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Facilitator: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.   

Can I ask all of you to find a seat at this point so we can start the public 

inquiry in a moment? Thanks for that.  My name is **** and I’m going to be 

helping to facilitate the discussions this afternoon.  My job is to make sure the 5 

proceedings run cleanly and smoothly, as efficiently as possible, because 

we’ve got quite a bit to get through.  Before we proceed with the formal part of 

the inquiry, I’d like to remind everybody, if they haven’t already, to sign in at 

the door and, if you’re a speaker, you should have already registered at this 

point.  If you haven’t done so, please turn off your mobile phones or turn them 10 

onto silent.  Toilet facilities are located, unfortunately, behind me, ladies and 

gentlemen’s.  In the event of any emergency, we will go through that exit door, 

which I think is the only one for this facility, and we’ll gather in the carpark.  

And, without further ado then, I’d like to introduce our Delegate for this 

afternoon, Dr Robert Lang, who will formally open today’s session and talk 15 

you through the public inquiry process.   

Thank you, Dr Lang. 

Robert: Thank you, ****.   

Good afternoon, my name is Rob Lang and I’m the Delegate that has been 

appointed by the Acting Chief Executive of the Office of Local Government to 20 

examine and report on the Minister for Local Government’s proposal to merge 

the Council Municipality of Hunter’s Hill, Lane Cove Municipal Council and the 

Council of the City of Ryde.  I’d like to formally welcome you all to this inquiry 

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

proposal.  I begin by acknowledging the traditional owners, custodians of the 25 

land on which this public inquiry is taking place, and also to pay respect to 

their elders, past and present.   

This public inquiry is being conducted in accordance with section 263 of the 

Local Government Act 1993.  The proposal is for a merger between the 

Council Municipality of Hunter’s Hill, the Lane Cove Municipal Council and the 30 

Council of the City of Ryde.  I have 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 and that I’m not 

an advocate for or against the proposal.   
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Section 263(2A) and 218F(2) of the Local Government Act requires me to 

hold a public inquiry into the proposal.  The main purpose of this public inquiry 

is to provide members of the public with an opportunity to provide their views 

on the proposal directly to me.  As members of the public, you’ve been invited 

to attend today’s public inquiry and, should you choose, you may speak about 5 

the proposal under examination.   

More detail about the examination and reporting process can be found on the 

Council Boundary website which is www.Councilboundaryreview.nsw.gov.au.  

That this will conduct a public inquiry, call for written submissions and I will 

prepare a report on the proposal having due regard to the factors in section 10 
263(3) of the Local Government Act.  Just to point out what those factors are, 

the factors I must consider in my report are the following.   

Firstly, 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 and any proposed 15 

new area; number three, the existing historic and traditional values in the 

existing areas and the impact of change; number four, the attitude of the 

residents and ratepayers in the areas concerned; number five, the 

requirements of the area concerned in relation to elected representation for 

residents and ratepayers at the local level, the desirable and appropriate 20 

relationship between elected representatives and ratepayers and residents, 

and such other matters as considered relevant in relation to the past and 

future patters of elected representation for that area.   

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

adequate, equitable and appropriate services and facilities; number seven, 25 

the impact proposal on the employment of staff by Council; number eight, the 

impact proposal on any rural communities in the resulting area, which may or 

may not be relevant here; number nine, the desirability or otherwise of 

dividing the resulting area or areas into wards; number ten, the need to 

ensure that the opinions of each of the diverse communities in the resulting 30 

area or areas are effectively represented; and, number 11, any other factors 

relevant to provision of efficient and effective Local Government in the existing 

and proposed new areas. 

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

Minister and the Boundaries Commission.  The Boundaries Commission will 35 

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

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

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

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

Wales that the proposed merger be implemented with or without 40 

modifications. 

The process of today’s public inquiry is to allow proceedings to be conducted 

fairly and efficiently.  The inquiry will be structured with a schedule of 

speakers and there will be time limits on speakers.  Our facilitator for the day, 

Ian Collie, will provide a more detailed rundown of today’s proceedings in a 45 
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moment.  Other members of my team here today are the Executive Officer, 

****, who’s on my left; the Assistant Coordinator, ****, and her team are at the 

front desk. 

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

along with other material gathered throughout the course of the examination 5 

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 identify solutions to any 

particular complaints that any individual organisation may have about a 

proposal or the Local Government reform process in general. 

The proposal is a merger of the three LGAs, as I have mentioned, as shown 10 
in a map that’s on the front door and is outlined on the website and in the 

relevant papers.  In addition to having the opportunity to speak at this public 

inquiry, members of the public may provide their views on the merger 

proposal by making a written submissions.  Written submissions will be one of 

the most important ways for me to gather information during the examination 15 

process, along with the verbal submissions.   

If you wish to make a written submission, you’re encouraged to focus on one 

or more of the factors listed in section 263 as I mentioned earlier, which I’ve 

just read out.  These factors can also be found on the website.  My final report 

and all written submissions will be published at the end of the proposal 20 

examination process, unless the author of the submission requests that their 

submission remain confidential.  Written submissions close at 5:00pm Eastern 

Standard Time on Sunday, the 28th of February 2016 and can be submitted 

either online or on the Council Boundary Review website.  Thank you. 

****, back to you. 25 

Facilitator: Thanks, Dr Lang.   

I’ll just briefly go through the procedures for the session and particularly the 

procedures associated with speakers.  It’s posted up on the back wall and on 

the front doors, I believe, for those who came in and want to have a look at it 

all.  The purpose of this inquiry is to give members of the public an opportunity 30 

to express opinions about the proposal.  We have some constrains.  The 

particular constraints are the start and finish time for this afternoon: one 

o’clock start, five o’clock finish.  All attendees must have signed in.  If you’re a 

speaker, you should have already registered.  If we’ve got unregistered 

speakers today, there might be an opportunity at the end, but given the 35 

numbers of speakers, it’s probably unlikely at this point.  If you have 

registered as a speaker, you should have been assigned a number and we’ll 

be calling up the speakers in order, so just double check to see that is the 

case.   

Now, my job is to ensure that everybody has an opportunity to speak, so 40 

we’re going to be very tough about time constraints on speaking.  We’ve got 

five minutes allocated for each speaker just due to the number of speakers 

involved and the time constraints of our closing time.  So, that limit we’ll be 

very tough about.  I will give a bell at the four minute mark as a warning to 
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wrap up and then two bells at the five minute mark, and a strong request to 

complete on time.  Thank you very much.   

We’ll be calling forward speakers to this microphone.  You’ll be addressing the 

Delegate directly, so maybe Speakers 1, 2, 3, in order, if you can file your way 

to the front to get ready to speak, that would be extremely useful.  We want 5 

the Delegate to hear what you have to say, so please come forward and make 

a clear expression of views about the proposals.  Feel free to be forthright in 

your comments.  We’re quite happy to have the proposal agreed with or 

disagreed with or other members of the public agreed with or disagreed with.  

But, be respectful in your comments.  Please no personal attributions or 10 
insults of any kind.  Thank you. 

The inquiry will be sound recorded, so your voice will be recorded as part of 

our transcript for the inquiry.  If you don’t want that to happen, then our 

suggestion is you make a written submission instead of actually making a 

speech in this afternoon session.  With that in mind too, we’re also saying 15 

please turn off your mobile phones.  No recording by members of the public 

will be permitted today and that’s a privacy issue.  So, please make sure that 

that’s not the case.  At the end of this opening session too our media, I think, 

should have completed.   

When it comes to your speeches as well, if possible, we’d really request that 20 

you avoid repetition, if possible.  If another speaker has made the point, let 

that point be and, depending on the way the speeches work, we might be 

reminding people about that in the course of the session.  If you’ve got written 

material you’d like to show, please don’t pass it around, but present it as a 

written submission to the inquiry.  All submission, verbal and written, will be 25 

given thorough consideration.  Get ready to move to the microphone, 

Speakers 1, 2 and 3.   

In terms of the audience generally, if you could be quiet so we can hear the 

speakers carefully.  If you’re going to move, move quietly around the room.  

Allow people to make their comments without comment from the audience 30 

and that should take care of us.  There is an official record being made by 

transcript that will be available.  So, I think we can begin.  Speakers 1, 2 and 

3, if they would come up to the lectern.  I think our first speaker is ****.  

Thanks, ****. 

Speaker 1: Thank you.   35 

Hello, my name is **** and I’m a supporter of the suggested merger. 

Robert: Sorry.  [indecipherable]. 

Speaker 1: Yes, Mr Chairman, I’m a supporter of the suggested merger.  I’ve been a 

resident of Hunter’s Hill for more than 65 years and I’ve seen some pretty 

dysfunctional Councils in that time and this one takes the cake.  Their 40 

handling of the recent bid for the future exercise is the case in point.  Despite 

throwing bucket loads of our money and resources at it, our submission fell at 

the first hurdle.  We now face a bleak future as we negotiate a forced merger 



 5 

without effectively anyone to represent us.  As we speak, our elected 

representatives are still actively involved in a campaign to fight on against the 

merger at all costs, so they obviously aren’t going to be of much use to us.  In 

fact, I’d go so far as to say they would be a hindrance in this process.   

A little bit of history, I first contacted Council soon after the report was 5 

released back in 2014.  I wanted to know what they were doing to get the 

community involved in the discussion.  I heard nothing for six months.  They 

sat on their hands, gave me assurances they had the matter in hand, but 

again, nothing.  Silence.  In desperation, I approached a Councillor, who shall 

remain nameless, to find out what was going on and I was floored by his 10 
response.  Basically, he told me he didn’t have any idea what was going on, 

because the Mayor and the General Manager were handling it all. 

As we now know, Council was quietly making plans to engage a bevy of 

consultants, at great cost I might add, to come up with a counterargument 

supporting the status quo and the so-called JRA was born.  Once they had 15 

this in the bag, they commenced an intensive lobbying campaign aimed at 

winning the hearts and minds of their potential JRA partners.  Unfortunately, 

or fortunately, depending on your view, this didn’t exactly work out as 

planned, as, in the end, only two other Councils, Lane Cove and Ryde, 

agreed to come on board.  The JRA was effectively stillborn.  But, that didn’t 20 

faze our Council, they fought on. 

They continued to lobby and throw more money and resources at this 

process.  It is rumoured – they’ve never released the figures – that they’ve 

spent over $300,000 of our money on this exercise and they’re still throwing 

money at it as we speak.  Only a week ago, at an extraordinary meeting of 25 

Council, conveniently sandwiched between a weekend and a public holiday, 

they authorised another $44,000 to spend on what they called a public 

information campaign.  Honestly, they must think we are idiots.   

Fortunately, the Government hasn’t fallen for their bluff and bluster, as 

evidenced by the fact that our preferred option that JRA was dismissed out of 30 

hand.  Not only that, we were one of the first LGAs to go under the 

arrangements.  That’s not a very good track record for a Council that is trying 

to defend itself.  Honestly, if it wasn’t so serious, it’d be laughable.  Our 

Council has brought shame a ridicule on this once proud municipality and, in 

the process, they’ve made us the laughing stock of Local Government.  It’s 35 

my firm view that this Council’s time is up and they should retire from this 

process gracefully.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  I should also say, if you can come up and say your name and 

which Council area you’re from, if that’s relevant.  Number 2, ****. 

Speaker 2: Good afternoon.  I’m **** from Hunter’s Hill and I’m speaking as a private 40 

individual.  I just have a very short - - -  

Robert: [indecipherable]. 
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Speaker 2: Sorry.  Yes.  Yes.  I have just a very few short points to make.  To me, the 

amalgamation seems to be inevitable, I’m not going to argue for or against the 

amalgamation, but I am going to plead with the Minister, through you, that 

when we have amalgamated, that we preserve customer service portals 

within each of the areas.  It would be unreasonable to expect Hunter’s Hill 5 

people to have to travel to Top Ryde or somewhere if they wish to speak to a 

Council official.  So, I’m hoping that we could follow the example of Glebe 

when Glebe was incorporated into Sydney Council, that they maintained a 

customer service centre within Glebe.  I’m hoping that each of our areas will 

be able to have some local access. 10 

 I’m also a little wary of the mention of finance as the first point, because that 

brings with it the possibility of selling off Council assets and Council, which 

might include meeting rooms and halls, who knows, childcare centres.  And, 

so I would like a principle to be established early on that Council property is 

preserved. 15 

 I’m hoping that there can be further public participation during the transition 

period.  I understand that we would have an administrator for at least the year 

and, if we were to follow the example of Melbourne, when Melbourne or 

Victoria amalgamated Councils, they had a much longer period, I think it was 

two or three years, under administration.  During that period, I would hope that 20 

there was some measure by which the population could be involved and not 

just informed of the sorts of changes that might be put into place.  I know Jeff 

Kennett wasn’t re-elected after the exercise in Victoria. 

 And, the other point, something again that I pick up from Victoria, was that 

they were careful to give each of their new Council areas a distinctive name 25 

which didn’t bring the history from it.  So, we could have a name for our 

amalgamated Council that shouldn’t have the words Ryde or Hunter’s Hill or 

Lane Cove in it, something that related to the fact that we all sit on the water, 

perhaps we could pick up an Aboriginal name.  I understand that Wooloomata 

was a traditional name for very much of this area, as MocoBoula was 30 

regarded as a traditional name for just this part of it, or we could go for 

something like the Angophora tree which grows throughout the Sydney 

sandstone area.  So, we might become the Council of Wol-la-mat-ta or the 

Council of Angophora or even the Council of Boula.  That’s all I have to say.  

Thank you. 35 

Facilitator: Number 3, thank you. 

Speaker 3: My name is ****.  I’m from Lane Cove.  I’m speaking for the Residents and 

Shopkeepers for Appropriate Development, known locally as RASAD, a 

Community Group of Lane Cove Local Government area.  I will start by 

stating that RASAD opposes any amalgamation of Lane Cove with any other 40 

Council and wishes Lane Cove to remain as an autonomous and independent 

Council.   

In this session, I am addressing the issue of elected representations at the 

local level.  We live in a democracy.  I think that is right.  We elect people to 

represent us in various parliaments and then these people outline their 45 
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ideologies in their pre-election manifestos.  We vote accordingly and we 

expect these ideologies to be upheld.  If not, then we lose faith in those we 

elected.  We have lost faith in the present elected State Government, because 

they were elected on the promise of no forced Local Government 

amalgamations and they are just doing the opposite.  The question is why.  5 

Because, they had, and still have, some notion that they want to demolish the 

democratic right of local people to run their local affairs as they see fit to do 

so. 

I can give evidence of this with our local State Government member, who in 

2013, and reiterated in March 2015, said, and I quote, “As I said in June 2013, 10 
when it comes to Councils, bigger is not better.  I naturally support the idea of 

all Councils working together to achieve the best outcomes for their 

ratepayers, whilst retaining their identity and autonomy.” Since then, we have 

not heard a word from him.  Is he, as a senior cabinet minister, bound by the –

government policy and not the wishes of the constituents who elected him at 15 

election? 

The government claims that there have been four years of consultation and 

that they have listened to the community.  We know that the majority of 

communities and Councils oppose amalgamation and those few who did 

agree to voluntarily amalgamate did so reluctantly, knowing that the writing 20 

was on the wall if they did not agree, as they would otherwise be forced to 

amalgamate with some other Council.  And, none of the arguments put 

forwards by the local communities of the various communities would accept it 

and we believe were not even considered.   

For example, the well-researched and documented proposal from Lane Cove, 25 

Hunter’s Hill and Ryde where a joint regional authority was simply dismissed 

as unworkable.  But, this same model, called an organisation not an authority, 

is being used under country Councils and is working in those areas.  So, why 

won’t it work in the metropolitan area as well? Majority of community 

members in Lane Cove, 82 percent, voted to accept this model as fulfilling the 30 

Government’s requirements, but still maintaining our independent Council.   

