of five 

minutes.  With the massive influx of housing and additional rates, how can we 

not be financially Fit for the Future.  If the Fit for the Future argument had any 

merit at all, Lane Cove, Hunters Hill and Ryde Councils would not have 

survived until 2016.   30 

 No rate increases for four years they say? Well hello, that’s after the next 

election.  For four years, the Government or a mega-Council could awash or 

wash away all of our funds, sell off most of our assets and then executive 

salaries would rise and all the hidden costs would come in, come to the 

surface as has happened in Auckland and Christchurch.  Auckland, I hear, is 35 

over $2 billion in debt as a result of amalgamations.  Everyone knows how the 

figures can be fiddled.  We need transparency and honesty, not a massive 

advertising campaign designed to mislead the electorate.  No wonder 

Queensland Councils are de-amalgamating and Colin Barnett decided forced 

amalgamations were not such a grand idea after all.   40 

 Mega-Councils need to increase development with less local control, massive 

opportunity for corruption on a grander scale and of course it’s far easier for 

the Government of the day to ram through things with less Councils to deal 

with.  Where is the referendum? We’re not talking about changing dirty 

nappies here, we’re talking about a revolution, the demise of Local 45 
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Government.  I say to Mike Baird, cut your loss, stop dictating and listen to the 

people at a grass roots community level, are the people who vote.  These 

three Councils are diverse and completely different cultural, aesthetic and 

environmental and even geographical identities.  We want their status quo to 

remain with regards to Local Government and support the approach of Lane 5 

Cove, Hunters Hill and Ryde for a joint regional operation for expenses that 

can be shared and with no forced amalgamations.   

Rob:  Thank you.  Next speaker please.  I think it’s David Brooks-Horn. 

David: Thank you.  Dr Lang, my name’s David Brooks-Horn and I’ve been a 

Councillor in Lane Cove Council for the past seven years, two of which I was 10 
Mayor, and I feel very passionate about Lane Cove.  It’s a fantastic 

community and the Council does its best to try and foster that.  We partner 

with many community groups.  We hold a lot of community events.  These 

community groups have a lot of volunteers which make Lane Cove what it is.  

We have a very close connection and I feel that under an amalgamation that’s 15 

going to be lost.  Most of the community, if they want to speak to a Councillor, 

they can, if they don’t seem them in the plaza or walking down the street, they 

pick up the phone and a person answers and Councillors tend to be the first 

point of contact for Councils that do communicate with their communities.  I’m 

sure that in larger Councils, people probably don’t know their Councillors 20 

because, well I mean you have one Councillor per 20000 people, how would 

you possibly get to know them, but Lane Cove’s not like that.   

 Lane Cove is also incredibly financially responsible and stable.  We’ve 

recently started an infrastructure plan which, well it wasn’t recently, it’s been 

happening for quite a few years, and we’re not going into debt for it.  We’re 25 

building one bit of infrastructure that the community needs and has asked for 

and funding the next one, we’re not going into debt and we’re not waiting 

indefinitely for a magic pile of money to appear.  We’ve always had budget 

surpluses.  We’re debt-free and we meet all the financial benchmarks the 

Government have thrown at us, in fact, most of them would exceed.  The 30 

auditor puts us up as the model Council when he goes to other Councils, he 

uses us as the benchmark.  We’ve opposed a JRA and I won’t go into that but 

I’m sure you’ll hear a lot more about it.  But unlike the merge entity that’s 

being composed, the three Councils will willingly go into this.  It will have very 

little disruption.  There’s pretty much no start-up costs and there’ll be savings 35 

from Day 1 unlike the merge entity, and it’s also what our community wants.   

 If and when the merger happens, which I hope doesn’t happen, Lane Cove I 

think needs to have a strong level of Councillor representation.  We currently 

have nine and I think under the proposed merger, we’ve got anywhere from 

three to two, which is an incredible loss for the community.  So I think I’ll leave 40 

it there but thanks very much for your time. 

Rob: Thank you David.  Marc Gold thank you. 

Speaker 19: Good evening Dr Lang.  Marc Gold is my name.  I’m the current Deputy 

Mayor of Lane Cove.  I just want to speak to one point tonight and that is the 

attitude of the community and the community at large.  There has been an 45 
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enormous amount of community consultation that has been done over quite 

an extended period of time but consistently it comes back an overwhelming 

majority against forced amalgamations and an overwhelming majority in 

favour of a superior motion, that being the JRA; around about the 80-82 per 

cent consistently it comes up and that is not just reflected within the views of 5 

the Lane Cove community but also within Ryde and Hunters Hill, and I’d just 

like to refer to an article that was around this afternoon in the Sydney Morning 

Herald that was reporting on the speakers that came here and attended this 

afternoon’s session, and it quoted that for every four people that spoke 

against forced amalgamations, there was about one that actually was brave 10 
enough to speak in favour for amalgamations so my basic maths, one in every 

five is probably in favour of amalgamations.  Again, around 80 per cent clearly 

did not want the amalgamation, and tonight I’m speaker number 19 from what 

I worked out, two people spoke in favour of amalgamating, the others didn’t’ 

so therefore it’s actually about 10 or so per cent in favour, 90 per cent against 15 

it.  I think it keeps coming back overwhelming time and time again, people do 

not want amalgamated Councils, they want their local identity kept as is, 

they’re proud of who, particularly as a Lane Cove Councillor, as a current 

Deputy Mayor, the fiscal position that we are in, it’s unparallel and we keep 

getting positive feedback from our auditors time and time again with building 20 

great infrastructure, with great community services around with absolutely 

zero debt so if that is not a Council that can prove to the State Government 

and to yourself that we are indeed Fit for the Future, that can survive the way 

that we are, I don’t know what is so I just wanted to, so I want to leave you 

with that point, that an overwhelming majority of the ratepayers of this greater 25 

area that is proposed to me amalgamated are against amalgamation or in 

favour of the superior alternative, that being the JRA so I just wanted to urge 

you to put into your recommendation that that is what the overwhelming 

majority of the residents feel that live in this area.  Thanks for your time. 

Rob: Thanks Marc.  Soo-Tee Cheong, thank you. 30 

Soo-Tee: Thank you Dr Lang.  Thank you fellow Councillors and all of you who have 

made good and proper government a priority and have your voice heard here 

tonight.  My name is Soo-Tee Cheong.  I’m a Councillor at Lane Cove.   

 The goal of Local Government has always been and remain the effective 

representation of local community.  What began over a hundred years ago, 35 

the role in management of basic infrastructure such as the roads, bridges and 

drainage, has expanded over the years to include regional planning, planning 

and development approvals, community facilities such as parks and libraries.  

