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Council: The Hills 

Delegate: Garry West 

Venue: Castle Hill RSL Club 

Date: 4 February 2016 

Time:   1pm 

 

Facilitator: I’d like to ask everyone to please turn their phones to silent or turn them off.  If 

you haven’t had a chance to sign in at the front desk, could you please do so.  

The toilet facilities in this venue are located just through the doors from which 

you entered, with the ladies on the left and the gentlemen on the right.  In the 5 

unlikely event that there’s any emergency, we have two public exits today: 

one at the back at the far left which will take you to an assembly point near 

the CK2 Gym out the back, and the other at the front at the right here which 

will take you to an assembly point at the rear of the car park.  I would now like 

to introduce the Delegate, Mr Garry West, who will formally open today’s 10 

public inquiry session and talk you through the procedures.  Thank you.   

Garry: Thanks Rachel.  Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.  As Rachel’s has 

indicated, Garry West is my name.  I am the Delegate that has been 

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

examine and report on the Minister for Local Government’s proposal to 15 

amalgamate Hawkesbury City Council and part of The Hills Shire Council. 

 I’d like to formally open this session and welcome each and every one of you 

to this public inquiry which is part of the examination and reporting process 

into the merger proposal.   

 I begin by acknowledging the traditional custodians and their ancestors of the 20 

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

elders past and present.   

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

Local Government Act 1993.  My role as Delegate is to examine and report on 

a proposal that has been referred by the Acting Chief Executive of the Office 25 

of Local Government by the Minister for Local Government under section 

218F(1) of the Act.  This proposal is for a merger between Hawkesbury City 

Council and part of The Hills Shire Council. 

 I would like to stress that my role is an impartial one, and not as an advocate 

for or against the proposal.  I should also indicate that this session is not a 30 

question and answer session.  It is and opportunity for you to put your 

thoughts to me as the Delegate who will be conducting this examination.   

 Sections 263(2)(a) and 218F(2) of the Local Government Act require me to 

hold a public inquiry into the proposal to merge Hawkesbury City Council and 
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that part of The Hills Shire Council North of the M2.  The pain purpose of this 

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 have 

been invited to attend today’s inquiry and many of you have also chosen to 

speak about the proposal under examination.  I might just divert and indicate 5 

that I am aware that there have been other public inquiries in relation to part 

of The Hills Shire, but that relates to another proposal, and it is separate.  So 

people who may have spoken at that are entitled to address this inquiry.  So 

there’s no restriction on that.   

 More detail about the examination and reporting process that I will be 10 

undertaking can be found on the Council Boundary Review website. 

 In summary, I will conduct a public inquiry, which is what this part of the 

process is about, call for written submissions, which has been done by 

advertisement.  I will then prepare a report on the proposal having due regard 

to the factors in section 263(3) of the Act.  The factors I must consider in my 15 

report are:  

 the financial advantages or disadvantages of the proposal to residents 

and ratepayers of the areas concerned; 

 the community of interest and geographic cohesion in the existing areas 

and in any proposed new area; 20 

 the existing historical and traditional values in the existing areas and the 

impact of change on them; 

 the attitudes of the residents and ratepayers of the areas concerned; 

 the requirements of the area concerned in relation to elected 

representation for residents and ratepayers at the local level; 25 

 the desirable and appropriate relationship between elected 

representatives and rate ratepayers and residents and such other matters 

as are considered relevant in relation to the past and future patterns of 

elected representation for that area; 

 the impact of the proposal on the ability of the Council to provide 30 

adequate, equitable and appropriate services and facilities; 

 the impact of the proposal on the employment of the staff by the Council; 

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

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

Wards; 35 

 the need to ensure that the opinions of each of the diverse communities of 

the resulting area or areas are effectively represented; and  

 any other factors relevant to the 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 40 

Minister and to the Boundaries Commission.  The Boundaries Commission 

will review my report and provide comment on it 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 
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may or may not recommend to the Governor of New South Wales that the 

proposed merger be implemented with or without modifications.   

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

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

Our Facilitator for the day, Rachel Trigg, will provide a more detailed run 5 

down of those proceedings in a moment.  Other members of my team here 

today, are my executive officer, Julie, and my assistant co-ordinator, 

Genevieve, who is up the back. 