The ideology of large Councils also demolishes the word ‘local’ from these 

authorities.  It is well known that in order to stand as a candidate, a person 

needs either considerable local background and backing or else the backing 

of a political party.  Independents have a chance at being known and having a 35 

required background in a small Council area and, therefore, have a chance of 

being elected as a truly independent representative of the community.  Large 

Councils will be dominated by political parties who have the finances to 

support candidates who will be required to continue that party’s ideology 

irrespective of the wishes of the community who elected them.  Is this 40 

democracy? 

As I will have to quickly finish, I will go ahead and say if the merger goes 

ahead, then 33,000 people of Lane Cove will have, at the best, three 

representatives, presuming a Council of 12.  How are we able to know these 

people or to be able to communicate with them? This is not democracy as we 45 
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have enjoyed for the past 100 years, but just a forced ideology which have 

proved not to work in other states.  So, why are we going down the track in 

New South Wales? We in Lane Cove will kiss goodbye the close relationship 

we have built up with our Councillors and staff over the years and the ability to 

know what they think and how they operate towards the community concerns 5 

and issues that affect them daily.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks.  Thanks, ****.  Number 4, ****. 

Speaker 4: Good afternoon.  My name is **** from Hunter’s Hill.  I appreciate the 

opportunity to speak with you directly today.  I haven’t come here today to tell 

you that we in Hunter’s Hill are different or in fact special in comparison to the 10 
communities of Ryde and Lane Cove.  What I have come here today to do is 

to discuss our identity.  There are significant events that have built a strong 

community identity and differentiate the Hunter’s Hill municipality.  The first 

item that has built strong community identity is adversity, railing against 

governments and questioning whether it is fair and reasonable for the State 15 

Government to set criteria without consultation with the residents and to keep 

the information out of the public domain. 

 The second are claims by State Government which are untrue or are seen to 

be unsupported.  For example, Councils are broken.  State government has 

been consulting extensively with ratepayers for four years.  Residents will be 20 

better off.  Council is operating at a loss and unsustainable.  Our operating 

result last year and the year before was positive.  One could argue the same 

of federal and State Government.  In fact, a previous Prime Minister 

suggested only two levels of government: federal and local.  Our residents 

reject these State Government claims and have reviewed the State 25 

Government commission documents that they have been provided to date for 

proof of some of the more extreme claims, without any success.  In fact, we 

still don’t have the KPMG report. 

 Sometimes shared opinion of many residents builds a strong community, 

particularly where there is a widely held view that the process is flawed and 30 

patently unfair.  Sometimes there’s a view that individuals within a community 

have not had an opportunity to understand or had access to the available 

information upon which a decision is to be made that will impact on them 

personally and impact on the community in general.  This will spur a 

community to band together and oppose what communities see as a threat 35 

from a powerful aggressor. 

 In 2015, Hunter’s Hill Council held meetings with residents and the result of 

each of these meetings we held with residents was not to pursue 

amalgamation.  Sometimes war and the subjugation of many people to the will 

of a few politicians or a dictator will build strong community identity.  During 40 

World War I, Hunter’s Hill municipality sent more fighting men per head of 

residents than any other municipality in the country.  This is a strong 

community response by a proud community.   

Sometimes it is a connection to the land and the history of a community that 

builds a strong community identity.  Our history dates back much further than 45 
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1861.  We have had a connection to the French and, importantly, our 

indigenous residents who lived in Hunter’s Hill and fished the Moco Boula and 

hunted across the rocky sandstone rises.  In fact, we have many reminders of 

our indigenous residents well preserved within the municipality.  In addition, 

we have substantial areas of virgin bush that in future generations will reveal 5 

more important information about the area.  We in the municipality of Hunter’s 

Hill hold these things dear.  Importantly, the borders that have defined 

Hunter’s Hill and the history have been responsible for building a strong 

Hunter’s Hill community identity that is worth saving and has been the subject 

of a number of books detailing flora and fauna, history and architecture in the 10 
area.   

Sometimes it’s a sense of community built by community events, such as the 

Hunter’s Hill Art Show, Hunter’s Hill Wine and Food Festival, the Hunter’s Hill 

Village Street Feast, the Hunter’s Hill Gladesville Massey Street Festival, the 

Discover Hunter’s Hill annual bike ride, the Hunter’s Hill balls.  We’ve had a 15 

number of balls.  One shared a feeling of a Williamson play, but it was 

attended by a Prime Minister, John Howard.  I clearly remember John 

Howard’s sterling support for the community over the years and also Joe 

Hockey, who visited the Council meeting recently before his move to 

Washington, clear acknowledgment to Hunter’s Hill community of their 20 

support. 

In closing, our history and sense of place is tied inexorably to the things I have 

spoken of today.  To amalgamate with other municipalities will change our 

sense of place and our affinity for Hunter’s Hill.  We are financially viable with 

a positive operating result last year, the year before and we will achieve that 25 

again this year.  I have come here today for one reason: to seek your support 

to allow us to nurture Hunter’s Hill municipality and our strong community 

identity for the future generations who will protect all that is important in a 

democratic Local Government tradition where local people make local 

decisions without fear or favour to improve the area in which they live, not 30 

only for themselves, but for future generations.  To be very clear, erasing our 

borders and providing us with two or more votes on a larger Council will not 

ensure that our Hunter’s Hill identity is preserved.  Thank you very much. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  Thank you, ****. 

Speaker 5: Dr Lang, my name is ****.  I am a resident of Lane Cove.  I’ve been a resident 35 

of Lane Cove for 40 years.  I’m a member of a number of associations, but I’m 

speaking as an individual.  Other people here will speak about the financial 

side of things.  I want to speak about why small is not only beautiful, but it is 

effective and that a balance between the local and the large scale is 

fundamentally more democratic.   40 

 Lane Cove has a distinctive history and identity that will be endangered by 

amalgamation.  First and foremost, we have natural bushlands and reserves 

15 minutes from the centre of Sydney.  These bushland areas have been 

rehabilitated over the past decades by volunteer groups and Council.  This is 
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green space within a city which is increasingly recognised as globally 

important and remarkably rare.   

Another aspect of Lane Cove is its village atmosphere.  The Lane Cove Plaza 

is a centre for the community.  Clubs hold stalls there and, on Australia Day, a 

citizenship ceremony was held under the Lloyd Rees Bandstand canopy, 5 

named over the Lane Cove artist who made a donation for its construction.  I 

doubt that Top Ryde and the Macquarie Centre can be seen as community 

centres in the same way. 

The proposed amalgamation is actually putting together communities with 

different priorities and giving us a whole world of trouble.  I’ve canvassed over 10 
40 local associations in Lane Cove to ask them how amalgamation with 

Hunter’s Hill and Ryde will affect them.  These included eight residents’ 

associations, 11 cultural associations, four environmental associations, 

15 sporting associations and a few more like WAIG, the Women’s Action and 

Information Group, and the Men’s Shed.  Must of the cultural associations 15 

receive grants from the Council and most of the sporting associations conduct 

their activities from facilities that are subsidised by the Council.  Right now, if 

they have issues, they can reach one of nine Councillors, most of whom live 

in their own ward or a few streets away.  Will they get the same consideration 

in an amalgamated Council with only three representatives for Lane Cove?  20 

Even more alarming is what may happen to our library.  The Lane Cove 

Library has the highest per capita borrowing in New South Wales.  It is in the 

Shorelink system that, along with Stanton Library in North Sydney, 

Willoughby, Mosman and Manly.  Ryde has a standalone library system that 

services Hunter’s Hill.  Amalgamation would create a really complex situation.  25 

Does Shorelink expand to include Ryde and Hunter’s Hill or does Lane Cove 

leave Shorelink? Leaving Shorelink would be appalling for Lane Cove 

residents, but incorporating Ryde and Hunter’s Hill in the Shorelink system 

would be extremely difficult and very expensive. 

The State Government has claimed that the larger amalgamated Council will, 30 

“deliver on priorities in partnership with New South Wales and the Australia 

governments.” I am quoting here from the merger proposal.  It is an assertion 

without proof.  The message is that small communities and Councils are an 

impediment to government’s large infrastructure and development projects in 

the region.  We are under pressure from the State Government to incorporate 35 

a greater density of population, but it is the developers who profit from the 

environment our community has created.  Are we going to come under even 

greater pressure from a larger regional authority? 

I support a joint regional authority.  They resolve these issues.  It keeps 

government local, it keeps Local Government local, but it meets the State 40 

Government’s requirement for regional planning.  All in all, if it’s not broke, 

why fix it?  

Facilitator: Thank you, ****.  ****.  Thank you. 
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Speaker 6: Good morning, Rob.  Sorry.  Good afternoon.  My name is **** and I’m a self-

funded retiree.  My wife and I are the forgotten ratepayers in the City of Ryde 

and represent ourselves.  I first lived in Ryde 47 years ago.  I moved away 

and then returned some 23 years ago, as I believe it is the best place in 

Australia to live and educate your children.  At the outset, I’d like to state that 5 

I’m in favour of the proposed amalgamation, but having said that, I’m 

disappointed that Willoughby and North Sydney were not included. 

 Prior to this meeting, I’ve read voluminous column inches in the local rags, 

observed street banners decrying the amalgamation and also endured three 

hours of tortuous debate at Willoughby Council meeting.  Hello.  This historic 10 

proposed amalgamation is inevitable.  It’s not about consigning three good 

Councils to the scrapheap and changing the names of suburbs.  It’s about 

combining the best of three LGAs and creating a new city in which our 

children, and their children thereafter, will have a better place to live, work and 

play. 15 

 Yes, all 28 existing Councillors will retire and most of them will not be re-

elected.  Their non-re-election will not be because they did a bad job, it will be 

because they cannot accept change.  The major things I would like to see 

from the new amalgamated city are: one, I would like the name of the name of 

the new city Council to reflect the original Aboriginal custodians of the land.  20 

Bennelong City sounds good to me.  A little known fact is that when the 

division of Bennelong was created in 1949, it covered the suburbs of Ryde, 

Hunter’s Hill and Lane Cove, all of which were, and still are, relatively affluent 

areas. 

 Two, the new Council office should be located in Riverside Corporate Park 25 

near North Ryde Station.  This location is readily accessible by all residents 

via Epping and Pittwater Roads and most of the buildings have surplus car 

spaces.  Three, I want the new Council to focus on jobs for our youth.  We 

have the huge business parks at Macquarie Park and Riverside Corporate 

Park.  We need a Council that will champion the expansion of businesses 30 

which will create new innovative and research based jobs for the well-

educated youth in this new city and also revive the Lane Cove West industrial 

area.  We must not let aggressive expansion of high rise residential drive out 

small to medium businesses to the western suburbs of Sydney. 

 Four, a focus on education.  All three existing Council areas are well-endowed 35 

with primary and secondary schools and colleges, but Lane Cove and 

Hunter’s Hill currently have nothing else.  The new city will boast a top eight 

university, two TAFE college campuses, a state of the art teaching hospital at 

Macquarie University.  Five, a focus on quality shopping centres.  Macquarie 

Centre and the refurbished Top Ryde will service the needs of all citizens and 40 

Council should ensure that infrastructure required for them to continue is of 

the highest quality.   

 Six, a focus on sport and recreation.  Lane Cove and Ryde both have 

excellent aquatic centres, green spaces, golf courses, but significant monies 

will be needed to improve and expand these facilities as the new city’s 45 

population expands.  The good work carried out by the three existing 



 12 

Council’s in the area of bushland care and regeneration must be continued, 

with a special focus on the maintenance of our magnificent foreshore areas. 

 Lastly, I would like to see the election of a charismatic Mayor to lead this new 

city of Bennelong.  Whoever he or she may be, they must be able to unite the 

people of this new city and be proud to say at every opportunity that this new 5 

LGA is the best place to live, work and play.  Now there is a real chance for 

someone to become the first Mayor and/or Councillor of the new city if you’re 

up to it.  We were all united 67 years ago in the division of Bennelong and 

now we have the same chance again.  For heaven’s sake, let’s amalgamate 

and get on with it.  Thanks for that. 10 

Facilitator: ****.  Thank you. 

Robert: Can I just ask the microphone to be turned on? It is.  Okay then.  I just want to 

remind everyone, please let everyone speak.  Their views need to be 

expressed and don’t require comments from the crowd.  Thank you. 

Speaker 7: Good afternoon, doctor.  My name is ****.  I live in Hunter’s Hill.  I came here 15 

in 1966 and I lived in Daram Street, Hunter’s Hill.  I now live a short distance 

away in Madeline Street, Hunter’s Hill.  Both of those names are associated 

with the French history of this place.  When I came here in 1966, I was just 

swept away by the beauty and the historic and traditional value of this place.  

That’s factor number C in your list of factors.   20 

Unique is an overused word, but this is a truly unique area, the whole of the 

municipality.  ****, who will no doubt speak, who has been a champion for this 

area, once addressed a Council meeting and told us that we were trustees of 

this place.  We’re not owners of it, we’re trustees of it, and for a trustee to 

observe his or her trust, that trustee has to have a proximity and a knowledge 25 

of that that he’s entrusted.   

My real apprehension, and I think the apprehension of many of the members 

of the lovely community that’s been already spoken of, is that our trust will be 

in the hands of faceless strangers and that we’re being told the reason for 

those and it seems to me that they haven’t been substantiated and that 30 

they’re something like counterfeit clichés it seems to me, that big is better. 

The only other thing I want to say is to factor number D and I think it’s already 

been said by **** from Lane Cove, but the attitude here is that the people 

don’t want it.  We may not have the greatest governing Council in the world, 

but they are trustees and appreciative of this place and that will get lost.  35 

That’s what this community is fearful of and I hope you will hear them.  Thank 

you. 

Speaker 8: I’m vertically challenged.  I’m here as a long-term, 58 year resident of Lane 

Cove.  I’ve experienced many Councils, I’ve seen them come and go.  I’ve 

raised a couple of children.  I’ve taken an interest in the community.  I’ve 40 

received citizenship awards for my contribution to the community.  I wish to 

strongly express my opposition to the proposed amalgamation on a number of 

grounds.   
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 Number one, I have looked at the map and I’m stunned to see that our 

boundaries would extend as far as those of Parramatta, Ku-ring-gai and 

Hornsby.  Far too huge for any feeling of connectedness or community and I 

would think even efficient administration.  Number two, the major purpose and 

benefit of the change, as usual, is supposed to be financial, but, unfortunately, 5 

without a shred of evidence.  Indeed, Fit for the Future Assessment for Lane 

Cove was a top performer.   

There are precedents in other states that we could look at and there is an 

extensive study by two academics from the Local Government Centre of the 

University of Armidale and one from La Trobe.  They showed that for Local 10 

Government in Australia, there is absolutely no correlation showing bigger is 

cheaper or better.  It can even go the opposite way.  Conflating population 

size with scale economy is quite fallacious.  Councils fulfil complex functions.  

Savings are possible for capitally intensive ones, but not for customer 

intensive functions. 15 

I was in Parliament House when Lane Cove, Hunter’s Hill and Ryde 

presented their proposal for a JRA, Joint Regional Authority, to which they 

had committed much research and documentation.  This approach, with the 

best of the both worlds in it, retaining their separate identities while promoting 

a regional cooperative body for combination where it’s appropriate, where 20 

savings and efficiency can be attained, seemed very sensible.   

Three, it is also necessary to distinguish the varied quality of service.  It’s not 

just service, but how good is it, and differing demographics will need different 

facilities and services.  It’s difficult to envisage a community of interest over 

such a large and varied area.  Nor could historic and geographic cohesion be 25 

expected or likely be delivered.  Even in the current Council, this takes 

considerable effort by representatives and staff to ensure.   