Community services such as childcare, age care, waste disposal and urban 

renewal, and Lane Cove has, very admirably, provided all these services.   40 

 Even though the role has evolved over the years, the goal has always 

remained the same; that is effective strong representation of local community 

to preserve and enhance the area we live in.  This is the reason why I have 

served in Lane Cove for the past three years.   
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 As we stand now at a critical juncture, it is more important than ever to make 

sure that local residents are properly represented and their voice are heard 

and the matters that concerned them are being resolved and acted upon.  The 

goal I talk about can be accomplished under the proposal of the joint regional 

authority model that you have heard, which was presented to the State 5 

Government by Lane Cove Council together with Ryde and Hunters Hill, 

which I strongly support.  However, if proper and transparent, I repeat proper 

and transparent public enquiries should find otherwise, which I hope it doesn’t 

and result in the merging of Lane Cove, Ryde and Hunters Hill, we will need 

to ensure that this Local Government area remains properly represented.  10 
This means there should be appropriate division of wards to ensure each 

ward is of a good and appropriate size, whereby the representative can be 

intermittently connected with the needs and concerns of the community they 

represent.  Thank you for your time and attention and I look forward to hearing 

the public voice and participation in this matter.  Thank you. 15 

Rob: Thank you, Soo-Tee.  Number 21, ****. 

Speaker 21: Thank you Dr Lang for allowing me to speak and thank you to the community 

for coming out to speak tonight.  I’d like to first acknowledge **** an Aboriginal 

elder who has come all the way over here from Woronora to speak tonight 

and due to a mishap with the booking, if there’s some time, I’d love for you to 20 

give him the option to speak because the Aboriginal people were here well 

before white people and the State Government has failed to consult with the 

Aboriginal people in respect to forced amalgamations.   

This will decimate regional communities and in particular, we are now on 

different country to the Cammeraygal people and you really need to have 25 

regard to that because it would be totally culturally insensitive if the 

Government does not consult with the Aboriginal people, which it has not.   

I don’t know where to start so I think I’ll go back to the beginning.  Sorry I’m a 

Councillor as well and this is my seventh year and I was Mayor for one year.  

My professional qualification, I’m a chartered accountant and also registered 30 

as a company auditor.  So this first comes across our table and obviously not 

being an expert in amalgamations, we sought the advice from Professor 

Dollery and Percy Allan, and I as quite open at that time and my view was hey 

if mergers work, then let’s do it but hey I’m not an expert, let’s talk to the 

experts.  However, the advice coming from those two professionals says that 35 

mergers will not work.  In actual fact, it will create diseconomies of scale and 

we then looked at other alternatives and at a NESROC meeting, I put forward, 

being an accountant, some ideas for structures.   

We then met with Ryde and Hunters Hill at a later date and we sort of then put 

forward the joint organisation model.  I mean you’d be quite aware at the 40 

moment with The Rocks and those structures, and they do work quite 

efficiently and again, when I was Mayor in 2013, I was with other, on the other 

side of the city with other Mayors and The Rocks has saved over nearly $100 

million over 10 years so this – first of all, we had the TCorp report and Lane 

Cove was assessed not fit because we had no debt, which is absolutely 45 
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ridiculous, then that leads into the Fit for the Future report, which we know 

was based on incorrect date from the TCorp.  We then lead into the IPART 

report which totally screwed up our presentation and said that we weren’t fit, 

our JRA wouldn’t survive, they failed to turn the page and look at the second 

page, and so here we are now with the proposal by the State Government to 5 

force the three Councils together and they’ve also produced a KPMG report, 

not in full but in detail, but you may not be aware that that is heavily qualified.  

I mean pretty much you would probably understand as a business person, 

you get, and I do as an auditor, that means absolutely jack in terms of 

credibility.  It has no credibility to Mike Baird’s $2 billion saving Local 10 
Governments is rubbish.  He’s been running around the country lying about 

the problems of Local Government.  I read Dollery’s book over Christmas and 

there’s a fellow in there called Vince, and he refers to the fabrication of 

problems within government by State Governments to achieve merger 

agendas and I feel that this is actually one of those situations because they 15 

have failed to release the KPMG report in full and as an accountant, I want to 

see the numbers because they do not stack up.   

We have, every single professional in this country support joint organisations, 

not one support for government’s model, it does not work.  We’ve seen I think 

in Queensland, it costs $360 million.  It failed.  Brisbane rates have gone up 20 

because of their mergers.  Every single state where mergers have occurred, 

rates have gone up to 30 per cent.  We’re all for reform in Local Government, 

but mergers will not work and that’s why we come out with our model.  As our 

Mayor said before, we implemented it and I have.  We hear about the issues 

with other Councils and we support that, and our submission in relation to, 25 

we’re considering the idea of having a senate style ticket, no boundaries but 

look forward to putting my personal submission and also our submission with 

Lane Cove and I hope you can hear from ****.  Thank you. 

Rob: Thank you.  Thanks very much.  Number 22, **** number 22 and then 23, 24.  

Thank you. 30 

Speaker 22: Dr Lang, thank you for an opportunity to make a submission.  Look I’ve lived 

in the Lane Cove municipality and also in Willoughby municipality.  I have 

properties in both areas for over 60 years.  I’m not the oldest person here but 

I’m maybe getting close to that.  I don’t have a strong view about 

amalgamations but I do have a strong view about some of the disadvantages 35 

that I don’t think have been articulated in local Councils as they are.  I should 

declare an interest, I’m a psychiatrist and I work with groups, and it’s well 

known and I think I can give lots of examples, there’s lots of examples in the 

press, that one of the benefits of amalgamating, however that’s done, and I 

think what’s proposed has a lot of problems, but the current system is that the 40 

dynamics of Councils, as they are now, very often become small fiefdoms 

where some individuals get themselves into Councils to promote an agenda in 

their own interests.  This has often led to decisions that don’t always meet the 

interest of the community and can lead to corruption, and there are numerous 

examples of that.  The larger the group, the less likelihood that this happens.  45 

It can still occur with individuals but it’s more difficult as people in larger 

organisations can be more accountable to more people and abhorrent 
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behaviour is more easily observed, and I think it’s a serious problems in 