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

with other material gathered through the course of the examination process in 10 

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 an individual or 

organisation may have about the proposal or the Local Government reform 

process to date.   15 

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 submission.  Written submissions will be one of the most important 

ways for me to gather information during the examination process, as will 

verbal submissions provided by you here today.  If you wish to make a written 20 

submission, you are encouraged to focus on one or more of the factors listed 

in section 263(3) of the Act, which I just read out, and these factors can also 

be found on the website.  I believe there is a sheet of paper that’s also 

available that has the full details for you.   

My final report and all written submissions will then be published at the end of 25 

the proposal examination process.  Those submissions will only be published 

if the author of the submission does not request that they remain confidential.   

Today, please be respectful of the views of all speakers.  Whilst they may not 

accord with your views, it is important that they have their say without 

interruption.  Thank you.  I will hand back to Rachel.   30 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Before we hear the first speaker today, there are a few 

procedures for today that I need to run through.   

As Mr West has noted, the public inquiry is being held under section 263 of 

the Local Government Act.  This session of the inquiry must be concluded at 

the advertised time of 5:00pm and it will continue to run until that advertised 35 

time.   

Individual speakers will be given give minutes to verbally present their views 

about the proposal.  Representatives of organisations will be given ten 

minutes.  I will give warning one minute prior to the end of presentations and I 

will use this format to do so.  I will be using my phone to keep time.  Speakers 40 

are encouraged to speak directly into the microphone and to provide first of all 
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their name, the Local Government area they are from and if relevant the 

organisation they are representing today.   

Comments should be addressed to the Delegate and must be relevant to the 

proposal under examination.  There is some information about the audio 

recording of today’s process which I will just need to read to you.  Please note 5 

that this inquiry will be sound recorded.  This means that anyone who makes 

a submission to the inquiry will have their voice recorded.  The purposes for 

which the information is being collected in this inquiry are the purposes for 

which the information will be used, including subsequent review by the 

Delegate and the transcription and publication on the Council Boundary 10 

Review website, either in audio form or as a transcript.  The intended 

recipients of the information are any members of the public who wish to 

access the website, including yourselves.  The provision of information by 

way of submission to the inquiry is voluntary.  Any person who does not wish 

to be sound recorded is invited to make a written submission.  Individuals 15 

have the right of access to and correction of the information.  The information 

will be held by the Department of Premier and Cabinet, 52 Martin Place, 

Sydney, 2001. 

To respect the privacy of attendees today, audio, video or photographic 

recordings of the public inquiry cannot be made without the prior approval of 20 

the Delegate.  Media representatives, if there are any present, may only take 

audio and video recordings of the proceedings in accordance with the media 

protocol or as approved by Mr West.  Members of the media may only take 

photographs inside the public inquiry venue in line with media protocol or 

again as approved by the Delegate.  It's now my pleasure to call the first 25 

speaker for today, Sonia Porter.  And just a reminder if you could give your 

name, even though I have just done so, the Local Government area that you 

are speaking about and, if necessary, any organisation you’re representing.  

Now I will invite you to come to the podium.   

Sonia: Thank you.  Yes, my name is Sonia Porter.  I am a ratepayer of The Hills 30 

Shire Council.  To provide some background, I grew up in Baulkham Hills.  I 

am a ratepayer and small business owner in the The Hills Local Government 

area but I have worked very closely in the Hawkesbury community for more 

than 25 years, being employed by Hawkesbury City Council in the areas of 

public relations, community engagement, events, media and administration.  I 35 

therefore feel I have the knowledge to point out to you the differences in both 

these communities and in the time permitted, just a few of the reasons why I 

feel the merger would not be in the interests of either.   

There is no financial benefit at all for The Hills Council in this merger.  This 

merger will in fact be detrimental to the ratepayers of The Hills.  It is a merger 40 

they do not want, which is evidenced by The Hills amalgamation survey 

reported to IPART which indicates that only 10.29% of respondents were in 

favour of it.  A merger survey recently published by Hawkesbury Council also 

concluded that only 15.8% of respondents favoured a merger with The Hills.  