Four, when speaking to residents and members of various communities, 

which I’m able to do because I’ve been a fixture there for a long time, it’s 

evident that most express strong doubts that there’s much common outlook or 30 

values, with especially the larger Ryde Council area, so that priorities with 

facilities and programs could be aligned. 

To point five, I have two sections, the first being Lane Cove residents are very 

accustomed, as it has been said, and value the close relationship with 

Councillors and staff.  In the large merged Council, they fear being swamped 35 

in the greatly increased population with necessarily smaller number of 

representatives from the current area.  And, 5B, a further by-product, though 

an unplanned casualty, is the probable demise of real independent 

Councillors.  An effective community participant can become known and 

supported to successfully contest a seat in the current Council, but would be 40 

quite unable to do so in a mega area.  Then only political party candidates can 

succeed and Councils would become a microcosm of state and federal 

politics. 

Seven, the great variety of diverse communities in current Councils can be 

serviced by Councils and staff able to be conversant with them, but that would 45 
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be nigh impossible in the larger entities.  Not for nothing did this State 

Government promise no forced amalgamations.   

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  For the audio transcript, that was ****.  **** next.  And, if 

speakers who are coming clear, could you come forward to these seats at the 

front.  That’d be great.  Thank you.  Thanks, ****. 5 

Speaker 9: My name is **** and I’m the Presidents of the Hunter’s Hill Trust.  The trust 

has formed the view that the State Government will not be budged from its 

commitment to merge Ryde, Hunter’s Hill and Lane Cove Councils, so I’m 

here to advocate for the retention of all those things that the Trust has fought 

for since its formation in 1968 and I agree entirely with ****’s comments about 10 

Hunter’s Hill’s special character. 

 So, amalgamation poses a major challenge for the preservation of the unique 

character of the municipality of Hunter’s Hill, its heritage, its conservation 

areas and bushland.  To this end, the Trust will be making a formal 

submission to the Boundaries Commission and, in summary, we will be 15 

arguing for, amongst other things, the retention of the existing planning 

controls, conservation areas and heritage listings, particularly the larger lot 

sizes on waterfront land, the foreshore protection line and the garden area 

controls which are specific to Hunter’s Hill.  We will be arguing for the creation 

of individual wards so that we can retain a level of local representation.  We 20 

will be arguing for the appointment of the maximum number of Councillors.  

That’s 15 as I understand it.   

We anticipate that there will be a revised development control plan, and we 

will be arguing for this, which identifies specific character areas within the 

merged Council area and this will ensure recognition of the diverse nature of 25 

the new Council area and this is the sort of thing that you will get.  If you look 

at the City of Sydney, there is a massive list of different character areas, 

identified specifically with their own character and planning controls relate to 

retaining that character. 

We want to see the continuation of some form of design review panel similar 30 

to Hunter’s Hill’s Conservation Advisory Panel, which in itself was an initiative 

of the Hunter’s Hill Trust back when the Trust got people onto Council, and 

this was a first in New South Wales, this design review panel, and it’s been 

taken up by other Councils.  We want to see the employment of a permanent 

staff heritage officer.  At the moment, the staff heritage officer comes in part-35 

time. 

We want to see the retention of Council-owned buildings in public ownership 

and the increased use of publicly-owned community facilities, for example, a 

branch of the library in Hunter’s Hill.  And, incidentally, we would argue that 

we should be connecting up with Shorelink to make sure that we get the same 40 

sort of opportunities for library services as exist in Lane Cove.  Maintaining 

The Priory as a public community centre rather than selling it off as a wedding 

venue.  Definitely the creation of neighbourhood service centres which you 

get in the City of Sydney, where amalgamated areas such as Glebe, etcetera, 

have their own service centres. 45 
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We want to argue for an improvement in the care and maintenance of roads 

and parks and bushlands in this local area.  We want to see the retention of 

the festivals and events that currently make Hunter’s Hill a special place.  We 

want to see a more committed sustainability program like that that exists in 

other Council areas, larger Council areas.  The new Council area should be 5 

able to afford things like this much more than the existing Council.  We want 

to see an improve website which would include webcasts of Council meetings 

and an improved DA tracking service.  So, we’ve got more detail of this on the 

Trust’s ten-page Rough Guide on the Impact of Amalgamation.   

And, finally, I agree with **** that it’s really important if we’re going to have a 10 

merged Council area, that we have a really good name for it and Wol-la-mat-

ta used to be the name for part of this area anyway, but certainly the part that 

Ryde is in, and it acknowledges the Wallumategal tribe which I think would be 

a good thing to do.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  Thank you. 15 

Speaker 10: Mr Delegate, my name is ****.  I have lived within the historic Hunter’s Hill 

municipality since 1980.  I was an alderman back in the 1980’s on the 

Council, Hunter’s Hill Citizen of the Year in 1989 and involved since 1980 with 

many community organisations, both locally and within Sydney and New 

South Wales.  I received an OAM in 2005 for service to the environment and, 20 

in 2010, the National Trust Lifetime Achievement Award for Contribution to 

Heritage Conservation.   

 What I say this afternoon is as a local resident, though I should warn you I am 

co-convenor of the Save Hunter’s Hill Municipality Coalition and can inform 

you that we’ll be lodging a submission on their behalf.  And, like some other 25 

speakers, can I tell you emphatically that this amalgamation will not succeed.  

It will not happen.  It will not happen, because communities right across New 

South Wales will not wear it, regardless of what the Government is trying to 

do and to force it through.  It is not going to happen.   

 I have a very strong view that there should be no amalgamation; that the 30 

historic Hunter’s Hill municipality must be retained; that local Councils must 

remain local, otherwise you haven’t got Local Government; and, that this 

proposal is in fact a direct attack on local democracy and is doomed to failure.  

I repeat, doomed to failure.  There are four points of many that there are, 

because we’re limited on time to five minutes or less.  The first is, this is a 35 

flawed proposal and process; the second, Hunter’s Hill is a strong and distinct 

community; third, loss of local democracy is just not going to happen; and, 

four, the community and Council are strongly against amalgamation, not only 

in Hunter’s Hill, but right across many Councils, including Ryde and Lane 

Cove.   40 

 Can I deal with the flawed proposal and process, because this process should 

stop; you should stop this and I’ll just tell you why.  The government’s 

proposal is to amalgamate Hunter’s Hill’s municipality 14,500 people with the 

City of Ryde 114,500 and Lane Cove of 35,000 – plus or minus a few people, 

but not many – to create a mega Council of 164,000 people.  And, in fact, that 45 
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coming from the Government, is a defacto takeover by the City of Ryde of 

both Hunter’s Hill and Lane Cove.   

 The proposal is defective and cannot proceed, as it does not provide the 

detailed KPMG reports with the supporting base documents and other 

material mentioned in various footnotes is not produced.  Procedurally, this is 5 

not fair for the community.  The community can’t answer a proposal that 

doesn’t provide the reports, all of them, and the base material and allow the 

community and the Council the opportunity to investigate that, get their own 

answers, get their own expert reports and to come back to a fair dinkum 

inquiry.  So, it’s defective.  It doesn’t have an advantage, disadvantages, this 10 

side, that side case.  It provides no evidence of the community or Council 

support of the three for this merger. 

 The proposal should have gone to the Boundaries Commission, not the 

departmental head who’s employed you, and, indeed, there’s been insufficient 

time provided for proper community consultation.  You, as the Delegate, are 15 

conceived by the community to be conflicted, because of your connection with 

Local Government, as the Chair of the Local Government Remuneration 

Tribunal and also your role appointed by the Commonwealth and the state for 

the Commonwealth – I forget the actual name – Development Authority or 

something of that kind. 20 

 So, you say you’re impartial.  The person sitting at the back of here or 

elsewhere can’t accept that on the same principle as apprehended bias in a 

court of law.  No public meeting is going to be called in each of these three 

distinct areas with long histories.  No poll of the electors is going to be taken, 

although you’ve got the power to do it under the Act, and can I frankly say 25 

this: that for any fair dinkum amalgamation proposal, there must be a properly 

conducted referendum of all electors in each affected Local Government area 

as to whether they want to be amalgamated. 

 The other points will follow in a submission no doubt in due course.   

Facilitator: Thanks for that. 30 

Speaker 10: I’ve got a copy if you want it. 

Facilitator: ****, ****. 

Speaker 11: Dr Lang, my name is **** and I served as an alderman of Lane Cove Council 

for a period in the 70s and 80s and I served as Mayor for four terms.  I want to 

talk about some of the achievements of Lane Cove Council, and I believe that 35 

is relevant, because I don’t believe that those achievements are equal in the 

other Councils in respect of which the merger proposal is made.  The first 

achievement is the Lane Cove Plaza.   

 Now, the Lane Cove Plaza involved the closing of the part of Burns Bay Road 

where it intersects with Longueville Road.  And, there was a serious traffic 40 

problem there and there was felt in the community that there was a need for a 

place for people in the centre of the Lane Cove village.  So, the Council 

proceeded to seek to close the road and that was challenged and it went right 
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up to the Court of Appeal which recognised that the Council’s proposal was 

valid and that the Council had taken into account all that it had to do to close 

the road.   

 Lane Cove Plaza has been an amazing success.  It was the first suburban 

plaza in New South Wales, and the current Council has really successfully 5 

augmented the plaza by proposing the development of the Rosenthal Car 

Park with a large public area on top and with retail and also parking below.  

So, that has been an unmitigated success.   

 The next matter I’m going to talk about is Lane Cove Community Aid.  Lane 

Cove Community Aid Service was another first.  A first for Lane Cove and a 10 

first for Local Government in the state.  This was at a time when under the 

Local Government Act 1919 it wasn’t abundantly clear that a Council could 

undertake such a service.  But, Lane Cove ignored that and proceeded and 

that service has been very successful in assisting elderly people and disabled 

people, importantly, in their homes, so that people can be supported and 15 

nursing homes and other places can be relieved of those people who are 

happy and are able, on account of Lane Cove Community Aid Service, to stay 

on their homes.   

 Next one is Centre House, Lane Cove Centre House.  It assists, or it teaches 

arts and crafts.  The Shorelink Library Service, that was something that was 20 

unprecedented and it is much appreciated.  Bushland regeneration, a first for 

Local Government, which the Council actually retained regenerators.  And, if 

you go through the Lane Cove area, you will see the greenness that has been 

created and retained.  An occasional day care centre also was established.   

On the 22nd of January, the Lane Cove Community Alliance, which is a 25 

coalition of nine local associations, decided to oppose the force majeure of 

Lane Cove with the other Councils, and I can hand that up.  And, very briefly, 

the point I put is that our Council, Lane Cove, has served its communities well 

in the past.  We submit that it deserves to do the same in the future.   

Speaker 12: Good afternoon.  My name is ****.  I am a resident, and live at Birriwa Place at 30 

Northwood.  Generally I agree with the Government’s intentions to 

amalgamate many of the local Councils in Sydney.  However, I do not agree 

with the suggested boundary adjustments on the Lower North Shore.  I 

suspect the experts decided the optimum number of residents in Council 

areas is 150,000 people or more, and then they concluded the Lower North 35 

Shore is all much the same, and then they amalgamated eight Councils into 

three, without taking into account the geographical and economic 

considerations.   

 They have suggested amalgamating Mosman with Manly and Warringah, 

even though they are separated by Middle Harbour.  They have suggested 40 

joining Lane Cove with Ryde, even though they’re separated by the Lane 

Cove River.  They have suggested joining North Sydney and Willoughby, the 

two largest business districts on the Lower North Shore.  I believe they have 

made it unnecessarily complicated by amalgamating three Councils into one, 
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Ryde, Lane Cove and Hunter’s Hill, and Mosman, Manly and half of 

Warringah.   

 I suggest the KISS principle, ‘Keep it Simple, Stupid.’ Amalgamate the small 

Councils with large ones, that is Hunter’s Hill with Ryde, Lane Cove with 

Willoughby, Mosman with North Sydney, Manly with Warringah.  This would 5 

be far more practical and easier to implement.  Combining one small Council 

with one large Council would be far easier than trying to amalgamate three 

Councils with all their separate departments.   

 The other advantages of this proposal are they are geographically linked and 

not separated by harbours or rivers, they each have a substantial business 10 

district, they each have 100,000 residents or more, they are more socially 

connected.  I come from Lane Cove and I identify far more with Chatswood 

than Ryde.  If I shop or go to the movies, I go to Chatswood, not to Ryde.  

Willoughby is the natural link.   

Similarly, Mosman and Cremorne are far more closely linked with North 15 

Sydney than Manly.  It would be a shame for the State Government to spoil a 

good plan to amalgamate local Councils by implementing a poorly considered 

strategy.  The current illogical proposal is unnecessarily complicated and they 

are attempting to join areas that are not a natural fit.  I seriously hope the 

Government will reconsider their current proposal for a more coherent 20 

strategy that I have outlined.  Thank you.   

Facilitator: Thanks ****.  ****, thank you.   

Speaker 13: Thank you very much for allowing us to address you.  Much appreciated.  My 

name is ****.  I migrated with my family here 30 years ago last month, and I 

represent the 120 members of the Stringybark Creek Residents Association, 25 

no less.  Stringybark Creek Residents Association borders on the back 

reserve which is part of Lane Cove North.   

 We are opposed to the proposed merger of Lane Cove, Hunter’s Hill and 

Ryde Local Government areas.  There is no financial benefit to the merger.  In 

fact, as the following demonstrates, there will be a substantial cost.  I’ve 30 

actually checked these numbers and these are the best numbers we have.   

 The merger cost for the three Councils is estimated by the Lane Cove Council 

at $76 million.  There will be a grant of $25 million from State Government to 

cover this cost.  So, it doesn’t take a lot of imagination to note that the cost to 

ratepayers for the merged Council will be $50 million.  I have assumed that 35 

there are some 20 mergers going through New South Wales and Sydney.  

That may be wrong or right, but 20 times 50 million is $1 billion.   

That’s the hole you’re digging.  That’s the hole that we are digging for 

ourselves.  Right up front there’s going to be a cost of something like $1 billion 

just to get a merged operation.  Nothing will be resolved.  The merger’s going 40 

to take five years, it’s going to be very difficult.   

 Any of the supposed, unsubstantiated, savings estimated by the State 

Government pale into insignificance compared to these figures.  They talk 
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about two billion over 20 years, but they don’t way which end of the 20 years 

that’s going to happen, probably the back end.   

 The probably consequences of such a merger are as follows.  It’s my 

assumption that rates will be capped, initially, so that State Government can 

say, ‘Well, look, the rates haven’t gone up,’ and they won’t, will they? 5 

However, in the longer term, rates will undoubtedly rise as they have in 

Victoria and Queensland.  And, again, these numbers I’ve checked with 

various people.  The rates in Victoria and Queensland are currently at least 

20 percent higher than they are in New South Wales.  So, the rates will go up.   

 So, the merged Council will be looking for savings.  First of all, they’re going 10 

to have that rates cap to start with, so they’re going to be scratching for 

savings, the consequences of which are likely to be a reduction in service 

levels and a reduction in support for local organisations which are deeply 

valued by the community as, in fact, you’ve heard from several speakers.   

 In summary, the Lane Cove Council is solvent, it has no loans and has money 15 

in the bank.  The merger is ill-conceived.  It will result in rate payers paying 

more for poorer services.  The only reason that Lane Cove has been deemed 

not fit for the future is because of size.  A consideration which, to me, appears 

to be completely irrelevant.  Thank you very much.   