Councils.  I think the proposal to merge Lane Cove Council with Hunters Hill 

and Ryde doesn’t make a lot of sense.  I think they’re areas with very different 

demographics.  It would be very logical to merge Lane Cove Council with 

Willoughby and North Sydney for example.  They have much more in 5 

common, I have a property in Willoughby, I currently live there.  I have a 

property in Lane Cove.  They have a lot in common, they share boundaries, 

which need co-ordination and I think the points made that there’s really not a 

lot of common interest between Hunters Hill and Lane Cove and Ryde, I think 

are facts that need taking into consideration.  I want to just address a couple 10 
of points made by the Mayor of Lane Cove that it’s a democracy with 94 per 

cent customer satisfaction rate; that isn’t true.  There’s a high level of 

dissatisfaction in the Lane Cove Council and I think a lot of us residents, a lot 

of us landowners look forward to some oversight in the behaviour of the 

Councils.  And something’s that’s been repeatedly said here is that Lane 15 

Cove Council’s met financial benchmarks.  I just want to make one area 

where some of these benchmarks have been met.  I think the crown in the 

jewel of Lane Cove has been the Lane Cove Plaza, not brought in by this 

Council.  Under the watch of this Council, they’ve renovated the plaza, it’s 

pretty ugly but that’s a personal opinion, but actually the plaza is now about a 20 

third of the size that it was because the area has been leased to the 

restaurants and it’s been closed off and yes, they’re getting high rents for that, 

the restaurant owners pay for it but that’s one area, they’re making money but 

at a disadvantage to the community.  It’s an area that, it’s not crowded, there’s 

little space for children to run around and play, it’s very necessary that this 25 

should have been preserved and there are many decisions, there’s not time 

here to go into them where that has met some of the financial benefits of the 

Council. 

Rob: Thank you.  **** number 23, thanks ****. 

Speaker 23: Good evening Dr Lang and other members here.  Oh I think maybe we need 30 

to go a little bit higher.  Okay.  Is that better? Yep.  Okay.  Thank you.  I have 

lived in Lane Cove since 1960.  I am a former Lane Cove Councillor and for 

many years until very recently represented my local resident association as 

president.  I speak now however as a local resident obviously.   

 I, together with the majority of Lane Cove residents, am totally against forced 35 

Local Government amalgamations, Fit for the Future.  Lane Cove Council 

fulfils that criterion.  For many years, it has been financially viable and 

sustainable and from all accounts, sorry this is my reading, will continue to be 

so but then the edict that they should amalgamate because they are a small 

Council contradicts that criterion.  Larger does not mean better services, 40 

neither does it guarantee that larger is more economic or cost-saving, and I 

quote from an academic paper and I think others have to, but it’s Professor 

Dollery and Associates.  “The ability of small Councils to accrue scale 

economies by purchasing services with substantial scale economies from 

other service level producers or to enter into resources sharing arrangements 45 

with neighbouring local authorities removes much of the force of the bigger is 

cheaper argument.  Therefore, the recommended joint regional authority 
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model introduced by Lane Cove, Hunters Hill and Ryde Councils would 

achieve that aim and could be a model followed by other Councils.  Also, 

enlargement of the boundary of a Council can make it more difficult to 

manage its activities, and I quote from the same article: “Management 

problems typically proliferate when amalgamation breaks the close links 5 

between small Councils and their residents.  As a small Council, Lane Cove 

Council has an excellent rapport with its community as is demonstrated by the 

larger number of volunteer organisations who give much of their time and 

resources for the community and Council.  And Council supports with grants, 

many of the community groups.   10 

 In addition, Lane Cove’s large number of bush care volunteers not only give 

their time but receive grants from outside sources.  Thus assisting Council 

with extra funding to regenerate our bushland.  As a small Council, Lane Cove 

Council has been innovative over the years.  The first Council to introduce 

community aid, copied all over the world and the first plaza ever in Australia 15 

and maybe in the world, I’m not sure.  Local government is what this is all 

about, not large or legal Councils which would govern with less representation 

and not be able to embrace the needs of the community in the same way as a 

smaller Council does.  State governments are impersonal because they are 

so large.  We do not want amalgamation of Councils which will distance the 20 

community because of their size.  I am also concerned about the loss of jobs 

by staff, who may find it difficult to find to find other positions, thus increasing 

unemployment in this state.  Lane Cove Council has more than met its 

obligation to the New South Wales State Government for increase 

development required, as no doubt have our labouring Councils.  One 25 

sentence sorry.   

 Last and not least, the demographic environment and landscape within Lane 

Cove is not comparable with the areas of proposed amalgamation of the 

Council.  Thank you.   

Rob: Number 24 ****.  Thanks ****. 30 

Speaker 24: Hello.  My name’s ****.  I’m a resident of Lane Cove.  I’ve lived there for over 

40 years.  My husband and I chose to move there when we were married and 

we have stayed there because of its special qualities.  We think the most 

qualities that make Lane Cove special are seriously threatened by this 

amalgamation proposal and we have thus opposed to forced amalgamation 35 

as bad for Lane Cove.  The special qualities that I refer to that I feel are 

important are environment and community, and personally I’ve quite a long 

association as a volunteer in the community around both those things.   

 Lane Cove is in part special because it has an unusual aura, a geography not 

common in the city with a vibrant centre not dissected by a main road or a 40 

railway line and which includes many key community assets in close 

proximity.  Lane Cove has developed a very strong local focus, community 

spirit and sense of place, all actively fostered by a Council which is very 

accessible and has develop strong relationships with the community.  And I 

think many other speakers have canvassed a sense of community, 45 



 34 

community spirit and the fact that we expect that would be lost when we are 

merged into a much larger area and that the values that we hold dear will not 

be able to be maintained and will be swamped by that larger area.  We feel 

neglect and being left as figuratively on the margins as we will be 

geographically.  And other speakers have also referred to loss of community 5 

of voice, loss of local representation and loss of our democratic rights in that 

respect so I won’t take that any further.   