It is a merger which neither Council now gives unqualified support to.   45 
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Any successful relationship, be it a marriage or in this case a merger, relies 

on shared values and expectations.  I put to you that the majority of the 

values and expectations of the community of The Hills and the Hawkesbury 

differ vastly.  The proposal on page 12 highlights some of the fundamental 

significant differences in the characteristics of the population and the local 5 

economy of both areas.  The socio-economic index for areas referred to in 

page 14 of the proposal, if interrogated correctly, will also show that the 

communities of the Hawkesbury are much more closely aligned with that of 

Penrith and the Blue Mountains than they are of The Hills.  The Hills is 

essentially a compact, primarily executive, community with expectations that 10 

align with their income levels, which are significantly higher than their 

Hawkesbury counterparts.  The Hawkesbury, however, essentially comprises 

17 towns and villages in a predominantly rural setting.  Sixty-three percent of 

the community live and work within its boundaries.  The type and level of 

services required by both these communities, because of their different needs 15 

and the vast area of the proposed new Council, would negate many of the 

savings reported to be achieved through rationalisation.   

The proposal puts forward the view that the two areas are bound by a sense 

of place with strong connections.  I beg to differ.  As a recent merger survey 

published by Hawkesbury Council indicates, the general population has a far 20 

greater affinity with the Local Government areas of Penrith and the Blue 

Mountains than with The Hills.  The support of all three Councils for a regional 

alliance and regional tourist organisation supports this.   

The proposal lists a number of merger benefits, most of which are sadly 

simply laughable in their naivety.  One, however, which does concern me is 25 

the proposal that income would be directed from The Hills income sources to 

primarily fund roadworks in the Hawkesbury.  Areas of The Hills will be 

experiencing rapid growth in the coming five years with the subsequent 

pressure for improvement in their own infrastructure and services to cope with 

rapidly increasing population.  It is simply not right to use these funds, 30 

particularly those sourced as developer contributions, meant to provide these 

services and improved infrastructure to fund rural road improvement in the 

Hawkesbury.  The Hills propose a need to extensively improve the rating of 

rural roads.  Here they must misjudge the needs of the Hawkesbury 

residents.  Those living in outlying areas expect and should be provided roads 35 

in a safe condition; but this does not mean they need to be the same standard 

as the roads in The Hills that carry significantly more traffic.  Indeed, creating 

more bitumen roads may lead to an increased legacy in maintenance costs 

for any future identity.   

Just to highlight some of the other differences in expectations and values.  40 

The people of the Hawkesbury have been very vocal in the past about 

restricting visual pollution in their beautiful area and as such Council has a 

strict policy in regards to the erection of banners and advertising material on 

public property.  This is monitored closely from a compliance perspective to 

ensure that this does not impact on the heritage nature of the towns and 45 

villages.  The Hills, on the other hand, welcome paid advertising, having it on 
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their street signs and even in some cases it is illuminated.  Intersections are 

covered in banners promoting this and that.  This is but one of the many 

examples of how different the values of both communities are and potential 

conflicts that could arise.   

The Hills was once just like the Hawkesbury and it developed in a measured 5 

way until the last five years when we have seen the character of the area 

vastly change.  The Hawkesbury should be permitted to develop also in a 

measured way as its own Local Government area.  I feel that a Council 

combining a densely populated urban area with one essentially rural, will 

open the way for large scale broad-acre development which will significantly 10 

impact on residents, many who have moved away from the area to get away 

from such pressures.   

Democracy is supposed to be about reflecting the will of the people.  In this 

proposal it seems the will of the State is being forced on the people.  This 

inquiry, timed as it is, is the only formal opportunity for communities to have 15 

their say on this particular proposal which was only confirmed on 18 

December.  Please consider this in your deliberations, thank you Mr West. 

Facilitator: Thank you, I will now call the second speaker, Mr Graham Postlethwaite. 

Graham: Thank you, my name is Graham Postlethwaite.  My wife and I have lived in 

the North Rocks area for 40 years.  North Rocks is in The Hills Shire.  We 20 

have been active community members during that time.  I worked in 

Parramatta for about 25 years and know it well.  Our activities are within The 

Hills Shire and we almost never go to Parramatta or have any association with 

it, let alone Auburn and Holroyd areas. 