Speaker 14: Mr Delegate, my name is ****.  I speak as a former Hunter’s Hill Councillor 20 

and as a Hunter’s Hill resident of some 30 years.  I have long held the view 

that Hunter’s Hill Council is too small to be a viable entity.  This is an opinion 

that’s shared by many others in the community.  I argue that Hunter’s Hill 

Council would best serve its ratepayers by not spending extra money and 

effort in actively resisting the amalgamation.   25 

It is inevitable not only because the State Government has deemed its so, but 

because most professionals in the field argue that way, and because 

elsewhere in Australia, and in many western countries overseas, this 

necessary reform has already taken place.  Instead, the Council should be 

negotiating now with its potential municipal partners to ensure that Hunter’s 30 

Hill’s special interests are considered and positive advantages are secured 

before the merger framework is finalised.   

Hunter’s Hill Council, along with Ryde and Lane Cove, have been pushing an 

amalgamation alternative, a joint organisation, sharing facilities and 

resources.  My question to these Councils is this, if a joint organisation was 35 

such a good idea why didn’t they come up with this before the merger 

proposals were on the table? In addition, I hardly think the powers that be, or 

indeed the population at large, would be happy with yet another layer of 

government.   

However, my comments today focus on the factors which you, Mr Delegate, 40 

must consider in your deliberations and which Hunter’s Hill Council has failed 

to address to date.  I maintain that Hunter’s Hill should be afforded adequate 

representation on the new Council.  A single representative for the suburb is 

the minimum.  Perhaps there is a case for more than one Councillor in at least 

during the transition period of the first couple of terms.   45 
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Hunter’s Hill should not be subsumed into the existing management matrix of 

the largest Council.  In other words, the new structure should be just that, a 

new one, built from the ground up with streamlined divisions and reporting 

lines.  Information about the new Council’s activities should be enhanced, 

making full use of electronic communication.  This could cover live internet 5 

streaming and podcasting of Council and committee meetings.   

As with some current local authorities, but not all, there is a necessity to 

publish comprehensive details of development applications on the new 

Council’s website.  Most importantly, though, is to make sure ratepayers are 

afforded an effective say in the decision making process.  This could be 10 

through statutory precinct committees, possibly electable, which allow for 

considered public feedback on proposals which affect their areas and whose 

comments must be taken into consideration by the new Council.   

In addition, the establishment of community governance committees which 

are given partial or full responsibility for managing some defined local public 15 

assets.  All these will ensure a modern level of democratic involvement.  It is 

my firm belief that a Council merger will bring undoubted benefits.  

Amalgamation is even more pressing as greater Sydney’s infrastructure 

transportation and planning requirements need to be considered in their 

entirety and not by a myriad of too many local authorities.   20 

In conclusion, Mr Delegate, I maintain we all have a duty to focus not on the 

past, but on the future, and to play a part in the coordinated development of 

the world class city in which we have the privilege to live.  Thank you.   

Facilitator:  Thanks ****.  ****.   

Speaker 15: Delegate, I’m ****, and my first comment is about the hysterical campaign, the 25 

emotive campaign that has been run both by the Council and by the local 

newspaper.  We really need to get beyond this and have a rational, simple 

discussion which I hope we’re having here today.  I come from Edinburgh, 

and you might well say why don’t I go back there? But, I remember Edinburgh 

had one Council, Edinburgh City Corporation, a population of half a million.  It 30 

seemed to work very well.  The streets were swept, the potholes were fixed, 

wonderful public transport system, the old double decker trams, you could go 

anywhere in the city.   

We come to Hunter’s Hill.  Lovely place, 14,500 ratepayers, and we have to 

pay the general manager $300,000 out of that, and I’m horrified to hear about 35 

the supposedly $300,000 that the Council has spent on this emotive 

campaign.  People have seen an interesting article by a chap called **** 

recently in the Herald, again supporting Council mergers.  He’s someone who 

worked on coordinating Western Sydney Councils.  And, he talks about it, and 

he talks about really we ought to be at 15 Councils and not **** compromise 40 

of 25.   

But, the important point he makes is that in this process of amalgamations we 

are, as people have said before, we’re going to have a period of 

administration.  But, after that we have a real opportunity to have a clean 
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sweep, a clean plate, which can deal with these ongoing issues of corruption 

in local Council.  That’s what I’ll say about that.   

And then, of course, there’s the editorial in the Sydney Morning Herald 

recently in January which actually talks about something which nobody has 

mentioned so far, and that we actually have something called – whatis it – 5 

theGreater Sydney Commission.  We already have it, it’s already established 

by the Government.  And, there are going to be six commissioners who will 

oversee the whole issue of planning, which has bedevilled Sydney for years.  

Hopefully, out of this we will have this oversight which will stop the 

development of populations in areas with no public transport.  There really 10 

must be, from now on, proper coordination between public transport and 

development.   

And, that’s all I want to say.  I’m in favour.  I’m relieved that I’m not alone 

today in promoting Council amalgamations.  Thank you very much.   

Facilitator: Thank you.  Thanks ****.  ****.   15 

Speaker 16: Good afternoon.  I’m ****, a long term City of Ryde ratepayer who has 

observed the LGA review process and participating in various public 

meetings, have made – do you want me to start again?  

Facilitator: No.   

Speaker 16: Right.  And, made submissions since mid-2013.  What I have heard, read and 20 

discussed over the period convinces me that Ryde’s LGA community will 

incur costs, but not benefit, from amalgamation.  So, the cooperative and 

collaborative Joint Regional Authority, JRA as we term it, developed by the 

three Councils is, I believe, the preferable option for we residents and 

ratepayers.  I believe it, the Councils and, in turn, that regional authority is, 25 

indeed, fit for the future.   

 Otherwise, the forced amalgamations of these three LGAs is a change in 

policy which cannot be objectively judged as being in the public interest.  It is, 

simply put, the latest twist and turn in a process which has gone on for years 

now.  Criteria for evaluating my Council’s fitness for the future has changed 30 

more than most, usually without adequate explanation.   

The LGA boundary changes proposed now all but trash the findings of the 

Government appointed independent review panel, probably in the hope that it 

is more palatable to the electorate.  I believe it isn’t.  As has been widely 

accepted, I feel, December’s announcement seeks to meet the Government’s 35 

political ends.  Of course, it has social, economic and representation 

consequences too.   

We continue to witness how political ends are being met, particularly by the 

Premier and his Local Government Minister.  They may be reacting to the 

pressure of numbers linked population growth.  However, they are not 40 

considering the wishes and needs of local communities, especially with re-

election now more than three years away.  I would add to those comments 

that those that have been made previously, particularly regarding cultural, 
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sporting and other treasures and assets within the municipality, do need 

safeguarding and make safeguarding seriously.   

May I discuss this one key point, increasing LGA scale doesn’t necessarily 

result in increased efficiency.  And, as the report Destination 2036 states, in 

part, “Where desirable boundary changes have been identified the process 5 

for achieving such change is cumbersome and costly.” And, we saw some 

relation to costs just a couple of speakers ago.  It is cumbersome because of 

challenging disruptions associated with restructuring, and it is definitely costly 

because of significant and numerous imposts directly linked with 

amalgamation restructuring, all for no likely efficiency benefit.   10 

For these, and other reasons, I believe it is in the best interests of the Ryde 

community that the City of Ryde retains its independence and present LGA 

boundaries and that the JRA, with Hunter’s Hill and Lane Cove, be 

implemented.   

Facilitator: Thank you.  Thanks very much.  Next speaker, thank you.  Is it ****? ****, 15 

thanks ****.   

Speaker 17: Thank you.  I need to be miked.  Thank you.  I must first of all apologise for 

not having made a proper presentation to you.  I thought it was better to listen 

to what people had said before, and then to comment.  And, having heard a 

lot of, I think, extremely well researched, especially from my own Council 20 

area, Lane Cove, about the qualities that our Council has and what it has 

delivered, and I’ve been in Lane Cove now for 14 years, and I think Lane 

Cove Council is a really remarkable Local Government group.   

 So, I would put it to you that Lane Cove Council’s size is the perfect size for a 

Council.  It is a very accessible Council.  I was amazed to find that I was on 25 

the telephone questionnaire with regard to amalgamation, and with that came 

– or telephone, what do you call it, interview – and with that came information, 

very well prepared, from Lane Cove Council about what was involved with the 

amalgamation.   

 There were a number of points that were put as to what the State Government 30 

was requiring.  Lane Cove met every one of them.  Also, Lane Cove was not 

in the red.  Lane Cove was performing in a very efficient and a very financially 

viable way.  The one thing that we didn’t have at Lane Cove was something 

called scale and capacity.  I would love the State Government to just let us 

know what is meant by scale and capacity.   35 

When it came out that this amalgamation process was going ahead, and I am 

absolutely shocked that a government can make a promise.  I’m an old 

fashioned person.  A promise is a promise.  They made a promise that there 

would be no forced amalgamations.  So, a second suggestion would be let’s 

go back to the novel idea that there could be amalgamations for those people 40 

who are really unhappy with their Council.  Let them get together and find out 

another Council that will work with them towards an amalgamation.   

The promise from the State Government, the promise from our State Premier, 

was that there would be no forced amalgamations of Council.  That’s just a 
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broken promise.  It’s wrong.  So, morally, it’s wrong, on the criteria it’s wrong.  

The final, absolutely to me shocking idea, is that the one thing that Council – 

no, scale and capacity was one.  The other thing that Lane Cove didn’t 

perform on was that we had no debt.   

Look, sorry, I am just an ordinary citizen.  I don’t pretend to be financially a 5 

whiz kid, but why would be – we had a former general manager here who 

moved to another Council and got that Council into very serious debt because 

he got involved in the US.  Lane Cove Council is running a very efficient, a 

very user friendly, an absolutely brilliant Council from the environmentally, 

from a social point of view.  Things that, honestly, the State Government 10 

would not have a clue about.   

My final point is we have been involved in fighting a piece of legislation, the 

10/50 Act.  This is a typical way.  Those of you who have this lovely idea that 

the State Government is actually going to put this into practice, it won’t.  I can 

tell you, the 10/50 legislation came through, it was given to the Rural Fire 15 

Service.  That’s what the State Government does, they give it to someone 

else to do.  That’s what they’ve done with growth in Lane Cove.   

Tell Lane Cove they’ve got to increase their population by 20,000.  Lane Cove 

Council officers go to work.  They go to work and they’re do what they’re 

asked to do, they increase it.  What happens next, they shift the goalposts.  20 

So, double the number that are required by 2030.  You just can’t believe this 

government, I’m sorry.   

Speaker 18: G’day.  I’m ****, husband of the last speaker.  I’m from Lane Cove and, before 

coming to Australia, I was from Glasgow, and Glasgow people always oppose 

anything that somebody from Edinburgh has said, so you will understand I am 25 

going to take another view. 

 Now, I find it quite ironical.  This a completely undemocratic process.  It’s an 

irony that we may be able to vote for a same sex marriage by referendum, we 

may be able to vote for independence, to become a republic, and yet we were 

told there would be no forced Council elections and now it’s changed.  So, this 30 

is undemocratic.   

 The proponents, those with most to gain, are predominantly the State 

Government and the developers.  It would be much simpler for them to deal 

with much smaller Councils.  The losers is the local community.  Local 

communities are going to be trashed by the amalgamation if it takes place.  35 

Also I would say that the material available on the webpages is totally one-

sided.  It could have been produced by an advertising agency.  They’ve given 

all the benefits and all the reasons why it’s terrific.  There’s not one balanced 

argument to counter that.  It is not a balanced proposal. 

 We are required to address, under the terms of this, what are the financial 40 

advantages and disadvantages.  Well, the blurb claims there will be an 

$86 million benefit over 20 years.  That sounds big, but actually if you 

calculate it out, it’s only $26 per annum per resident.  That’s about the price of 

going out to dinner once a year, so it’s insignificant.   
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 I also don’t think that the cost of the implementation has been fully addressed 

in any form and I think that the costs – actually, one speaker mentioned it – I 

believe the costs will wipe out nearly all of the savings.  And, I think it would 

have been good if they had actually told us what the experience had been in 

Victoria of the Council amalgamations.  My wife’s brother was on a Council in 5 

Victoria.  He was against amalgamations.  I think we need to be told where 

are the material benefits from these amalgamations.  I think the reverse will 

prove to be the case. 

 So, the next point is community interests and attitudes.  Now, these 

community entities are really quite different from the three Council areas.  10 

They are unique.  They’ve been built up over generations.  They have little in 

common with each other.  I think that the local communities are, by putting 

them all into a mixing pot and churning them up together, the local identities 

will be lost.  And, then again, we think in a small Council, most of us who are 

interested are able to engage with some of the Council officers and with the 15 

Councillors.  This will go.  The Council officers and the Councillors are all 

going to be much more remote than they are now. 

 Where are the new and larger Council offices to be located in this proposal? 

Most likely, for those of us who live in Lane Cove, Greenwich, as I do, and 

Hunter’s Hill, in some hard to access part of Ryde.  Ryde currently makes up 20 

70 percent of the combined population, Hunter’s Hill only nine percent.  

Hunter’s Hill is going to be completely lost in this, I think.  So, by legislation, 

we are allowed only a maximum of 15 Councillors.  Right now, each 

Councillor in Lane Cove represents 3,900 people; after the change, 11,000 

people.  So, that’s taking them much more remote than they’ve ever been. 25 

And, lastly, I think that the era of independent Councillors is now drawing to a 

close.  I was, for one term, a Lane Cove Councillor.  I stood as an 

independent.  It cost me quite a lot of money to become well-enough known to 

be elected.  With these huge electorates we’re going to know, there will be no 

more independent Councillors.  In case you haven’t heard it before, that’s the 30 

end of the era of independent Councillors.  The only Councillors we’ll have are 

those that are funded by the political parties, and I think that’s a major loss. 

So, lastly, I just think that the character of each area independently, the 

unique character, is going to be swept right away if this ill-advised proposal 

proceeds.  Thank you. 35 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****, ****.   ****, number 20.  ****.  And, if other people 

approximate to that can come forward as well, that’d be great.  Thanks, ****.  

**** and ****. 

Speaker 20: I’m ****, long-term resident from Hunter’s Hill and I’m against the proposal.  

The Baird government has indicated that very little public consultation, and 40 

true to their Fit to the Future fiasco, that our individual Councils should be for 

forcibly amalgamated into one uncaring whole, creating a system of Local 

Government where local representative means nothing.   

 Most of our Councils have survived more than 150 years in New South Wales 

and none have been classified as being unfit in the past.  We have fought 45 



 25 

many battles in Hunter’s Hill.  Kelly’s Bush, aeroplane noise, you name it, 

we’ve been through the lot, and we win virtually all the time.  We have had 

continual fighting against an embattlement and harassment of the states 

against rate-pegging and cost shifting which most Councils suffer from the 

same problem. 5 

 Larger Councils controlled by the autocratic Baird government will allow his 

developer friends unimpeded access to just about every piece of land or 

anything in New South Wales.  In many parts of the world, Hunter’s Hill 

Council would be classified as a large Council, but when comparing size and 

capacity, this is the only failure in IPART’s submitted Hunter’s Hill Fit for the 10 

Future assessment.  If you have Local Government that is small, you have the 

opportunity to fix it if it going wrong.  However, with a Baird-filled mega 

Council, what chance do you have when the state forces a merger on a 

dysfunctional Council? When Councils go stale, loaded with bureaucrats and 

Liberal/Labor faceless people, this will happen with us sitting on the fringe of a 15 

mega Council and at the head office somewhere a long way away. 

 Once the Baird government has amalgamated Councils, you will have no 

chance of saving ourselves and all the decisions will be made by Macquarie 

Street, not the community, and voiced through the new Liberal-dominated 

Councils.  The Baird government hidden agenda is to swamp Councils with 20 

their own pre-selected candidates, blocking anyone who is not a member of 

the Liberal party.  Larger Council areas will make it easier for the Baird 

government to take over with their large political donations, bricks and mortar 

friends, and strength where minor parties and independents will no longer 

have any say or any hope of getting on Council due to their lack of finances 25 

and lack of helpers. 