 This does bring me to the geography of amalgamation.  It simply doesn’t 

make sense.  Lane Cove’s divided from Hunters Hill and Ryde by the Lane 

Cove River with no common boundaries at all.  The proposal actually does not 10 
assist with the very real planning problems we have along our actual land 

boundaries with Willoughby and North Sydney Councils, especially at St 

Leonards and along the Pacific Highway.  However, my concerns are not just 

about people and planning but about environment, in particular, Lane Cove 

bushland.  I am currently Chairperson of Lane Cove Council’s bushland 15 

management advisory committee and in fact I have been on that committee 

for 24 years since its inception and I have stayed there because of that really 

good strong relationship with Council.  In the course of suburban 

development, Lane Cove retained a substantial area of bushland but this 

bushland’s vulnerable because most of it is in long narrow strips along creek 20 

valleys with a lot of suburban edge that promotes weed invasion and other 

impacts but from early on the Lane Cove community demonstrated the priority 

that we place on bushland.  In 1971, our local group fought to stop a bushland 

valley being filled to extend the public golf course.  That valley is actually now 

listed on the register of the national estate for its very rare and diverse fungal 25 

community.  Lane Cove was the first Council to have a category called open 

space bushland in its then zoning plan which is now known as an LEP.  We 

can also see this priority for bushland in Lane Cove being the first Council to 

pay for contract bush regeneration in its bushland in 1978.  Hundred, probably 

millions, hundreds of thousands, probably millions of dollars have been spent 30 
since to bring back our bush.  So much of this bush is now in good condition 

and as a result, we are seeing wildlife including the lyrebird and echidna in our 

bush that have not been seen for decades.  There’s plenty of other evidence 

of the priority we place on bushland where bush care has been referred to 

and a range of other things.   35 

 Lane Cove has also developed a sustainability action plan and the community 

has supported a sustainable ability rate levy that now funds many important 

and innovative projects with about a third of the funds spent in the 

environment area.  Ryde does not have such a levy and there is no obvious 

accounting for Hunters Hill smaller environmental levy in order to know where 40 

or how it’s being spent, but what I really want to refer to in this respect, in 

terms of priority is the most concrete evidence for priority that Lane Cove puts 

on its bushland is that ratepayer funds are spent in this area, particularly 

compared to the other Councils.  The figures I’ve obtained so far indicate 15, 

16, Hunters Hill and Ryde are spending as little as a third as much or less per 45 

hectare or per head of population as Lane Cove.  It’s indeed difficult to find 

mention of bushland in Ryde’s forward planning documents or their annual 

reports.  Consequently, we see our valuing of and priority for maintaining 
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bushland disappearing in the proposed amalgamated Council.  Lack of 

maintenance will undo the work of decades so we would support all the calls 

for a joint region authority.  Thank you. 

Rob: Thanks ****.  Let’s get back one speaker and invite **** up to present to us.  

Thanks ****. 5 

Speaker ??: Thank you for inviting me to speak here.  Just one thing that I can’t 

understand is a couple of words that confuses me.  It confuses my old 

80-year-old mind and it’s supposed to be a thing that people have rights.  You 

know the word that I’m talking about.  And I’m just looking now at this three 

Councils fighting to stay as they are and to me that’s strength standing alone, 10 
and I’ve been standing alone for many, many years in trying to show my 

culture and I have a system that I call I’ve got to give it away to keep it.  And 

that system is working pretty well in the Lane Cove Council.  The people there 

have taken on board what I’m saying.  And how I’m talking about things and 

just little cultural things, they mightn’t mean a lot to other Councils and I’ve 15 

been dealing with Councils, I’ve been dealing with the shire and so I thought 

no, no, no so I tried something over this way, just this side of the city and I 

was invited to come to this Council here, not this one but Lane Cove and then 

Lane Cove excepted me, they excepted my knowledge and the knowledge 

that I was given them and as I said my thing is that I got to give it away to 20 

keep it and Lane Cove was doing that.  So my fear with the knowledge that 

Lane Cove Council has got and they’re using it, it’s I wouldn’t want to see that 

destroyed.  I hear enough from my own people all around this country that 

they call Australia about what was taken from them, what was destroyed, and 

for the love of me I can’t understand.   25 

 We had a Minister for Aboriginal Affairs who seemed to be pushing for this 

amalgamation, that I can’t understand.  Again, it’s no consultation for the 

Aboriginal people and to the Aboriginal people so my fear is that if the 

Councils are amalgamated, we don’t know who was going to be put in place 

of who’s going to run the combined Councils, and there’ll be stuff that’ll be 30 

lost.  There will be stuff that will be lost to the general public on Aboriginal 

issues, and that thing is going fast.  You might get dances, you might get all 

these other things, but they’re the spiritual concept of the land.  It’s the 

spiritual concept of the waters that I teach and I show people, and I don’t 

know where that’s going to, where that’s going to end up.  And will it be 35 

maintained is my big worry.  Who’s story that I gave or the information that I 

gave, will that be maintained and it’s, to me, that’s a problem so what I’m 

saying is that I spent some time with Lane Cove Council and I don’t want to 

see that stuff gone.  I need it to be kept because that is more ancient than any 

of the stuff that is going down today.  Thank you for listening to me sir.  Thank 40 

you. 

Rob: Thank you ****.  ****.  Thanks ****. 

Speaker 25: Good evening Dr Lang.  I’m **** from Hunters Hill.  Like the vast majority of 

people in the areas that is proposed should amalgamate.  I have opposed this 

merger proposal.  I grew up in Hunters Hill.  I went to local schools.  I played 45 
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for the local rugby club.  I sailed at this club when it was located at Onions 

Point.  My family worked hard for sporting bodies.  In 1971, when this 

clubhouse in which we might tonight was being built, at about the time I 

completed my high school certificate, I came down here one weekend with a 

mattock and shovel and dug the trenches for the drainage on the western side 5 

of this building.  This was the community we had then.  This clubhouse in 

which we meet today would not exist if it were not for the support of the then 

Hunters Hill Council and the then community.   

 Times have changed but Hunters Hill community remains passionate about 

their heritage, its culture, the environment in which we live.  Hunters Hill 10 
Council continues to support local cultures, sporting and other activities.  At 

the same time, it’s balancing competing demands.  We have a very effective 

local democracy where many avail themselves of the opportunity to speak at 

Council meetings, knowing that our Councillors will listen.  There is something 

very special about the municipality of Hunters Hill.  In 1922, my mother was 15 

born in a cottage just a few streets away from here.  My father’s family moved 

to Hunters Hill in the early 1920s.  I left my parents’ home in the municipality 

in my 20s.  I was not away for long.  As soon as I could afford to move back I 

returned.   

 Those who do not understand tonight may think that I’m just being reminiscent 20 

but the point I’m trying to make is that there is a large number in this 

community who have the kinds of geographic cohesion with Hunters Hill 

families where most sons or daughters have made Hunters Hill home for their 

families, retirees who remain active in local areas and very understandably 

refused to move away from this area, and those like me who grew up in the 25 

area and returned home as soon as possible.  I can think of no other local 

community or Local Government area that demonstrates such strong 

community of interest and geographic cohesion.   