I have made a formal submission in respect of the Council amalgamations.  I 25 

will address a number, but not all of the factors that are suggested for 

submissions.  First, community interest and geographic cohesion in the 

existing areas and in any proposed new area.  I have not spoken to any local 

person who wants to be excised from The Hills Shire and attached to the 

areas of Auburn, Parramatta and Holroyd Council areas.  In general, we feel 30 

attached to the community, suburbs and facilities of The Hills Shire.  We do 

not want to be geographically attached to the proposed areas.  North Rocks is 

basically a cluster of streets attached to Carlingford, Baulkham Hills and West 

Pennant Hills areas and not suburbs in the proposed amalgamation Council 

area.  North Rocks residents shop in The Hills Shire and generally all medical 35 

and other professional needs are taken care of in The Hills Shire. 

Point 2: The existing historical and traditional values in the existing areas and 

the impact of change on them.  We have a very low crime rate in The Hills 

Shire.  To be attached to areas with high rates of rented properties, often 

State owned, high rates of crime such as Harris Park and Parramatta, upsets 40 

the traditional and historical values.  To be associated with Auburn Council, 

with all its issues that continue to arise is an insult to the hard working people 

of The Hills Shire. 
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Point 3: Attitude of residents and ratepayers in the areas concerned.  I have 

not spoken to a local resident who is not extremely annoyed at North Rocks 

being excised from The Hills Shire.  Making the Southern boundary the M2 

freeway is not a logical move.  North Rocks was part of The Hills Shire long 

before that freeway carved through our suburb.  As mentioned, no-one I have 5 

spoken to wants to be associated with Auburn Council due to its continuing 

bad publicity and residents feel that Parramatta, as a City, has different 

priorities to The Hills Shire.  Residents have no connection with the Holroyd 

area, which is many, many kilometres away.  We would be on the extreme 

Northern boundary of any proposed new Council area. 10 

Point 4: The impact of the proposal on the ability of Council to provide 

adequate, equitable and appropriate services and facilities.  The Hills Shire 

Council has started a multi-million dollar staged redevelopment of the facilities 

at North Rocks Park.  It currently has tennis courts, football fields, a senior 

citizens centre, a well-used community centre and a childcare centre.  These 15 

will be included in the redevelopment together with a new library to replace 

the one closed at Carlingford.  The Hills Shire residents value their library 

facilities which are outstanding and I don’t believe that they are matched by 

Parramatta.  These facilities are virtually at the end of our street and we were 

looking forward to this redevelopment.  It would seem extremely unlikely that 20 

an amalgamated Council, with a focus on Parramatta, Auburn and Holroyd 

areas, would be inclined to proceed with this development located at the 

extremity of the boundary.  Clearly The Hills Shire Council thought that it was 

needed for residents in the North Rocks, Carlingford and West Pennant Hills 

areas. 25 

In conclusion, it is my belief that residents have no issue with The Hills Shire 

Council being amalgamated with Hawkesbury Council.  In general, they are a 

good match.  The Hills Shire Council advised the Government that they had 

no issue with amalgamating with Hawkesbury, provided that no parts of the 

shire were lost to other Councils.  Suddenly, at this point of the amalgamation 30 

process the Government has dropped the bombshell that suburbs South of 

the M2 are to be excised and added to Parramatta and Auburn and Holroyd.  

This was never proposed by government before.  Boundaries of countries 

around the world have been made by someone putting a line on a map, so 

often with terrible consequences.  This is the same process on a smaller 35 

scale and should not be allowed to proceed with Council amalgamations.  

North Rocks in particular, but suburbs South of the M2, should not be excised 

from The Hills Shire.  If there is to be another Southern boundary rather than 

the M2, it should be Pennant Hills Road.  Thank you for your time. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  I understand that the third registered speaker hasn’t arrived as 40 

yet and as such we will move to the fourth registered speaker, Yvonne 

Reynolds. 

Yvonne: Yvonne Reynolds.  I am from The Hills Shire.  I am just wondering, are any of 

our State parliamentarians here today to hear what everybody is saying? 

Male: [indecipherable]. 45 
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Yvonne: Where are you from? 

Male: [indecipherable]. 

Yvonne: Anybody from The Hills Shire? 

Male: [indecipherable]. 

Yvonne: I’m very interested.  I am totally opposed to Council amalgamations.  I am 5 

totally opposed to the amalgamation of The Hills Shire Council with 

Hawkesbury Council.  I have read about amalgamation of Councils in other 

States and the rates went up enormously.  Last year an individual who lives in 

Queensland, took the trouble to write to The Hills Shire local papers to warn 

against Council amalgamations.  This person said rates rose enormously 10 
when their Council was amalgamated with another.  The Hills Shire Council 

has a record of good financial accounting.  Its books are always balanced and 

currently show a surplus of $300,000,000.  Hawkesbury Council has liabilities.  