 Councillors are elected by the people in their shire/municipality, so that 

Council can provide specialist service for that LGA.  The State Government is 

elected to look after the interests of the people of the state.  The interference 

without legal just cause by the State Government in the elected Councillors 30 

and officers’ ability to perform their elected duties would suggest that the 

State Government is being dictatorial.   

There was a strong push about eight years ago to add recognition of Local 

Government to the Australian Commonwealth Constitution, but this got 

knocked on the head by the Liberals due to the forced alignment of the Liberal 35 

Party.  It was the Liberal’s dream then to remove any power from the people 

in Local Government then and now they are proceeding with it.  The Baird 

government is setting up a planning commission to our north, creating more 

bureaucracy within the State Government without public involvement.   

It is common knowledge that our Local Government is the closest form of 40 

government to the people and the most trusted.  A one-person representation 

of Hunter’s Hill who will be up against 11 outside Councillors with an outside 

Mayor in our new Council and aligning politics, running wild, and nothing 

being done.  It is all well known that the State Government and Local 

Government has been loaded with corruption in the past.  Among us, there is 45 

a very, very, very small collusion of sad people within this area and with other 
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areas that relish in the promotion of nothing to do but wish harm upon their 

communities, pushing a disastrous future, trying to destroy our Local 

Government as it is. 

The majority of people who live in Hunter’s Hill are very proud to be here.  

Most have no idea what the Baird government is proposing to do or 5 

knowledge of the subject, as the State Government has gagged Local 

Government against communicating with the community and they only hear 

what is advertised from the State Government.  Leave Hunter’s Hill alone to 

the people who love it the way it is because the Baird government’s 

interference. 10 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Thanks, ****.  ****.  ****. 

Speaker 21: Good afternoon, Dr Lang.  My name is ****.  I’ve been a resident of Lane 

Cove for 25 years now, having moved across from South Australia.  My family 

and I love living in Lane Cove.  We’ve got such a wonderful area, we’ve got 

wonderful neighbours, we’ve got a fantastically friendly community and I’ve 15 

got to make many, many friends.  We really enjoy the amenities of Lane 

Cove.  We’ve got our beautiful library, our parks, our gallery, all our festivals 

and, of course, our plaza which is the jewel in the crown.  That’s our favourite 

meeting place. 

 I’m here today to express my concern and disappointment with the State 20 

Government enforcing the amalgamation of Lane Cove, Hunter’s Hill and 

Ryde Councils.  In 2015, Lane Cove asked the community on numerous 

occasions by phone polls, several community consultation sessions and a 

public meeting, what the residents really wanted in regard to the State 

Government’s move to merge our Council.  Overwhelmingly, the results came 25 

back loud and clear.  The people’s choice: number one, Lane Cove to stand 

alone; number two, Lane Cove enter into a Joint Regional Authority with 

Hunter’s Hill and Ryde Council; number three, no forced amalgamations. 

 Lane Cove Council listened to what their constituents wanted and, in their 

submission to the Government, stated exactly that.  Unfortunately, the report 30 

from IPART claimed that Lane Cove was deemed unfit for the future.  Why, 

you may ask? Unfit for the future, we failed in scale and capacity.  That’s the 

only criteria that we failed in.  Every other benchmark was achieved.  Lane 

Cove is financially stable, with a budget surplus.  Lane Cove Council has 

passed all financial benchmarks and Lane Cove Council is debt-free.   35 

Through a forced merger, Lane Cove will lose its sense of community spirit 

and what will happen to the community groups of volunteers who work so 

closely with Council? A personal example for me is the Lane Cove and North 

Side Community Aide Services.  This wonderful community service has been 

running for 50 years and offers things like linen service, podiatry, nursing, 40 

Meals on Wheels for all the many residents who may not be able to get out 

and about, and appreciate that contact each day from somebody who comes 

to visit them.  A very close friend of mine in his nineties is still able to enjoy 

quality of life in his own home, because this fantastic organisation provides his 

with care. 45 
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Through Council’s financial assistant grant for this unique service, they are 

able to continue on helping those residents to stay at home.  What will happen 

if the grants cease through amalgamation of Councils? Our community relies 

on the organisation for its wonderful work and, in the interests of our bush 

care, cultural festivals and the arts and other groups, how will the 5 

amalgamation impact on these dedicated groups who interact with Council for 

the greater benefit of our community? 

The other question is rates.  The State Governments say that the rates will be 

frozen for three to four years, but we know that, at the end of that time, 

obviously the rates will increase.  It will happen.  Also, what about the loss of 10 

representation in the community? That’s of great concern.  Lane Cove will 

lose its unique identity.  The people’s choice for a Joint Regional Authority 

would still retain close community connection, cause little disruption, keep 

Lane Cove’s identity, merge resources across the three Councils, with the 

option at some time to include other Councils into the future. 15 

As a resident of Lane Cove, I am opposed to forced amalgamation of our 

Council.  After all, Local Government is the closest to the people and the first 

point of contact with our community.  Let’s try and keep it that way.  Thank 

you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  ****.  And, after that, number 24 and 25, if you’re ready.  20 

Thank you. 

Speaker 22: Good afternoon.  My name’s ****.  I’m the General Manager of Lane Cove and 

North Side Community Services.  I represent the board of Lane Cove and 

North Side Community Services and we oppose the merger.   

In 1959, Claudia Leach was canvassing Lane Cove residents to vote for her 25 

to be a Councillor.  She found that there were lots of older residents who were 

neglected and in need of physical and emotional support, and she also found 

others willing in the community to help those people.  From her ideas came 

Lane Cove Community Aid, founded in 1961, a voluntary organisation 

developed with the financial and strategic support of Lane Cove Council for 30 

the benefit of older people, enabling them to live a quality and independent life 

in their own homes. 

Lane Cove Council supports its local community services far more than either 

Hunter’s Hill or Ryde.  Our centre is provided at a peppercorn rent and we’re 

shortly to move to a new, fully purpose-built centre.  We receive almost 35 

$250,000 from the Council to support a unique home-nursing service and 

specific social support activities to overcome isolation and maintain 

independence.  If the merger goes ahead, we feel that the larger Council will 

no longer value or support community services in Lane Cove. 

We know that hospital discharges nurses on the North Shore breathe a sigh 40 

of relief when they see that a patient lives in Lane Cove.  They know that 

patient will have the benefit of comprehensive and integrated home support 

from Lane Cove and North Side Community Services.  We can do this 

because of our special bond and our support from Lane Cove Council. 
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So, 56 years after Claudia Leach’s first idea, her vision of community aid, 

which we now call community services, has been replicated both in New 

South Wales, the rest of Australia and internationally.  It is testament to the 

success of this locally-based and supported community service.  Lane Cove 

and North Side Community Services included community nursing; Meals on 5 

Wheels, that’s a meal and a daily visitor; at home podiatry; home 

modifications and maintenance, from ramps, handrails, to light bulbs and tap 

washers; gardening, making your yard safe, changing the bed linen, shopping 

services, social activities and a long support program for young adults with 

disabilities.  We are unique in North Shore and neither Hunter’s Hill nor Ryde 10 
come anywhere near supporting their local community services like Lane 

Cove Council. 

The aged care funding system in Australia is changing.  Over the next three 

years, state and federal funding to community services will be reduced and 

local organisations will be under threat from larger national and international 15 

companies.  Similar restructures in the UK and in New Zealand have seen 

95 percent of similar organisations like ours disappearing.  Without the major 

support of Lane Cove Council, we fear for our future and the unique support 

we can offer our senior Lane Cove residents.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****, number 24.  ****.  And, if **** and **** could get ready as 20 

well, that’d be great.  Thanks, ****. 

Speaker 24: Hello.  Sorry.  Thank you.  That’s all right.  Yeah.  My name is ****.  I’m a long 

time resident of Hunter’s Hill.  I’m also on Council at Hunter’s Hill.  This is 

coming to the end of my second term.  I will put in a detailed submission, but I 

just wanted to speak more generally today.  I think one of the critical issues 25 

that I’d like you to consider is that the Councils really perform two major arms 

of function.  One is the service provision and the other is what I call keepers of 

place and that is developing, each cycle and updating every year, our 

community strategic plans where we go out and we talk to our local 

communities about what are their priorities or what are the things that they 30 

want for their local area, and then delivering that through the way we 

strategically direct our community service provision and our developments 

plans and the way that we also interact with State Government to meld their 

priorities in there as well. 

 This push to amalgamation, I believe, is a State Government priority objective 35 

which is about – they want 150,000 people per Council area.  There’s actually 

no data to support that 150,000 people per Council area does deliver better 

strategic or efficiency outcomes.  And, they want less red tape and I think that 

is referring to more streamlined regional development.  I think there are much 

better ways to achieve streamlined regional development than forcing 40 

Councils to amalgamate in a kind of blanket fashion that has not taken into 

account the functions of local Councils in their particular area, the local 

geography, the local cultures, the local strategic plans, and just kind of 

amalgamated them into this mesh just to meet 150,000 people target. 

 I think some Councils can be amalgamated easily, others can’t.  I think the 45 

original Local Government Review Panel identified that amalgamating 
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Councils across the North Shore was very complex and possibly likely to be 

unsuccessful and that’s why, in the original plan, it recommended either 

amalgamations or formations of what they called strengthened Joint 

Organisations.   

Now, Hunter’s Hill Council, along with Ryde and Lane Cove, when the State 5 

Government review process began, we sat down and looked objectively at 

what were the things that we thought could deliver efficiencies and functions 

for our local communities, what are the things that could benefit us going 

forward, and what were the things that really wouldn’t if we amalgamated, 

what were the things that would have inverse scale effects.  And, there are 10 

many functions that we could amalgamate or join together, but there are some 

that we can’t and the ones that we can’t relate to keeping control over our 

local communities’ strategic plans and keeping our local representation. 

It’s not possible within an amalgamated model with Ryde and Lane Cove for 

Hunter’s Hill to achieve that.  It’s nice for people to think that it could be so by 15 

having a statutory local precinct committee or something, but the reality is 

once you have people number based election of your local representatives, 

Hunter’s Hill’s 15,000 people out of 150,000 people will lose its voice.  It will 

lose its capacity to control strategic direction in Hunter’s Hill.  It will lose its 

capacity to control strategic planning and development planning in Hunter’s 20 

Hill. 

Yes, you can write it into the new Council amalgamated model, but once the 

new Council is elected, they can change that at any point in time.  So, that’s 

why we looked at the alternative, which was the JRA, which is what the 

original Local Government Review Panel recommended, a strengthened JO 25 

model, which we believe delivers the best of both worlds: it maintains the local 

autonomy for the three local areas while delivering the possibilities for 

regional cooperation and efficient service. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  Thank you.  ****.  Thank you. 

Speaker 25: Is that the right height? My name’s **** and whilst I’ve had a wide range of 30 

involvements in community organisations in Hunter’s Hill over the last 

56 years, I speak today as an active member of the ALP in Hunter’s Hill since 

1963.  When the New South Wales ALP was established in 1981, the 

Hunter’s Hill branch was one of the first to be formed and, for the past 

125 years, the branch has been active in Commonwealth, state and Local 35 

Government politics.   

Traditionally, Local Government has provided the valuable opportunity for 

citizens to be active in the democratic process.  Local government determines 

the immediate environment in which we live our daily lives.  It is the first level 

of government and the one in which citizens gain the most direct experience 40 

of representative democracy and participation.  Over the last 30 years, there 

has been increasing concern at the electorates’ disengagement from the 

political process and a number of studies have recommended overcoming this 

by strengthening the engagement at the Local Government level. 
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The branch has been concerned since the 1993 Local Government Act 

reduced the role for Councillors in the community in local decision making or 

urban development.  The Hunter’s Hill ALP also opposed the decision to 

reduce the nine Councillors in Hunter’s Hill to six Councillors with a popularly 

elected Mayor on the grounds that this would reduce diversity of 5 

representation on Council.  The change was justified on the basis of reduced 

payments to Councillors, but, in fact, remuneration has markedly increased. 

One of the factors that you as a Delegate are required to address includes, in 

the case of the proposal for the amalgamation of two or more areas, the need 

to ensure that the opinion of each diverse communities of the resulting areas 10 

are effectively represented and the Local Government Act has a requirement 

to encourage and assist the effective participation of local communities in the 

affairs of Local Government.   

However, the Fit for Future analysis does not address the issues of local 

democracy, but instead relies the economy of scale arguments to justify the 15 

reduction in representation.  The Liberal philosopher John Stuart Mill argued 

that the importance of Local Government goes beyond the utilitarian value of 

providing efficient administration.  He proposed the view that Local 

Government had a fundamental role in providing basic training in citizenship 

and through widening opportunity for political participation in familiarising the 20 

citizens with the processes and institutions of the political system. 

The proposed amalgamation with Ryde and Lane Cove will see Hunter’s Hill 

representation on the amalgamated Council reduced to one in a Council of 13 

which will not allow for effective representation of diverse communities in the 

district or effective participation of local communities and Local Government.  25 

The Baird government justifies the amalgamation on economic savings arising 

from economies to scale, but has not been prepared to release the KPMG 

report which claims to have identified substantial savings.  Comparing 

Hunter’s Hill and Ryde, the full-time staffing in Hunter’s Hill is proportionally 

less than in Ryde. 30 

Undoubtedly, the driving force for amalgamation is to speed the approval of 

development projects, the rationale being that larger Councils would be more 

professional and efficient in handling approvals.  There is little evidence to 

support this proposition, but, even if it were true, the powers of the larger 

Councils to consider developments will be greatly reduced by the powers that 35 

have been given to the Greater Sydney Commission. 

The Hunter’s Hill ALP branch, at their meeting on the 18th of December 2015, 

condemned the Baird’s government’s proposed forced amalgamation of Local 

Government Councils.  The government has no mandate for this action which 

is only supported by developers, but strongly opposed by local communities.  40 

At a time when there is great concern about reduced engagement in politics, 

the proposed amalgamation will reduce local democracy.  There is no 

evidence that these amalgamation 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 45 

at gaining a political advantage for the Baird government. 
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The Hunter’s Hill ALP will join with our local community to fight these forced 

amalgamations in 2016.  When I left my home this afternoon to come to this 

meeting, I heard the Premier say that these inquiries, these meetings, were 

genuine.  I would hope that we could foresee that genuineness by your report 

being made publicly available to the people here and I hope you’ll make that 5 

recommendation to the Minister. 

Robert: Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  Sorry.  ****.  Sorry.  Yes.  **** after that and then we’re 

jumping down to 31, ****, if – yep.  That’s great. 

Speaker 26: Thank you very much for the opportunity to speak at this meeting today.  My 10 

name is **** and I’m a long-term resident of Lane Cove.  I am opposed to the 

amalgamation of the three Councils together, because otherwise it won’t be 

called a Local Government, we’ll be a city government.  In his foreword to the 

proposal, the Minister refers to four years of extensive consultation and 

analysis.  This does not appear to have been the case with the constituents.  15 

Maybe with Council, but not with the people.   

This last minute consultation appears to have been somewhat rushed and the 

provision of material facts only being released on the 19th of January, namely, 

the assumptions made by KPMG in arriving at the conclusions in their report 

which forms the bedrock of the State Government’s saving model.  What’s 20 

most disappointing is that the rules, objectives and process appear to have 

changed when the results did not match the Government’s expectations.  

IPART found that each of the three Councils satisfy financial performance 

criteria and that, because of lack of scale, they are not able to advocate the 

community priorities when dealing with the State Government.   25 

What is really the issue here? The issue here is the State Government doesn’t 

want to deal with this number of Councils and management of this issue can 

surely be resolved in a way other than forced amalgamation.  Clearly there 

are some Councils in New South Wales which need assistance not only with 

management, but in administration and financial affairs, but these should not 30 

be the reason for the amalgamation. 