 At the last Council elections in 2012, those enrolled to vote in the municipality 

of Hunters Hill were only 9.4 per cent of the electors in the area it is proposed 30 

should become the new entity.  The extent of high density residential 

development in both Ryde and Lane Cove suggests that the Hunters Hill vote 

in the proposed new entity will be about 9 per cent and can only fall from 

there.   If the proposed merger proceeds, the municipality of Hunters Hill is 

likely to become a minority part of one ward.  This desirable and appropriate 35 

relationship that presently exists between elected representatives and 

ratepayers and residents will be lost, I quote that from Section 363 subsection 

3 of the Act.  I’ve only touched on a couple of the sections of 363 subsection 3 

considerations including community of interest, geographic cohesion and 

representation.  The adverse of impacts of the proposal on the people of the 40 

municipality of Hunters Hill when considering these factors is unacceptable.  

My written submissions will address all the factors in greater detail than is 

possible here.  On the facts, or lack of them in the Government’s case, I do 

not believe it is open for this enquiry to recommend the proposal be 

implemented.  My timing I thought would have expired then.  Finally, I would 45 

simply like to endorse the comments of the entire presentation by our Mayor 

Richard Quinn.  Thank you. 
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Rob: Thanks ****.  Number 26 **** and we’ll have 27, 28 come forward if they care 

to. 

Speaker 26: Good evening doctor.  **** my name.  I live in Hunters Hill.  I’d like to address 

you on 263(3)(b) and (c) so that’s already been covered by most people, I just 

wanted to point out to you Hunters Hill is a neighbourhood community and as 5 

set out in a document called the Hunters Hill community strategic plan 2030 at 

clause 4.2 of the Hunters Hill Council resourcing strategy and that concludes 

that Hunters Hill has become a jewel in the world’s greatest city, Sydney.  In 

respect of comparing how those neighbourhood with what would be in a 

combined, which the section sets out, of course there haven’t been any 10 
combined Councils, there’s one in Drummoyne and I think there was one on 

the northern beaches side, I think there were only two.  Prior to that, there 

was a 2004 was Councils outside of Sydney and the Tate report refers to that 

and they said pretty much that they were a bit of a disaster.   

 Anyway, if you need to find out what a large organisation such as combining 15 

of Councils, then look no further than our current Roads and Maritime 

Services Board there or the walk around Ryde Road which is operated by its 

Maritime Services Board road, you can see the markings, the condition of the 

road and that’s all we’d be getting from larger and combined Councils.  Thank 

you very much.   20 

Rob: **** and then ****.  Thank you. 

Speaker 27: Thank you Dr Lang for the opportunity to speak to you this evening.  I am a 

long-term resident of Hunter’s Hill, I’ve been here for 35 years.  I’m a former 

Hunters Hill Citizen of the Year.  I’ve been on Hunters Hill Council in the past 

for 12 years, Mayor for four years, Deputy Mayor for two years and now have 25 

the title of Emeritus Mayor.  I’m still involved with numerous community 

organisations and not the least the Save the Hunters Hill Municipality 

Coalition.  I’m not speaking on behalf of any of those organisations today.  I’m 

speaking on my own behalf.  Professionally, I was a long-term and formerly a 

senior Executive of the New South Wales public sector.  I’m currently working 30 

in the private sector.  I’m also a fellow at the Australian Institute of Company 

Directors.  A certified practicing project director and a member of the 

Australian Institute of Project Managers.  I only add that sort of information in 

because when I look at the documentation that’s provided by the Government 

and in your enquiry, I feel I’m quite qualified to be able to make some 35 

assessments of the governance and the delivery of projects and financial 

arrangements.  I’d like to raise four key points and I know we’ve heard a lot 

tonight about many of these issues but I’ll just hone in on a couple of things 

that really do concern me, and the first issue is the legitimacy of the process 

or illegitimacy of what we’re dealing with here today.  Government 40 

consistently changes the goal posts.  From the last four years, every time it 

looks like their position is eroded, they changed the position and most notably 

as this capacity and the scale which was part of the Fit for the Future process.  

It is ideologically driven.  I can see no evidence to justify a finding that 

mergers are suitable.   45 
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 The current proposal adds to my concerns because it was only tabled back on 

the 18th of December, just before Christmas and in fact, you yourself probably 

don’t even have the full weight of the documentation, the community doesn’t, 

the Minister I hear doesn’t but is fundamental to understanding what is on the 

table today about the merger of these three Councils.  It is ludicrous for the 5 

Government and yourself to come before the community of New South Wales 

with a proposition that is not well thought through, has not been fully 

documented and the documentation provide to those people that are going to 

be severely impacted by the proposition.  The proposal is a farce.  This 

current proposal of merging three Councils.  It’s the first time, as I’ve said, that 10 
we’ve heard about this proposal.  None of the previous proposals included 

this.  The case against forced mergers of Council is clearly stated in the 

standing committee which people have referred to.  Academics agree there’s 

no benefit.  Evidence from previous mergers show that the costings are never 

realised.  We’re talking about $3 million a year in the new Council which 15 

equates to less than 1.5 per cent of their budget.  It’ll be quickly eroded if not 

ever.  There’s no performance measures, guarantees to hold the Government 

or the new Councils accountable and even the Government has not based its 

assumptions in the KPMG report in a logical way.  We stand to lose local 

democracy.  We’ll lose our unique character and a sense of community.  Our 20 

planning controls, which are fundamental to the preservation of our heritage, 

natural and build environment, they shift the priorities away from the area.  

Community events we currently enjoy will be curtailed.  Increased rates, 

reduced voluntarism due to disconnected communities. 

 In summary, I’m emphatically opposed to the proposed merger.  There’s no 25 

fact information evidenced to support the proposal, all hearsay and 

inaccurate, the process is unfair, undemocratic and I urge you to have a 

public plebiscite to put this question to bed once and for all.  The community is 

not in favour of it and the community should be listened to.  Thank you doctor. 

Rob: Thank you.  Number 28 ****.  We’re jumping forward to 33 I think it is ****.  30 

Wherever you are ****.  Oh 31 back on board, **** is it? Mm okay I’ll work that 

out.  Okay we’ll work it out thank you.  You’ll tell me.  Thank you.  Go.   

Speaker 28: Good evening Dr Lang.  My name is ****.  I’ve had the pleasure of being a 

Councillor on Hunters Hill Council and I am the president of the local branch 

of the Australian Labor Party.  Dr Lang I do understand from the Local 35 

Government Act, you are required to have regard of many factors about the 

merger proposal.  They include the issues of historical values, the attitude of 

residents and ratepayers and the desirable and appropriate relationship 

between elective representatives and ratepayers and representatives at the 

local level.  I wish to speak to the merger at two levels.  The state-wide 40 

process of the amalgamations and the impact at the local level of Hunters Hill.   