It does not have the sound financial record that Hills Shire Council has.  Many 

millions of dollars of Hills Shire Council’s surplus would be used to address 15 

Hawkesbury Council’s liabilities and infrastructure backlog if the 

amalgamation takes place and I have read a figure of $100,000,000.  The 

amalgamation would mean that The Hills Shire Council would lose suburbs 

south of the M2 to Parramatta Council.  It would also lose Northmead, North 

Rocks, Carlingford and Oatlands.  The Council would not only lose these 20 

suburbs; it would also lose $11,000,000 of revenue which these suburbs 

generate from rates. 

I have a dear friend here today who lives in one of those suburbs and I can 

see she is tearful at the thought of being separated from The Hills Shire and 

she talks to me constantly about the strong historical ties.  The loss of these 25 

suburbs to Parramatta Council would also mean that Hills Shire Council 

would have to pay Parramatta Council approximately $40,000,000 as an 

asset adjustment. 

I am angry that the State government has tried to force amalgamation upon 

Hills Shire residents.  We all live in a democracy.  It should have sought 30 

residents’ opinion first.  Instead it has announced forced amalgamation and is 

now holding a public inquiry after it has made its decision.  The chicken 

before the egg.  I am also angry that Hills Shire Council announced that it 

would amalgamate with Hawkesbury Council.  It should have sought 

residents’ opinion first. 35 

I, like many Hills Shire residents, am totally against The Hills Shire Council 

amalgamating with any Council, including Hawkesbury Council.  It is a huge 

irony that Hills Shire Council now regrets its decision to amalgamate with 

Hawkesbury Council.  I hope it has learnt its lesson.  There is to be no 

amalgamation of Hills Shire Council with Hawkesbury Council or any other 40 

Council.  The State government and Hills Shire Council must universally 

consult voters and residents regarding major issues and decisions in future.  

In my opinion, the saga of Council amalgamations has revealed that both the 
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State government and Hills Shire Council have failed democracy by not 

consulting universally.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  I now invite speaker 5, Gordon Reynolds to come forward.  I also 

understand that speakers 6 and 7 haven’t arrived as yet.  So if I could invite 

speaker 8 to prepare to speak after speaker 5.  Thank you.  You don’t wish to 5 

speak? In which case we will move to speaker 8, who’s Joan Young. 

Joan: Thank you.  My name is Joan Young.  I am a member of The Hills Shire.  I am 

a retired clinical nurse consultant.  Please tell me if you cannot hear me.  44 

years ago, my husband, myself and 3 children moved into our home in 

Carmen Drive, Carlingford.  Our last child was born 3 weeks later.  I have not 10 
met one person who resides in The Hills Shire who embraces the idea of 

being in the Parramatta Council area. 

Our rates have contributed to the building of The Hills Shire.  We do not want 

to change.  All our activities take place in the Baulkham Hills, Castle Hills 

area.  During our time in The Hills Shire, the Council has been accessible, 15 

open and helpful.  They have provided efficient garbage and curb-side clean-

ups, education regarding the introduction of grading garbage collection, 

recycling rubbish and composting.  They have provided halls for Guiding and 

Scouting groups, also venues for charity groups such as Computer Pals, who 

were then able to educate and encourage the generation of retirees who were 20 

unfamiliar and concerned regarding the use of computers, thereby 

overcoming their anxiety of the electronic world.  This included myself. 

Last month the Council installed a large water catchment tank under the 

Murray Farm Reserve which will reduce rainwater run-off into the gutters and 

provide water for the reserve.  Oh thank you very much, I don’t know why I 25 

am emotional.  This venue, referring to the Murray Farm Reserve, is used for 

sporting groups, including soccer and baseball and the grassy section 

surrounding the oval is used by local residents to exercise, chat and walk 

their dogs.  I am aware of work occurring on the North Rocks oval, home of 

the North Rocks Soccer Club.  I am a walker and from time to time lead 30 

walking groups through the forest of The Hills Shire.  They provide 

information regarding the walks and I am proud to lead the walks through 

such well cared for bush where regeneration has reduced weeds to a 

minimum. 