In his foreword, the Minister refers to a saving of $86 million for the three 

Councils combined.  This seems to be promoted in three different areas of his 

proposal.  In the executive report under the heading of “Impacts and Benefits”, 

it states that KPMG estimates that the merger of these three Councils is 35 

expected to lead to more than 61 million in net savings over 20 years.  So, 

which is it? Is it 86 million or 61 million? It seems that we can’t come to a 

conclusion. 

And, in the same way as previous speaker, ****, came up with some numbers, 

I did the numbers too and, at $86 million, it’s a cost of $26.20 per resident in 40 

Lane Cove per annum and, on 61 million, it’s only $18.50 per annum.  For 

Lane Cove, yes, it means a saving of $911,000 or $644,000, depending upon 

which level of saving one uses, and, if the results are not achieved, which is 

possible, then the downside could be very expensive to the community.  For 

my part, I’m happy to spent $18.50 or even $26 a year to be able to go and 45 
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talk to my local Council or Councillors, provided the Council works efficiently 

and productively, and I’m not aware that they’re not. 

The report projects improvement of 94 percent in annual operating results, but 

only potentially reducing the reliance on rate increases.  There’s no 

guarantees.  And, I am not sure how they work out the 94 percent 5 

improvement in annual results.  Savings will be primarily from the removal of 

back office administration and streamlining of senior management.  Fifty-nine 

million of the savings are estimated to come from the removal of this back 

office and salaries. 

Now, I understand the proposed structure of the new Council will be 164,000 10 

residents.  It will run and be managed with the same number of managers, 

general manager and directors as one present Council.  That is, one general 

manager and four directors.  I don’t know how that’s possible and, when I 

consider people who are going to work in much larger say companies, they 

would expect to be paid more.  And, here we haven’t even discussed the 15 

redundancy costs and what it would cost to get rid of two general managers 

and eight directors.  It doesn’t sound feasible to me that this can happen.   

And, then he goes on to say, “The staffing and capacity experience at a level 

that is currently not practical or economically possibly for small Councils,” if 

we don’t amalgamate.  He goes on to say, “The Council will have the 20 

resources to better deliver training and attract professionals into leadership 

and specialist roles.” At the same salary that the general manager’s currently 

getting? Why can’t we achieve that now? 

These calculations can’t be made on averages which KPMG have used.  

They have used a rate of three percent of Council’s expenditure on materials 25 

for the savings.  Transition costs are assumed to be two percent of merged 

entity operating costs in the first year.  How are these costs determined? We 

can’t see any of that, so it’s very difficult to judge how the financial results will 

end up.  Thank you very much. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  ****. 30 

Speaker 27: Mr Delegate, thank you very much for the opportunity to address you today.  

My name is ****.  I live in Hunter’s Hill Council area and I’ve lived here for 

more than 40 years now.  I’ve also lived in the Ryde area.  I love this area, the 

built environment and the gardens, the trees, the waterways, the bush.  In 

fact, I’m a Bushcare volunteer.  I’ve worked in the public sector all my life and 35 

I’m quite experienced in mergers and acquisitions, so it’s kind of an 

opportunity to think about perhaps the merger of our Council with others.  I’ve 

also worked in the setting up and the operating of regional organisations and 

I’ll speak a little bit more about that later.  I speak on behalf of my wife and 

myself, and I won’t say others, because that’s always a suspicious thing to 40 

say.   

Now, many points of view have been expressed today both for and against, 

and I’ve been really taken by the passion with which representatives or 

community members from each of the three Council areas have spoken pretty 

glowingly about what they like about their area.  I guess I’m a bit of a glass 45 
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half full person rather than a glass half empty, because so many people love 

their areas, they’ve all got very good features, some of the features are 

different, but nobody has spoken about amalgamating these features.  If one 

area has got a wonderful plaza and is very proud of the plaza, perhaps the 

other Council areas haven’t actually done similar.  So, these good ideas, 5 

these good features, these things that can be shared, we can take these 

opportunities to take the best of the best. 

There’s been a concentration on the fear of losing things and I don’t see it that 

way.  I see that we could shed the things that we perhaps don’t like, the things 

that don’t work for us.  We can’t possibly say we have the best of all of the 10 

features solely in one Council area.  We have good festivals.  Maybe there 

are other festivals which we could participate in.  So, I see there’s an upside 

for all of us here and the downside is something that we perhaps don’t need 

to fear so much. 

But, I’d like to say a few words about scale and capacity, and also strategy, to 15 

use all of those words.  Australia is often cited internationally as one of the 

most over-governed countries in the world, and it is.  Where some 

democracies, like Switzerland, have one layer of government, that’s it, they 

run, we have three and, I guess, for 24 million people, that’s a lot of 

government.  I guess I was pretty disturbed when the proposal of a regional 20 

Council authority or a regional authority was proposed.  I’ve worked with such 

organisations and they become another pillar, another silo.  They become 

another political entity of their own.  They can take off.  They’re hard to 

manage.  That could form a quasi-fourth layer of government.  I think if we 

feel sometimes that we’ve over-governed for 24 million people, it may not be 25 

the best way to go. 

Already other states, such as Victoria and Queensland, have half the number 

of Councils and there’s been some viewpoints put as to whether that’s good, 

bad or indifferent.  Well, regardless, New South Wales is at an embryonic 

stage of going in that direction and it’s probably an irresistible force.  Already 30 

Randwick and Waverley have voluntarily proposed.  Also Auburn, Burwood 

and Canada Bay.  So, mergers are happening.  We can reap the benefits of 

scale and capacity if we take this opportunity, if we are proactive.   

So, I am very much for merging and I think we should seize this opportunity.  I 

think we should set our sights very high, but we should be aiming to achieve 35 

the best that we can.  We owe it to our children and our grandchildren that we 

look after this community and that we hand over a robust infrastructure and a 

robust economic model for our Council.  I think I’ve said enough of my key 

points to - - -  

Facilitator: Thank you. 40 

Speaker 27: - - - speed the process.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  **** followed by **** and **** when you’re ready.  **** and ****. 

Speaker 31: Hello, my name is **** and I’m here today in a private capacity.  I appear on 

Wallumategal land as a concerned ratepayer in the City of Ryde, an active 
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participant in the Hunter’s Hill community through the Hunter’s Hill High 

School P&C and the Vienna Cottage National Trust Management Committee, 

amongst others, and indeed as a one-time resident of the Municipality of Lane 

Cove.  Indeed, I’ve also been a candidate for the state seat of Lane Cove and 

I wish to assert my complete opposition to the current proposal.   5 

 The New South Wales Electoral Commission’s decisions about electoral 

districts and boundaries are supposed to take account of economic, social 

and regional communities of interest, means of communication and travel, 

physical features and area of the electoral district, and natural boundaries like 

mountains or rivers.  This is a relatively recent formulation.   10 

While the community of interest criterion has remained consistent, the former 

expression was geographic contiguity should be a ruling element that 

asserted the vital importance of keeping the elements of any political division 

in close physical contact.  Of course, that’s a rule that has been long and 

perversely violated by the boundaries of the state seat of Lane Cove as we 15 

know a river runs through it. 

The recent proposals for amalgamation, the original IPART one and the 

slightly rejigged version from the Baird government, both ignore the 

requirement for physical connectedness, presumably in pursuit of some poorly 

conceived vision of community of interest.  The most recent set of proposed 20 

boundaries extend this defect across the entirety of the north side of Sydney 

Harbour of course, with enclaves being carved out of logical regional Council 

areas, such as adding Epping to Parramatta and Mosman to Manly. 

However, demographic similarity is not the same as community of interest.  

There is, in fact, no community of interestedness across the proposed 25 

boundaries.  In my experience as a political candidate, specific issues that 

affect Ryde are effectively unknown in Lane Cove and vice versa.  This is at 

least in part because there is no extensive common media coverage across 

the two separate regions.  Despite the best efforts of The Weekly Times, it 

has relatively little impact in Lane Cove.  Issues are covered quite separately 30 

by The North Shore Times and The Northern District Times, with little overlap.  

This means that it is difficult to motivate communities in a common cause in a 

common election campaign for a common Local Government area, as 

proposed, or indeed for the state seat. 

It also effectively doubles the cost at least of advertising to the community in 35 

any campaign sense, something that will make it harder for independents and 

minor parties to participate in any future electoral process should this 

amalgamation proposal go ahead.   

My principal fear that a combined Local Government entity would simply feed 

upon this dichotomy of local views, ensuring scrutiny by ratepayers is diluted 40 

and reducing the responsiveness of any future Council to the legitimate 

concerns of its electors.  The lack of effective and speedy public transport – 

the train, for example, does not stop in Lane Cove, ferries are of a very limited 

connective nature and there are only two circuitous bus routes – is another 
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obvious defect in this regard, especially for retired people and other non-

drivers. 

As it happens, I am not entirely opposed to sensible changes.  I have long 

been on the record in favour of an amalgamation between Hunter’s Hill and 

Ryde, if such an event comes to pass, however, assuming that amalgamation 5 

can be demonstrated to have positive economic and other benefits.  Now, I 

would, like **** earlier today, recommend that instead of the current proposal 

before you, we examine the possibility of a newly established Wol-la-mat-ta 

Council that would approximate the boundaries of the original inhabitants of 

this region encompassed by the two rivers, bounded on the north end by the 10 

M2 and heading west to Pennant Hills and Marsden Roads.  This would 

accommodate, especially with the population growth centres at North Ryde, 

that criterion of population density that the State Government seems bent 

upon, and I commend that option to you.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  ****, followed by ****.  Thank you. 15 

Speaker 32: My name is ****, ****, and I’ve lived in Hunter’s Hill since I was seven years 

old, so that’s 43 years.  My husband was born here and my brother’s up there 

on the honour roll for the sailing club.  My parents arrived here from 

Melbourne, leaving family and friends behind, so this is our community.  

We’ve made our lives here, went to school here, grew up, played, worked, 20 

moved out, moved away, and then, as many local kids do, we moved back. 

 When we first arrived in the 70s, we lived in beautiful Prince Edward Parade 

and we’d landed right in the middle of the famous battle for Kelly’s Bush.  We 

found our new neighbours had been fighting for their local environment, their 

heritage and their municipality, and they had been ready to lie down in front of 25 

the bulldozers.  Then they fought amalgamation in 1973 and they had bumper 

stickers, T-shirts, banners, but then they had parade parties.   

 So, we’ve all had a copy of the Hunter’s Hill Trust’s Green Book, a fabulous 

list of all the divine old houses in our area that we all have grown to love.  

Years later, my husband and I are lucky enough to live in one of these 30 

warehouses and, during our massive and scary renovation of this dilapidated 

building, we came to appreciate the strength of this community.  People who 

stopped to stare and asked to come and have a look, and popped in with 

advice, gossiped, waved and gave us more advice.  They introduced 

themselves, wished us luck and tooted as they drove past, told us of their link 35 

to our house, who had been there before them and that their wedding had 

been held in our back garden.  We were told stories that we wanted to know 

and some that we didn’t.  So many people that we didn’t know who were 

interested in what we were doing to their historic house, these are the same 

people that volunteer for the Conservation Advisory Panel, that run the local 40 

tennis club, that work for Community Nursing and are our local Councillors.   

Hunter’s Hill has existed as a municipality for 155 years.  We have bought 

here, we’ve lived here and we’ve come back here and we feel deeply 

committed to the preservation of the historic houses in the original boundaries 

of this historic municipality.  We don’t want this sacrificed for changes the 45 
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State Government don’t dare to take to an election.  The 17.5 percent local 

polling booth swing in the latest by-election was very telling of the current 

mood.  So, we’re fighting for our local identity, our local representation and 

our Local Government.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****, thank you. 5 

Speaker 33: Hi, guys.  Hi everybody.  You look very busy up there with your laptops.  I 

can’t believe you can’t let go of work to hear what everybody has to say.  

Everybody has spoken so eloquently and so beautifully.  I did have something 

to say and thank you, ****, you kind of segued into everything I felt as well and 

I want to be ****’s daughter.  Yay ****.  He said everything so beautifully.  I’m a 10 

mother.  I represent myself and my family.  I’m involved in lots of community 

activities and organisations.  My husband chose here, because he wanted our 

four sons – well, we didn’t know we would have four sons, but, eventually, we 

did.  He wanted our four sons to go to the beautiful college here in Hunter’s 

Hill, St Joseph’s College, and like ****, we started off in one home in Hunter’s 15 

Hill and then, like good Hunter’s Hillites, moved to another home in Hunter’s 

Hill.  We can’t leave either. 

 It is a small municipality.  We know most of our neighbours.  We certainly 

know our local Councillors and what is Local Government if it’s diluted into 

something the state controls? What’s the point? Local government is what 20 

responds to community needs, not the state, and this process of the Boundary 

Committee Review is really just made up to look like that you guys are 

listening to local people. 

 What I’ve got from everybody here is that the majority don’t want 

amalgamation.  There have been probably a handful of people who have said 25 

we should go for it, because we could possibly have a better outcome for our 

area, but the majority of people here have said, ‘No, we don’t want 

amalgamation.’ Of those people who have said they don’t want 

amalgamation, some have valiantly come out like **** and said, ‘It’s a farce, 

it’s ridiculous.  No, we don’t want it, forget it,’ and other people, like hostages, 30 

have said, ‘Take us, but take us gently.  We want it this way.  We will list our 

points in the hope that you guys will deliver.’ What a joke.  That won’t happen. 

 If we amalgamate, we will lose our identity.  Hunter’s Hill is the smallest of all 

of the municipalities.  Don’t pretend that it’s going to be better and more 

wonderful.  It’s for the developers and it’s to make it easy for State 35 

Government to do what they want.  When communities don’t have a voice, 

like you see here today, they arc up and they start to get together and get 

organised.  Hunter’s Hill has done that many times and I’m sure that this is 

only the beginning of starting another push back against what you want to 

impose on people.  State government doesn’t provide the community services 40 

Local Government does.  Local people who live right here in this area and 

who know what the problems are or can be alerted to them quite quickly. 

 So, I feel very nervous.  Sorry about my shaky voice.  I’m glad you guys are 

taking notes rather than working and thank you to everybody who has spoken, 
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it’s been great, and those people who do agree with amalgamation, you only 

serve to strengthen the rest of us for no amalgamation and that is my view. 

Facilitator: Thank you, ****.  ****, ****. 

Speaker 34: It’s a sad day that I have to be here to speak in defence of our basic 

democracy in Australia.   5 

Robert: I’m sorry.  Can you just say your name again? 

Speaker 34: Sorry.  ****.  And, I’m a resident of Woolwich since 1976.  So, I’ll start again. 

 It’s a sad day that I have to be here to speak in defence of our basic 

democracy in Australia.  The proposed amalgamation of Councils is clearly a 

cynical, political move aimed at silencing residents’ voices in saying how they 10 

want to live in their community.  When I have spoken to residents about my 

view, many felt that I was drawing a long string to my bow.  In response, I ask 

that they consider the following.  Do they feel their democratic rights, 

community interests and amenities will be better served in Council by seven 

independent Councillors, including a popularly elected Mayor, or, in the 15 

proposed amalgamated Council, by possibly only one Councillor, who more 

than likely will be a politically endorsed apparatchik? 