 At the high level, the State Government has not pursued an open transparent 

and democratic process to arrive at this amalgamation proposal but prior to 

the last state election, the liberal party and their candidates were asked on 

many occasions about their position on forced amalgamations.  They avoided 45 

making their position clear.  Now they are bent on trying to force these 
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amalgamations through prior to the next state election.  Indeed, administrators 

may be in place very soon with the aim to defuse any protest ahead of the 

next closer federal election.   

 I’ve been saddened to hear some people say the amalgamation is inevitable, 

get out of the way.  I say that people power can still stop this abuse of 5 

democracy.  The current government should seek a mandate at the next state 

election, they should find out what the voters really want.  On the financial 

issues, we residents just don’t have the information to comment.  The Baird 

government justifies the amalgamations on economic savings arising from the 

economies of scale but has not been prepared the KPMG report which claims 10 
to have identified these substantial savings.  Recent press articles now show 

that the author of Council reform, Graham Sansom, and even the New South 

Wales Treasury Corporation do not agree with the Government’s proposal.   

 At the local level, I am aware from my time on Council that for many years, 

the State Government of both persuasions have been shifting cost to Councils 15 

but limiting revenue increases by rate pegging.  Three regional organisation’s 

Councils have achieved cost and scale efficiencies without sacrificing their 

frontline connection to communities.  Undoubtedly, the driving force for 

amalgamations is to speed the approval of development projects, the 

rationale being that larger Councils will be more professional and efficient in 20 

handling approvals.  There is little evidence to support this proposition but 

even it were true, the power of the larger Councils to consider development 

will be greatly reduced by these powers being given to the greater Sydney 

commission.   

 I enjoyed my time on Council and I enjoyed the connection with the 25 

community.  I can say that this local community takes an active interest in the 

governing and character of this area.  Some may think that Hunters Hill is 

fairly homogeneous.  I can say that this area is made up of a diverse range of 

people economically, politically, where they come from and how they want the 

area to develop.  The proposed amalgamation with Ryde and Lane Cove will 30 

see Hunters Hill representation on the amalgamated Council reduced to one 

in a Council of 13.  It will be impossible for one voice to represent this area 

and carry any significant weight in the larger proposed Council.   

 Dr Lang I don’t know which area you identify with.  I have nothing against 

Ryde and Lane Cove but I don’t identify with them.  Like the people of this 35 

area for more the last 150 years, I identify with the Hunters Hill area.  At a 

time when there is great concern about reduced engagement and community, 

the proposed amalgamations will reduce the local connections.  It is Local 

Government rather than federal or State Governments, which is instrumental 

in establishing a sense of community and providing a means where 40 

individuals can get involved in their community.  I believe many local groups 

will fade away.  There is no evidence that these amalgamations will improve 

performance.  Bigger is not necessarily better and despite assurances that the 

process would be evidence-based, the proposed boundaries would appear to 

be mainly aimed at gaining a political advantage for the Baird government.   45 
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 As instructed, last sentence, I direct my comments to you Dr Lang but my 

message is really for the people and press in this room, Hunters Hill ALP will 

join with our local community to fight these forced amalgamations in 2016.  

Thank you. 

Rob: ****.  Thank you. 5 

Speaker 29: That working, yep.  ****.  Good evening Dr Lang.  My name is ****.  I’m a 

resident of Lane Cove.  We’ve heard a lot of discussion here about the pros 

and cons of amalgamation and I’m sure you’ve got the feeling of the 

community on that so I’m going to speak about something which is different, 

which is if we are to have an amalgamation, then I would suggest to you 10 
strongly that the boundaries set out in this particular proposal are deeply 

flawed.  I looked through the matters which you are supposed to consider in 

your recommendations.  I will deal at the moment with just three if I have time.  

One of them is geographic cohesion.  Now it’s clear that the Lane Cove River 

runs right through the middle of this and it cuts Lane Cove off from Ryde and 15 

Hunters Hill.  The impact of that is compounded by the fact that the public 

transport links between Lane Cove and Ryde are relatively poor compared 

with those available between Lance Cove and Chatswood and North Sydney.  

So I want to suggest to you there are a number of grounds if we’re going to 

have an amalgamation then it would make far more sense for Lane Cove to 20 

be amalgamated with Willoughby and North Sydney, then with Ryde and 

Hunters Hill.  The second factor is community of interest.  Now quite frankly I 

don’t believe there’s any community of interest between Lane Cove and Ryde 

or Hunters Hill.  In fact my wife and I were discussing that this morning and 

without disrespect to Ryde residents present, we thought what do Ryde and 25 

Gladesville and Hunters Hill mean to us.  They’re places we occasionally drive 

through on the way to somewhere else.  There’s no real community of 

interest.  All of the supposed evidence for community of interest in the 

documentation the Government has presented, if you analyse it, either 

involves Hunters Hill and Ryde or it involves Lane Cove, Hunters Hill, Ryde 30 

and about four or five or more other Councils, in some cases, right up into The 

Hills district.  There’s no community of interest.   

 By contrast, Lane Cove has always been an integral part of the economy and 

the community of the North shore.  The very real factors indicating this have 

been ignored.  Lane Cove families shop in Lane Cove, Chatswood, 35 

Willoughby and Crows Nest.  They dine at restaurants in Lane Cove, 

Chatswood, Crows Nest, Willoughby and Roseville.  They go to movies at 

Chatswood, Roseville and Cremorne.  Their children predominantly attend 

schools within those three LGAs and those that don’t, most of them travel 

further up the North Shore line.  They socialise with friends, predominantly 40 

from those three areas.  They attend cultural events in Lane Cove, 

Chatswood, North Sydney and the city.  Along with the residents of North 

Sydney and Willoughby, they enjoy a number of sporting clubs across those 

boundaries and by the way they probably also, like the residents of 

Willoughby and North Sydney support North Sydney Rugby League clubs and 45 

not West Tigers.  I could go on, there are many more but I’d like now to just 

move on quickly to the financial and supposed regulatory benefits of this 



 41 

merger and quite frankly, if I look at it, I see a lot more to be gained from 

regulatory consistency across the land boundary between Willoughby, North 

Sydney and Lane Cove than across the Lane Cove River.  It begs belief to me 

that there’s more economic benefit in having the same planning rules on both 

sides of the Lane Cove River than there is in having the same planning rules 5 

on both sides of Mowbray Road or in particular in all sections of the St 

Leonards Crows Nest business and transport hub.  It makes much more 

sense for one organisation to be dealing with those so I think that if we are 

going to have amalgamation, let’s get it right and join Lane Cove with 

Chatswood and Willoughby and not split the new Council by the Lane Cove 10 
River.  Thank you. 