I beg and implore that we are not transferred from The Hills Shire to 35 

Parramatta Council.  We have the best, do not change us.  Why would we 

want to change? Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you, I now invite speaker 9, Sandy Marvin to come forward.   

Sandy: Good afternoon.  My name is Sandy Marvin and I am an official with the 

United Services Union.  The New South Wales Local Government Clerical 40 

Administrative Energy Airlines and Utilities Union. 

Facilitator: [indecipherable]. 
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Sandy: I’m sorry, I am representing both.  We have members who work at both 

Councils - also known as the USU is the largest Local Government employee 

organisation in New South Wales with over 25,000 members.  The USU is 

opposed to forced Council amalgamations.  We believe that Local 

Government is the level of government most capable of reflecting the unique 5 

differences and character of communities across the State and that any 

decision to merge local Councils should be driven by and with the consent of 

the local community. 

To this end the USU asks that where the Minister’s merger proposal is at odds 

with the views of the elected Council representing the area affected that the 10 
Delegate conducts a formal poll of electors.  While we note that the Delegates 

are not required to conduct a poll, we strongly urge you to exercise your 

discretion under section S218F3(b) of the Local Government Act 1993 and 

take this important step in order to understand the views of the communities 

affected by these proposals. 15 

However, where amalgamations do occur, the maintenance and growth of 

employment in Local Government should be afforded the highest priority.  

Employment in Local Government provides stable, well-paying jobs for local 

residents while also providing vital services to the community.  It is also 

imperative that any merger complies with the employment protections 20 

contained in the Local Government Act 1993, including sections 218C(a) and 

section 354B(1). 

The USU is also opposed to larger merged Councils becoming a venue for 

the wholesale outsourcing of Council services.  Ensuring that Council 

services continue to be provided and managed by local communities is the 25 

only way to ensure stable, well-paying jobs and the provision of high quality 

services to ratepayers.  In the event of an amalgamation, the new Council 

should commence discussions with the USU and other industry unions, 

including DEPA and the LGA as soon as possible and no later than one week 

after the Council is constituted by proclamation.  This is best facilitated by 30 

establishing a working party between management of the new Council and 

delegates of the above-mentioned industry unions.  This working party would 

commence the process of identifying above award conditions and assisting in 

negotiation of a new salary system, employment policies and other relevant 

workplace documents to be implemented at the newly formed Council.  The 35 

working party mentioned above should commence no later than one week 

after the Council is constituted by proclamation but can commence earlier 

where a merger of two or more areas is supported by all parties. 

The USU is of the view that if amalgamations do occur, this should be done 

by way of whole mergers of two or more areas as opposed to dividing up and 40 

splitting Council areas.  The splitting of Council areas negatively impacts on 

staff moral and greatly complicates the issue of staffing the new Council.  The 

USU wishes to restate the position that it has adopted throughout this 

process, that the Union’s primary concern is ensuring security of employment 

and good pay and conditions for its members and that if amalgamations are 45 
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to occur, the USU wishes to be an active participant in this process in order to 

ensure that its members’ interests are protected.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  I will now see if speaker 3, Councillor Tony Hay has arrived.  

Speaker 6, Councillor Ryan Tracey? Registered speaker 7?  Okay.  So we 

have now worked through the registered speakers prior to today as well as 5 

the additional speakers who expressed an interest in speaking when they 

arrived.  I would now like to invite any members of the listeners here today, of 

the attendees here today if they would also like to speak to the Delegate.  

Okay, thank you. 

The process from here will be that we are required to continue the public 10 
inquiry until 5 o’clock.  If there are additional speakers who arrive late, 

including the registered speakers or any additional unregistered speakers, we 

will hear those speakers at the time they arrive in the same way that we have 

heard the speakers thus far.  We will continue here until 5 o’clock and shortly 

before 5 o’clock the Delegate will formally close proceedings at this session of 15 

the inquiry.  That will just be a short statement letting people know that 

today’s session has concluded and that the Delegate will be preparing a 

report that will be publicly available, so there will be no further comment on 

the speakers that have been heard today at that time. 

You are very welcome to remain here with us until 5 o’clock or until such time 20 

as there is an additional speaker but you are not required to do so.  So thank 

you and we will temporarily halt proceedings now. 

END TRANSCRIPTION 