 The proposed amalgamations require a breathtaking amount of naivety to 

believe that the benefits of such will in any way, shape or form have any 

positive impact on the quality or frequencies of services currently offered.  20 

Most of the proposed benefits are no more than wishful thinking, without any 

clear measurable benchmarks or milestones against which the amalgamation 

can be evaluated.  Residents who think they are going to get cheaper rents, 

better footpaths or quicker building applications will be sadly disappointed and 

are in line for a reality check if the amalgamations go ahead.  To paraphrase a 25 

well-known Australian film, “Tell them they’re dreaming.” Nowhere in the 

published information is it clearly stated what devastating effects the 

amalgamation will have on community cohesion, participation and amenities.   

Hunter’s Hill Village has a long history of community involvement in social and 

environmental activities supported by the Council.  The defence lands here at 30 

Woolwich, which was a six-year battle to preserve the dock and parklands in 

public hands.  This was successfully achieved by strong community 

commitment and a substantial Council support.  If you parked your car out the 

front here today, you parked on land which was saved from development by 

the community. 35 

I won’t speak about Kelly’s Bush.  That is so well known, it doesn’t need any 

introduction.  Recently, the restoration of the Hunter’s Hill World War trophy 

gun, one of only three remaining trophy guns of an initial 24 allocated to 

Sydney at the end of the First World War, would not be restored by a 

amalgamated Council, but it has great significance to Hunter’s Hill.  The 40 

Australia Day presentations this year were held down in the dock, again 

saved by the people or the community for the public.   
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The Australia Day Memorial Service at the Hunter’s Hill Town Hall Cenotaph 

again is a very important community activity which will disappear, along with 

the Moco Boula Festival, the Le Vesinet French student exchange, the Food 

and Wine Festival, the art show, the quilt show, the street fest.  These and 

many other community activities supported by the Council will be at great risk 5 

of disappearing when the central face of Council moves towards Ryde. 

Is the current Council perfect? No, it’s not.  But, it has provided services and 

support to the community for over 150 years and meets four of the five criteria 

set out in the amalgamation process as detailed in the IPART Fit for Future 

proposals.  Again, you’ve heard it only misses out on the one. 10 

Further, the Legislative Cabinet inquiry into Local Government in New South 

Wales, published in October 2015, made a number of recommendations.  

Recommendation 17, that “the New South Wales government work with Local 

Government on statutory model for joint organisations based on Hunter’s Hill, 

Ryde, Lane Cove model as a cooperative consensus model for local Council 15 

reform in metropolitan Sydney.” 

Facilitator: Okay.  Thank you. 

Speaker 34: I’d just like to just finish. 

Facilitator: One sentence. 

Speaker 34: One sentence.  Very important sentence.  Amalgamation of Hunter’s Hill 20 

Council should be scrapped. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  ****.  And, with **** and **** after that.  Thank you. 

Speaker 35: Good afternoon, Dr Lang.  My name is ****.  I am a resident of Hunter’s Hill 

and I, like many others here today, am a Councillor of Hunter’s Hill Council 

and I raise this because I will be speaking on just one important issue in this 25 

merger process today and that is the lack or the loss of local representation. 

 By way of background, because I’m sure you actually don’t know that much 

about Councillors in Hunter’s Hill, but I was elected to Council in 2012 on a 

ticket that also elected by fellow Councillor, Dr Meredith Shiel.  In a contest 

that saw many candidates in our ward, we were elected having secured 30 

45 percent of the available votes.  Why were we elected convincingly? Well, 

I’d like to think it’s as simple as this: Dr Shiel and I are both local people.   

Local people view us as local, just like them.  We were both mothers living 

and raising our children in this community.  We were active in leadership roles 

in local schools and sporting clubs, and we had strong connections across 35 

various community groups.  We both ran for Council because we were 

passionate about our community and local issues that affected us and our 

friends and our neighbours.  Because we were locals, we understood where 

the deficiencies were and felt that we could make a difference to improve the 

amenity for our residents. 40 

Now, my point is this: Hunter’s Hill has a proud history of independent Local 

Government representatives drawn from across our community.  They are 
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locals who have an innate understanding of their community and whose only 

interest is serving their community members, not serving any political parties 

with its particular policies and its particular agendas.  In a merged Council, on 

a per capita basis, Hunter’s Hill will have one to two representatives for the 

whole of the current Hunter’s Hill boundary area. 5 

Most of the representatives that Hunter’s Hill attracts as its Councillors are not 

interested in running for pre-selection for a political party in a large regional 

Council.  Most of us ran because we felt that we could serve our local 

community and work within Council to achieve better outcomes for our 

residents.  This, to me, is the fundamental hallmark of Local Government.  It’s 10 

about local decisions being made by local people.  It’s not local to me when I 

would be spending my time voting whether there should be another 40-storey 

commercial tower built in North Ryde.  I would have no say in a large Council 

when Hunter’s Hill planning laws are overturned to allow a 20-storey 

apartment block to abut a conservation area in Gladesville. 15 

The State Government has claimed that large regional Councils will attract a 

better class of Councillor.  Really? To my mind, it will attract just another 

career politician from a major party.  I defy you, Dr Lang, to find a better 

qualified representation than those Councillors on Hunter’s Hill Council.  All of 

the Councillors vote independently on the community’s needs, not in 20 

accordance with a political party’s agenda and its policies.  Generally, our 

decision making and debate is consensus driven, amicable, as most of us 

have similar views on issues for the future of Hunter’s Hill. 

But, the State Government is asking us to be subsumed by a large Council to 

the west that has a long and, I have to say it, not illustrious history of disunity 25 

and in-fighting along party lines.  Hunter’s Hill also has a popularly elected 

Mayor who provides stability and continuity.  The State Government also says 

that Council would have the means to partner with state and government 

agencies.  Well, of course they would, because the Councillors would be 

members of those parties. 30 

In my view, what were once local independent Councils will be mere training 

grounds for would-be politicians as they move up through the ranks with no 

interest in local issues other than to implement their party’s policies and 

planning agendas.  Qualified, intelligent, hard-working, local independent will 

have no representation on larger regional Councils.  How many independents 35 

are currently in the New South Wales Legislative Assembly? Good local 

independents will not be able to afford to run against the might of those major 

parties.  Local decision making by local people will be a quaint thing of the 

past.  I believe this merger will be a travesty for local representation and for 

Local Government in New South Wales. 40 

Robert: Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  Thank you. 

Speaker 36: ****.  Thank you, Dr Lang, for allowing me the opportunity to speak.  I’m sorry, 

I’m got a bit of a voice problem at the moment.  I’m going to be brief, because 

most of what I would have liked to have said has already been covered.  I am 45 
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against amalgamation even though I’m an economist and I believe in 

economies of scale, providing they are introduced correctly.  I have got the 

open mind on it and I believe we will have amalgamation before too long, 

maybe the next century or two centuries. 

 I’d like to talk about eels’ teeth.  My father lost most of his finger down an eel’s 5 

throat, he was trying to take a hook out, and he eventually had to have the 

finger amputated.  Now, eels’ teeth throw backwards and this is a bit what this 

process of amalgamation is going to be like: once you get in, it’ll be bloody 

hard to get out.  So, we had to think very carefully about it, even though, as an 

economist, I would support it, basically. 10 

But, the way it’s being done is not democratic, it’s ridiculous, and I would 

quote David Shoebridge, who’s a Greens Senator.  He calls it a political fix.  I 

think if you read the subtext, he’s saying it’s a charter for developers.  The 

process definitely lacks transparency.  There’s a wide belief in the 

communities that the proofs of economies showing from amalgamations are 15 

not rigorous enough.  I can’t see any evidence in the Fit for Future or the 

KPMG reports, or any other reports, of any benefit we are going to get, if that 

can be produced, and it should be produced. 

But, basically, Mr Baird gave a promise before the last election there would be 

no amalgamations.  We went down this track before in 2004.  He promised 20 

there’d be no amalgamations and now I’m not saying he’s a lawyer.  I mean, 

politicians are automatically anyway.  The cost of the amalgamation is 

25 million, or whatever has been quoted, for three Councils over a period – it’s 

peanuts.  Whether it’s 18 or 25 or 50 dollars a head, it’s nothing.  I’d be quite 

happy, like a previous speaker, to pay $100 extra a year to keep Hunter’s Hill 25 

as it is.   

I’ve been a resident here for 49 years.  I’m also a ratepayer in Ryde.  I own 

property in Ryde and also in the Shoalhaven Council area, and that’s a 

Council with its own problems.  I’ve been on public committees in the 

Shoalhaven.  I’ve been institutional in instigating a aftercare service at 30 

Boronia Park Primary School many years ago when my children where there.  

Unfortunately, my children live in Bondi now.  And, the consultants’ reports 

have not been readily available in a manner that’s open and the timeframe is 

ridiculous.  It takes years to get these things running.  Okay.  We’ve been 

fighting it back in 2004.  Brisbane has bitten the bullet on it, Melbourne too, 35 

and there’s no proof that they’ve gained anything from it at all. 

Apart from the broken promise, which annoys me, services are going to tend 

to be allocated well away from where they should be delivered.  The point of 

delivery of services is just not going to meld with where they’re coming from.  

There’s going to be environmental, social and local identity problems which 40 

people alluded to before.  I very, very much object to the tenor of government 

advertising, we’re going to get better rates, cheaper rates, rates won’t go up 

so much.  Do they think I’m a bloody idiot? That will never happen. 

The JRA seems to be a more logical path to go down if we have to go down it.  

At the moment, I would prefer things to be where they are and there is a white 45 
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elephant in the room, I know I’m not really allowed to talk about it.  It’s if we’re 

talking about amalgamations, we have three levels.  We’re the most grossly 

over-governed – God bless Edinburgh and Glasgow – country in the world.  

Why not get rid of the bloody State Government? Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thanks, ****.  ****.  Thanks, ****. 5 

Speaker 37: Hello.  My name is ****.  I’m a resident of Hunter’s Hill and I’ve lived here 

pretty much all my life.  I’m opposed to the amalgamation of Hunter’s Hill 

Council.  I’m not opposed to progress and I’m not opposed to achieving best 

practice. 

 The best outcome is the JRS proposal put forward by Hunter’s Hill, Ryde and 10 

Lane Cove which would achieve significant efficiencies.  In addition to 

adopting the recommendations that will stem from the IPART Report released 

this week which focussed on the regulatory burdens placed on Local 

Government by the State Government.  It references the Stenning Register, 

which identified that a local Council must handle 121 Local Government 15 

regulatory functions involving 309 regulatory roles, and that these functions 

emanated from 67 state legislative Acts which are individually administered by 

eight departments or ministries, and 23 state agencies.   

 Many of the issues associated with Local Government do not stem from Local 

Government.  It is the dysfunctional State Government which is projecting all 20 

its cost shifting dysfunction, duplication, regulation and inefficiency on to it, 

which they then constrain by inadequate distribution of funding and the 

inability to raise revenue.  To remove democratically elected institutions which 

have stood for well over 100 years without giving people the right to vote for 

or against is a denial of democratic process.   25 

I do not mind if governments have major policies, but they must seek the 

agreement of the electorate and not force the implementation of major policies 

which they do not have the confidence to take to an election.  Just as they 

took the opposing policy of no forced amalgamations to get elected they 

should provide a vote for the opposing policy position.  This policy is stripping 30 

the constituents of democratic representation and, by default, oversight and 

participation in decisions which affect their personal property and their 

community.   

The new Local Government Councillors will not have the ability to deal with 

their residents, nor will they have any meaningful authority to deal with 35 

planning.  They will, effectively, be restrained through current and further 

regulation and legislation by this and future labour and liberal State 

Governments to maintenance, bins, parks, dogs and no authority in planning.   

Corruption is a significant concern at both state and local level, and it is a 

proven fact that some state MPs, Councillors, public servants and non-40 

government bodies have used their power and their office for personal 

advantage.  This has happened many times in the past and it is fair to assume 

that it will happen in the future.  I wish I could trust people to act honestly.  

Unfortunately, I cannot assume that all people in any government, present or 
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future, will be, because some will not be, and will deliver an outcome for 

personal gain.   

Checks and balances, process and accountability are a necessary price for 

good governance.  I feel that smaller local Councils are less susceptible to 

corrupt behaviour and deliver checks, balance and accountability.  I think 5 

while Hunter’s Hill Council does not get everything right, they try to and they 

are fit for the future.  I note that neither the state or federal representatives of 

this electorate are here today, but our local Councillors are.   

Facilitator: Thanks ****.  ****, followed by ****.   

Speaker 38: Good afternoon, Dr Lang.  What do we mean by the word, ‘local?’ I’m 10 

borrowing from The Castle again.  I do not want my local Council to be three 

suburbs away.  No-one can provide any concrete information as to how this 

amalgamation will work.  Obviously, Lane Cove and Hunter’s Hill Council 

offices will be closed, and as Lane Cove is right on a transport corridor it 

offers excellent residential development properties.  This meeting location is 15 

just one example of the manipulation of process.  It couldn’t be any further 

east in the area without us getting our feet wet.   

 Before the last election we heard from Mike Baird, “There will be no forced 

amalgamations under the Government I lead.” The last time I heard that line 

there were tears.  Lane Cove residents also have an example of 20 

amalgamation when we lost our police station.  Go to Chatswood Police, they 

just glaze over.  Lane Cove? No, they don’t even understand where it is.  Our 

local member has his office in Ryde.  We know where his heart is.   

 Lane Cove has the best Council library in the state.  Well, we’ll be able to say 

goodbye to that because it will just disappear.  The ogre in the room is Ryde 25 

City Council, and Lane Cove and Hunter’s Hill will just disappear into an 

abyss.  Thank you.   

Facilitator:  Thank you.  ****.   

Speaker 39: Good afternoon, Dr Lang.  Yes, I’m ****.  I’ve been a resident in the 

Gladesville and Meadowbank areas since 1982.  I’ve been a member of, or on 30 

the committees of, several organisations that have had extensive dealings 

with Councils, including Hunter’s Hill and Ryde Councils.  And, just some of 

those are the Hunter’s Hill High School and the Boronia Park Public School, 

and the Sailing Club in the past, and currently I’m also the Chair of the 

Owner’s Corporation of one of the apartment blocks in Meadowbank which 35 

has 200 owners.   

But, most importantly, what I’m representing today is the Meadowbank-West 

Ryde Progress Association which, for over 40 years, has represented the 

interests of the residents in those two areas which are now within Ryde 

Council.  And, I thought I’d just quickly run through what I perceive are the 40 

major kinds of issues to members of the Progress Association and how little 

they exactly have in common, or do with actually the proposal for 

amalgamations.   
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So, quickly, number one issue to our members is over-development and the 

issues that arise from that of traffic, lack of open space, parks, roads, schools, 

overcrowding in schools, compliance.  Council’s sometimes are not given the 

authority to actually, but often can’t, simply can’t check the compliance of the 

recent developments with all the various standards.  A whole lot of other 5 

issues there.   

Our second big category of issues is the responsiveness of Councils.  And, 

here I’ve distinguished between Council staff and Councillors.  And, it’s the 

responsiveness of some of the elected Councillors which has provoked, I 

suppose, the most angst and most concern.  Thirdly would be various 10 
governance issues, particularly in Ryde Council, to do with transparency, 

accountability, reporting standards and so on.  And fourth, that’s connected to 

something I said before, the quality or capacity and integrity of some of the 

elected Councillors has left much to be desired.  Of course, on the other side, 

there’s many outstanding Councillors.   15 

And, finally on my list of major issues amongst the members of the Progress 

Association over the years would be the interaction between the Council and 

the viability of small business in the area, and the constraints put on growth of 

small business.  And, not so much that in itself, but the flow on effects of local 

jobs and local services, and on a whole range of services, of course medical 20 

and car repair and dozens of others.    

So, what overall I would say the members of the Progress Association are not 

opposed in principle – some are and some are not – to Council 

amalgamations if the Government services could be shown to be improved as 

a result, and if those five issues that I just mentioned could also be shown to 25 

be improved.  Now, in the proposal I think overall it’s fair to say, and many 

other people have said it too, there’s no real evidence given for these.  