Rob: Thank you.  Thanks ****.  **** and then **** and ****, if you want to come 

forward as well, that’d be great.   

Speaker 30: Good evening Dr Lang.  My name is ****.  I’m 22 years old and along with 

many other young residents who live in Hunters Hill and have lived here our 15 

whole lives, I strongly oppose forced amalgamation.  I have had the privilege 

of living in Hunters Hill for the past 20 years and yes I say privileged because 

I’m incredibly lucky to have grown up in the nurturing community that is 

Hunters Hill.  Hunters Hill is like a country town on the water where everyone 

knows everyone and you would feel comfortable knocking on any door if you 20 

found yourself in trouble.  When you live in Hunters Hill, you become part of a 

support network which is why so many families have lived here for 

generations.  I learnt how to read in the same classroom as my mum.  I 

rehearsed ballet at Jenan’s School of Dance for 14 years.  I played tennis 

every Wednesday at the club and I still walk down Woolwich Road every 25 

single day; a road you can’t walk down without bumping into at least three or 

four family friends and their dogs.  **** at the newsagency not only knows 

your name but what you want to buy before you get to the counter and the 

person pouring you a beer at the Woolwich Pier is probably your best friend or 

they are when you’re 22 anyway.   30 

 I grew up thinking this close-knit community was normal.  It wasn’t until I went 

to school in another suburb that I realised I was part of an incredibly unique 

community.  When I invited a few of my new friends to Mookaboola, our 

annual fete, they were astounded at the innate sense of community present.  

After just minutes of walking around, they said to me, ‘do you actually know 35 

everyone here?’ Well they were my neighbours.  This sums up the difference 

between Hunters Hill and other suburbs.  We aren’t just a group of people 

within the same place.  We are a family.   

 As a longstanding resident of Hunters Hill, my cohort and I are incredibly 

concerned with the repercussion of the threat of this amalgamation; 40 

repercussions that our generation will have to deal with as local Councils 

become less local and it becomes harder to foster community spirit as our 

suburb of 10000 is merged to form a 116,000 mega-Council with one maybe 

less than that representing our unique community.  We have been taught 

throughout school how lucky we are to live in Australia, the lucky country with 45 

a democratic voice and three tiers of government enabling individuals to voice 
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their concerns and to be heard, these voices that now seem to be under huge 

threat of being silenced.  How can one Councillor adequately represent and 

preserve the Hunters Hill character I have just described.  Hunters Hill is 

special and special things need to be protected.  We need to remain an 

independent Council to conserve the heritage and community spirit that this 5 

suburb has worked so hard to achieve and the Councillors who represent us 

have to have the same passion for the suburb as the people who call Hunters 

Hill home and the people who have spoke so passionately about it tonight.  

The young people of Hunters Hill are passionate and an increasingly powerful 

group.  Protecting where we come from is important as we enter our adult 10 
lives so we want to be fairly represented in our long term.  Should these 

forced amalgamations continue to pose threat to our neighbourhood, its 

heritage and community, we will use our combined vote to express our 

dissatisfaction with the State Government.  In future, we will be looking for a 

stronger representation from our local members to ensure that our next local 15 

member actually does have Hunters Hill’s best interest at heart.   

Rob: Thank you ****.  **** thank you. 

Speaker 31: Dr Lang.  My name is ****.  I grew up in Hunters Hill and returned with my 

husband so that our children could experience this environment.  My 

professional background is in the conservation and management of historical 20 

buildings and places.  For 30 years, I worked with the New South Wales 

Heritage Council and then as Deputy Director of the Historic Houses Trust of 

New South Wales.  I want to speak briefly about Hunters Hill’s community and 

the physical characteristics that sets it apart from other places in New South 

Wales.   25 

 As others have said, Hunters Hill is special.  Aboriginal land here was settled 

from the 1820s and 30s by French and Italian immigrants and is now the 

oldest surviving municipality in Australia, having existed for 156 years.  As a 

place, it is special.  Its significance and charm comes from a few 

characteristics.  First, the concentration of sandstone buildings, some large 30 

and imposing, others modest cottages set on stone walled streets and lanes 

interspersed with federation bungalows.   

 Next, our views of the water at the bottom of steep streets and through the 

spaces between houses that are now the rocky outcrops of the skinny 

finger-like peninsula.  And last the green setting which is our dominant 35 

characteristic.   

  As a community, it is special.  Its fabric is made up of social institutions that 

 have existed for generations.  The Hunters Hill Sailing Club has trained 

Olympic sailors, boat designers and international yachtsmen and women for 

 nearly 70 years.  The Hunters Hill Rugby Club has fostered very high profile 40 

 Australians, including wallabies.  We have a strong ballet school, our own 

amateur theatre company an acclaimed annual art show and a strong system 

of aged care services.  I could go on.  Here is a close-knit relationship 

between residents of all generations.  A substantial group of citizens which is 

fiercely protective of this place and its character.  The Hunters Hill Trust was 45 
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formed in the 1960s by a concerned group of local professionals with a 

Christmas Eve meeting in the Town Hall to a crowd with standing room only.  

A group of Hunters Hill women in the 1970s forged a very unusual alliance 

with a BLF resulting in the first ever green ban to protect Kelly’s Bush.  Our 

vigilance continues.   5 

  But these things that make Hunters Hill special are fragile.  Hunters Hill 

heritage and character has state-wide significance.  Its buildings and their 

settings need careful management, both by Council and property owners.  To 

maintain these qualities, development approvals need to consider specific 

properties and settings.  Consequently, DAs need to be reviewed by Council 10 
staff and elected Councillors who know these sites and buildings by staff and 

Councillors who represent the community across our wards.  By Council staff 

and Councillors who represent our heritage values, who understand and who 

are committed to uphold the existing conservation and heritage controls of 

Hunters Hill through our LEP and our DCPs.  I oppose the proposed 15 

amalgamation.  To continue to maintain the heritage significance and 

community of Hunters Hill, we need to be represented by the current number 

of democratically elected Councillors from our suburb with our own dedicated 

staff.  Thank you. 

Rob: Thanks ****.  ****.  Thank you ****. 20 

Speaker 32: My name is ****.  I received and RAM for contributing to heritage and 

environment.  I’m past president of the Hunters Hill Trust and past secretary 

of the same Hunters Hill Committee dating back to 1974 in a previous stoush.  