Financially, the Councils have existed and managed to be sustainable 

economically for 150 years, all three of them.  I don’t see why that would 

change.   30 

The two points of issues – the most optimistic view of the savings, $4 million, 

that’s two percent of the total revenue of the Councils, and that’s not taking 

into account the full cost of the actual merger.  Now, the other thing, the huge 

furphy, the annual operating result.  That really means profit or loss, and yet 

Councils are not for profit organisations.  That is almost irrelevant though, any 35 

discussion about operating results.   

And, I now would like just to quickly mention a few points which are supposed 

to be addressed according to Appendix III of the appendix in the report 

coming from the Delegate.  Can I just mention a couple of these? Right.  Yep.  

The crucial one, point (e), the requirements of the areas concerned in relation 40 

to elected representation.  Well, what’s proposed in the proposal anyway, 

reduction of Councillors, 28 to 12.  I can’t see how that’s going to help with 

responsiveness to issues raised by residents, or responsiveness to 

opportunities that arise.  I can’t see that’s going to contribute to better 
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governance, and I can’t see that it’s going to lead overall to better control over 

development.   

So, all in all I think I could summarise the opinions of the members of the 

Progress Association as being that the discussion of boundary changes is 

largely not addressing their major concerns to do with Local Government.  So, 5 

on those grounds we would say that the Progress Association does not 

support this particular proposal, but would look again if a proposal came back, 

for changes in boundaries, that did address some of the major issues that the 

members have.   

Facilitator:  Thank you.   10 

Speaker 39: Thank you.   

Facilitator:  Thanks for that, ****.  I’ve got ****, **** and ****.  Might as well do it in that 

order.  Thank you.   

Speaker 40: Thank you.  Dr Lang, my name is **** and I’m president of the Lane Cove Arts 

Society, which position I’ve held for the last eight years.  I have also been on 15 

the Lane Cove Cultural Advisory Committee for the last 13 years.  I’ve come 

to speak to you today about a couple of issues that concern specifically the 

Art Society.   

 Council grants.  Lane Cove Council supports the community by giving 

generously to many associations and small groups.  Last year the sum of 20 

money given was in excess of $440,000.  Lane Cove Council has, for many 

years, been unique among Councils by giving more monetary grants to 

voluntary groups than any other Council in the greater metropolitan area.  Our 

Council believes in supporting community groups for the simple fact that, as 

they so rightly say, we could not possibly pay for all the voluntary help given in 25 

the community, and we value it.   

The Society is one such group.  Currently, the Society runs two exhibitions 

each year, one for members and one on behalf of the Council.  In this 

instance I am deeply concerned for the future of the Lane Cove art awards.  

Council provides a grant for most of the prizes and the bulk of running costs 30 

associated with mounting an exhibition comprised of over 330 art works.  

Artists from all over Australia are invited to exhibit and we frequently get them 

from various other states.   

2016 marks the 53rdyear for this exhibition and its awards.  The major prize is 

for an artwork specific to the Lang Cove municipality, and becomes a part of 35 

the Council’s permanent collection.  Over its 52 years this permanent 

collection has become an historical time capsule of the life of its people, its 

buildings, landscapes, streetscapes, waterways and parks as seen through 

the eyes of artists.  Will the proposed merger bring an end to this continuing 

history?  40 

Winston Churchill, when asked to cut arts funding during the war, is reputed to 

have replied, “Then what are we fighting for?” Since man first inhabited this 
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earth our history has been recorded in our art, from the earliest cave paintings 

to modern day life, and we cherish it.  The Lane Cove art awards are more 

than the sum of its prize money.  They represent one Sydney suburb’s history 

and should continue.   

If the awards cease, so too will our donation to the Rotary Club of Lane Cove.  5 

Each year over 300 people, mostly from the Lane Cove community, attend 

our opening night and pay a $5 entry fee to the exhibition.  Profit from sales, 

are society costs are deducted, are added to total entry fees, an amount 

varying from $2,000 to $4,000 is given to Rotary.  Rotary uses this money to 

benefit our Lane Cove community.  I repeat, will the proposed merger bring an 10 
end to this continuing liaison?  

My next point concerns the Lane Cove citizenship awards.  Each year the 

Council asks community groups to nominate a person or persons to receive 

an award.  They cover many areas of endeavour and are given primarily to 

recognise the wealth of voluntary work that is given.  Will these citizenship 15 

awards survive a merger? Will the needs of Lane Cove citizens be considered 

when we are outnumbered by Ryde citizens three to one?  

I would now very briefly just put a few points on my own behalf as a private 

citizen of Lane Cove.  Has due thought been given to the actual boundaries? 

It appears that the Government has merely taken bordering Councils and 20 

lumped them together, without regard to existing demographics.  A merger 

with Ryde begs the question, what do Lane Cove citizens have in common 

with Ryde? I put it to you, not a lot.  Surely, we would have more in common 

with parts of North Sydney or Willoughby.   

I also draw attention to the setting up some three years ago of the 25 

Independent Hearing and Assessment Panel by Lane Cove Council.  This 

Panel assesses vexing private property and development applications.  Since 

the existence of the Panel only two appeals have been taken to the courts.  

One is still pending, and the other didn’t get up.  This has saved Lane Cove 

residents millions of dollars.  I do not believe that an association and a merger 30 

with Ryde would benefit most Lane Cove citizens, or the Art Society.  Thank 

you so much.   

Facilitator: Thank you.  Thanks ****.  ****.  Thanks ****.   

Speaker 41: My name is ****, and I moved my family from the Eastern Suburbs to Ryde, 

and I’ve been a ratepayer for at least 45 years.  Now, as a ratepayer I have no 35 

objections to Ryde and Hunter’s Hill amalgamating.  However, I am 

concerned about Lane Cove in this mix.  And, funny enough, along with my 

daughter who has a property in Neutral Bay, I am a little concerned if we are 

going to be amalgamated with North Sydney, Mosman Councils, etcetera.  I 

think that’s taking it a little too far.   40 

Now, I do, however, predict our rates will go through the roof, no matter what 

the State Government says.  And, to date what concerns me, I have not been 

informed where Council meetings will take place, how staff are to be sorted, 

and what happens to existing section 94 and rate monies of my Council, 
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Ryde? I also would like to know will planning all go to the State Government? 

They do seem to have taken over a lot of that recently.   

I object to the huge waste of taxpayer money spent by the State Government 

advertising amalgamation, with no useful information.  Our local Member, 

Victor Dominello, has stood by, and with the help of his colleagues, is now set 5 

to destroy my city of Ryde.  To date, no state MP seems capable of sorting 

out traffic problems, and whilst we need development parts of Ryde now look 

like tenements.  Deals seem to be made only in the interests of developers, 

not the least being now able to force unit owners out of their properties.  

Home owners like myself are obviously next.   10 

Our State Government, who are like spoilt children, cannot look after our most 

precious resource, which is water, and I would like to know how can 

amalgamation, or any state politician, be trusted with doing amalgamations 

properly? We do not need half the existing state politicians, and I suggest they 

immediately amalgamate themselves before Councils.  We do not need a 15 

State Government, especially one that has cost Local Government millions of 

dollars over bad decisions, which every ratepayer has to live with.   

Now, I notice most people in this room are probably my age, or probably 

much younger, but they would all remember Neville Wran who also tried 

amalgamating Councils many years ago, and he failed.  He failed with Ryde 20 

and Hunter’s Hill.  And, I am also wondering now, in light of that – he did have 

success in the country areas, we know that, and a few city ones.  And, I think 

you, Dr Lang, would also be – and, I’m not saying you’re as old as I am, but 

I’m just saying that you would probably be aware of all these things.   

But, I think that most people – and, I’ve heard a lot of very good speakers 25 

here today, and not too many, sadly, from Ryde.  But, I was pleased that our 

Mayor, our latest Mayor, was here for quite a lot of it, and I really don’t now 

know most of the other Councillors, though I did note the two ladies and a 

couple of the gentlemen from Hunter’s Hill who I have seen over the years.   

And, to those people that live in Hunter’s Hill, I’m not totally against Hunter’s 30 

Hill.  My daughter, along with going to a private school, did attend Hunter’s Hill 

High School.  And, so, I think the best way for Ryde and Hunter’s Hill to 

survive – because Ryde is about the third oldest city in the country of 

Australia.  And, I think for them to preserve a lot of their older buildings and 

their heritage is to combine.  And, if we do that together I think we can be 35 

successful.  But, I do agree with the people of Hunter’s Hill, one 

representative is not enough.  That is totally unfair and I do believe it should 

be an even amount of Councillors that are elected, because then you don’t 

have a Mayor using his casting vote every time.  Thank you very much.   

Facilitator:  Thanks ****.  Now, I believe we’ve come to the end of our registered 40 

speaker’s list, so I might get an indication from our Mr Delegate whether we 

open up for unregistered speakers.   

Delegate: Thanks ****.  Thank you all for your comments today.  It’s been very helpful.  I 

am prepared to accept anyone who hasn’t yet had an opportunity to speak 



 47 

today.  If they’d like to indicate, raise their hands.  We certainly would love to 

hear from you in the remaining time that we have.   

 What I will do is, look, let’s take a ten minute break.  I think it’s been a long 

afternoon so far, and let’s reconvene in ten minutes.  If anyone would wish to 

speak, and think about it in the next ten minutes, let **** know down the front 5 

and we will talk after we come back.  So, can we reconvene in ten minutes, 

please?  

[BREAK] 

Robert: This is for those who haven’t yet spoken as unregistered speakers haven’t 

had a chance to have another go.  Okay folks if you could take your seats 10 

again that’d be great for those who wish to stay, no compulsion.  We will be 

holding the enquiry open until the advertised time of 5.00 pm though to 

comply with Local Government Act requirements and if I can call up our 

speakers, if you can, your name, where you’re from etcetera and we’ll start.  

Thank you very much.  Come forward.  Yeah if people could sit down and be 15 

quiet at this point, that would be brilliant.  Those people over there.  Thank 

you.  Anybody who wants to come forward, I’ll keep checking the numbers to 

see how we’re going.  Thank you sir.  Over to you. 

Speaker 42: Good afternoon.  Thank you very much.  My name is ****.  I’m from Ryde.  I’m 

a little bit dismayed on the lack of number of people from Ryde who are here 20 

this afternoon but nevertheless, I’m a former president of the Meadowbank 

West Ryde Produce Association.  I served on the Olympic Authority, on the 

committee for the Olympic Games and also I’ve worked over many years on 

the Rhodes Peninsula Consultative Committee and I have a strong 

attachment to Ryde.  I’ve lived in Ryde since 1959 as a matter of fact.  I only 25 

have really two things to say.  I’m against the proposal because I just don’t 

think the financials – have been very poorly presented to date stack up, we 

can’t make any sense of them so I just can’t accept that at all.  The other thing 

I’m really particularly concerned about is, it was brought out already, but the 

effect on independent people being able to stand for council.  I think it is going 30 

to be impossible under the proposed new regime and I think that’s, it’s not 

only a shame, it’s a crime against the community.  I think there has some way 

that we can depoliticise the councils, it’s bad enough as it is but with 

amalgamated councils I think the problem will just become insurmountable.  

Thank you very much. 35 

Robert: Okay.  Next speaker and make sure you say your name and also we get your 

names at the end of this as well just in case.  Thank you. 

Speaker 43: Thank you, Dr Lang.  My name’s ****.  I’ve been a resident of Hunters Hill 

since 1977.  One of the reasons we moved in here was the nature of the area.  

It’s had a lot of historical houses, it’s got a very significant historical house 40 

next door.  The development was well-controlled.  Council was very much 

aware of the history of the area and, having lived here for some time, I’ve 

noticed how Hunters Hill has managed it’s historical areas etc and how Ryde 

has done so, and I’ve noticed a considerable difference in their management 

styles and the results of those styles.  For instance, if you have a look at 45 
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what’s happening in Ryde, for instance we have a lot of high-rise 

developments in a lot of restricted spaces, units sitting on roads where you 

have a different garage, awkward garage accesses etcetera that impinge on 

the traffic through Victoria Road etcetera.  I think Ryde has a different 

approach to development.  Hunters Hill likes to keep it fairly low scale.  Ryde 5 

has a very high-rise approach.  When I spoke to Richard Quinn, the Mayor, 

last year, early last year, he was saying that Ryde enthusiastically wanted to 

have more development in its area and Hunters Hill was trying to manage this 

development that was imposed upon by the State Government so this was 

something that is very much a concern to me.  It’s just the culture of the two 10 
areas, they’re quite different and to me they’re in a collision course.   

 The other thing that also, I noted, was that Ryde, Hunters Hill and Lane Cove 

put up this thing for a joint regional authority which is a joint purchasing of 

services and goods etcetera.  The government knocked it back, which 

surprises me, because they actually have a system themselves where they 15 

have, when I was in the public works for instance, we had the Department of 

Supply, which provided all goods and services to other departments so to me, 

it’s an operational positive for local councils, in fact it’s probably something 

that could be expanded to take in almost the entire North Shore area.   I think 

that’s a very good thing to look at before we amalgamate the councils.  The 20 

other thing that’s also been commented upon is the KPMG report had been 

reviewed by Ernest Young.  Well there’s an old sort of computer saying I 

think, this is rubbish in, rubbish out and I believe that all Ernest Young has 

done has just looked at the figures, done the same calculations and turn up 

with the same result.  They haven’t made any independent conclusions at all 25 

because the figures are the same so there’s no option for them come up but 

with the same result.  Thanks very much. 

Robert: Thanks, ****.  Next speaker, whomever it might be, got another one? 

Somebody who hasn’t spoken before.  Unregistered speaker.  If not, we’re 

allowed to stand and twiddle our thumbs for three-quarters of an hour or so 30 

because we won’t close until 5.00 pm so you’re welcome to sit and twiddle 

with us or declare yourselves.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: I might just add while people are waiting, I did mention earlier that a transcript 

of today’s proceeding will be generated, it will form a formal record of 

everything that we’ve heard today, and those transcripts will be made public, 35 

along with my report, at the end of the process.  I would like also like to 

remind everybody that the written submissions are very much encouraged.  I 

was speaking to one person earlier during that short break.  If you were 

speaking today and you didn’t get to the end of your speech, if there was 

more points you wanted to make, please submit that as a written submission, 40 

we’d be delighted to receive that as well.  If however you did get through all 

the things you wanted to say, you don’t need to submit it again, we’ve got it 

through the recording, we don’t need to get in paper as well but we want to 

make sure we haven’t we missed out anything you wanted to tell us.  Apart 

from that, I’m going to pause again for another 15 minute break and we’ll 45 

convene again in 15 minute’s time.  If anyone would like to speak, please see 
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Ian and we will certainly hear you before we close at 5 o’clock.  If you’re 

finished for the day then we will still be here until five.  Thank you. 

[BREAK] 

Facilitator: Along today, those who have taken the time to prepare and speak as well as 

those who have attended to listen.  The transcript of today’s proceedings will 5 

be generated to provide a formal record of proceedings.  These transcripts will 

be publically available at the conclusion of the examination and reporting 

process.  I’d like to remind everyone that as well as the information provided 

by speakers today, written submissions will be one of the most important 

ways for me to gather information during the examination process.  Written 10 

submissions close at 5.00 pm, Eastern Standard Time on Sunday the 28th of 

February and can be submitted either online at the Council Boundary Review 

website, which is www.councilboundaryreview.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 detail about the 15 

merger proposal process more generally, as well as details about the 

proposed merger between the council, the municipality of Hunters Hill, Lane 

Cove Municipal Council and the council of the city of Ryde.  Finally, once 

again, my thanks to you all for attending today.  

END TRANSCRIPT 20 