Hunters Hill would not be the place that it is today if it had not been a small 

municipal area.  We fought to value the contribution that hundreds of stone 25 

cottages give to a village community.  We fought to value treescapes that 

survive because green space around buildings is protected.  We treasure 

public foreshores and the protection the rivers have given.  Living is not all 

about cashing in.   

 When I came in the mid-1960s to Hunters Hill, a secret plan was discovered 30 

proposing zoning changes which would have overwhelmed the nature and 

character of Hunters Hill.  These new zones would have led home unit 

buildings to dominate neighbourhoods of historic homes, old growth trees, 

rock-walls.   Concerted efforts by dedicated community members including 

**** who was a wonderful leading bloke, made a difference in the next Council 35 

election.  We elected a new set of Councillors to uphold the values of old 

stone buildings and all that **** has described.  We formed the Hunters Hill 

Trust and documented hundreds of historic items.  We prepared draft town 

planning proposals for area conservation because the State Government 

wasn’t good enough at it.  We submitted research and professional analysis to 40 

propose better planning provisions and in 1981, Hunters Hill was recognised 

as a conservation area by the Heritage Commission of Australia, the National 

Trust and the Heritage Council of New South Wales.   

 Over the years over the centuries, Hunters Hill people have donated grounds 

for church and municipal gathering places.  My grandsons have come back to 45 
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raise their children here.  In Hunters Hill there is much to care about and to 

work for.  Let us not have the municipal asset stripping of our parks and town 

hall that could result from lumping ore into a large area where ease of 

development is the goal.  We’ve heard three Mayors give admirable proposals 

tonight; a shared conglomerate which is tripled what single government would 5 

do and we would like to keep them all.  In 1974, explanations of the value of 

small Local Government convinced the Government to lay aside the Barnett 

report.  The [indecipherable] came out from the Hunters Hill Trust at that time 

and here we are again.   

 Pressure has been consistent from the New South Wales State Government 10 
for municipalities to increase the density of residential zones and I don’t think 

that any government in the southern hemisphere has yet prioritised 

recognition of the long-term effects of ever increasing population density with 

worsening ratios of roof water catchment paving, tree cover and air quality, 

electricity supplying sewerage and traffic overload.  No-one dares recognise 15 

that there is a point at which increases become overload, particularly with 

social and health costs.  Forced amalgamation would sell an area like Hunters 

Hill into worsening situation declining in amenity.  Forced amalgamations are 

not a solution, they are a postponement.  This enquiry I hope will articulate for 

the State Government the inevitable problems of shoving the density 20 

development to deal with continuing increases in population.  I urge you to 

value Hunters Hill as we **** do.  Our home, our village, our green space, our 

choice.  Forced amalgamation would be an admission that the Government 

does not have the confidence of the electorate.  Let our continuance be living 

history undamaged by the infamy of force.  Thank you. 25 

Facilitator: Thanks ****.  **** Mr Delegate, Dr Lang I’ve got three people I think who are 

unregistered speakers who could be squeezed in if they only had three 

minutes each, is that permissible or not possible? 

Rob: We are required to finish at exactly 10 o’clock, we have probably six minutes 

or so that we could use of that time.  I am very happy to hear whatever 30 

speakers we can squeeze into those times. 

Facilitator: Two minutes each. 

Rob: Or I can quite happily encourage you to submit your speech as a written 

submission.  I’m very happy to accept it that way too.  If anyone would like to 

speak, perhaps we could do two or three minutes each, and perhaps the third 35 

one I could accept as a written submission. 

Facilitator: I’ve got **** and **** I think it is ****.  Not here? Okay.  ****.  Yes thanks ****.  

You’ve got three minutes and you’re the last one.  Thank you. 

Speaker 33: Thank you.  Registering Saturday morning at five past midnight I missed out 

but very quickly **** from Lane Cove.  I’d like to point out the reason why I feel 40 

we as a committee have felt this whole process has been flawed, really 

pointing to the only report I’ve been able to look at, the IPART report which 

gave recommendations of which Councils are fit and not fit, pointing out 

Hunters Hill Council the smallest metropolitan Council satisfied four out of five 
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criteria set by that report and it only failed scale and size.  Blacktown Council, 

the largest Council with 312,000 residents failed the criteria financial 

sustainability and sustainability itself so very clearly the argument that larger 

is better is failing in our eyes.  In fact, there are seven other Councils with 

larger populations than Hunters Hill and Lane Cove that failed criteria other 5 

than scalability.  Ashfield, North Sydney, Willoughby, Campbelltown, 

Blacktown, all these guys failed either financial criteria, sustainability, 

efficiency, infrastructure.  So for me, looking at these numbers again, there 

were 27 Councils across Sydney but the only criteria by far was scalability 

and I think that’s extremely subjective and so what that shows to me and a lot 10 
of people I’ve spoken to in our community is that when two-thirds of the 

Councils in Sydney satisfy financial criteria, sustainability, infrastructure and 

services and efficiency, it clearly shows that the majority of these Councils 

under 100,000 residents are sustainable.  So for me really what I’d like to ask 

is that this enquiry recognise that the facts that have been put before us do 15 

not at all support the case that larger Councils are better and as the Local 

Government Act can permit that residents be given a direct say if we are to be 

merged that it does go to a vote so that we can truly have a democratic 

representation if this is to take place.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: To be fair to ****.  **** here? No.  Okay.  Thank you.  Delegate. 20 

Rob: Thank you ****.  Well first of all, I’d just like to thank everyone who came along 

tonight.  I appreciate the contributions that the speakers have made and it’s 

been very helpful and informative and I appreciate you doing that.  Can I also 

say that a transcript of today’s proceedings will be made available as a formal 

record of proceedings and those transcripts along with my report will be made 25 

public at the end of the process.  I’d like to also remind everyone that as well 

as the information provided by speakers today, written submissions are one of 

the most important ways for me to receive additional information.  If you would 

like to make a written submission, I would be very happy to receive it.  Written 

submissions need to be done by 5.00 pm on Sunday the 28th of February and 30 

they can be either submitted online at the Council Boundary Review website 

which is www.boundaryCouncilboundaryreview.nsw.gov.au or by mail to 

Council Boundary Review, GPO Box 5341, Sydney NSW 2001.  A reminder 

that the Council Boundary Review website also provides more details about 

the merger proposals more generally, as well as details about the proposed 35 

merger between the Councils of Hunters Hill, Lane Cove, and Ryde.  Finally 

thanks once again for coming tonight and thank you very much for your 

contributions. 

END TRANSCRIPT 

http://www.boundarycouncilboundaryreview.nsw.gov.au/

