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Introduction 
 

To the Redistribution Committee for Queensland, 

This submission contains my analysis of the current Divisional Boundaries; and my proposal on where to re-

draw those electoral boundaries for the 30 Commonwealth Electoral Divisions allocated to the State of 

Queensland. 

I had hoped that by the time this Redistribution commenced we would have been dividing Queensland into 35 

Divisions rather than 30, but the Parliament has not sought to increase the number of Senators from the States 

since 1984 even though Australia's population is now some 9 million persons or 58% greater than at that time. 

Though I am not currently a resident of Queensland, I did reside in the State for a time, living and working in 

the Cairns region. During that time I was fortunate enough to work and associate with many different people; 

from those that had lived in the area since the days of WWII, sales reps that travelled out to the Gulf country, a 

Kuranda Market stallholder and more. It was a part of my life that I recall with great fondness.  

This is the first Commonwealth electoral Redistribution conducted in Queensland using Statistical Areas (SA's) 

as opposed to Census Collection District's (CD's). 

For some contributors – me included – this will be our second Electoral Redistribution of the State in 12 

months; having made submissions to the ECQ in relation to the Redistribution of Queensland into 93 SED’s 

back in July 2016.   

It is also my 6th submission / proposal to the AEC in relation to Commonwealth Redistributions in the past 3 

years; having previously provided submissions and objections to the AEC's Redistributions of WA, NSW, the 

ACT, the Northern Territory and Tasmania since 2014. 

I have also made contributions to State Redistributions in Victoria (2013) South Australia and – as noted above 

- Queensland (both 2016).  

This submission/proposal is written as a narrative, which hopefully conveys to the reader the logic I have used 

to make my determinations and proposals. 

This document should be viewed in conjunction with the accompanying Excel SA1 Breakdown spreadsheet 

which provides the details of every SA1 for Queensland. 
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A list of abbreviations and acronyms which may be used in this submission 

 

ABS – Australian Bureau of Statistics 

AEC - Australian Electoral Commission 

ASGS - Australian Statistical Geography Standard 

CED – Commonwealth Electoral Division 

ECQ – Electoral Commission, Queensland 

LGA - Local Government Area: Aboriginal Shire, City Council, Regional Council, Shire, etc. 

SA (SA1, SA2, SA3, SA4) - Statistical Areas used by the ABS: SA1 being the smallest and SA4 being the largest 

state-based Statistical Area. 

SED – State Electoral District 

The Act - Commonwealth Electoral Act (1918) 

N, S, E, W, NE, SE, NW, SW – Compass Points: North, South, East, West, North-East, etc. 

 

Data Sources & References 

 

To assist in the preparation of this document, I referenced information from the following web sites: 

The ABS: http://www.abs.gov.au/ 2011 Census information, breakdown of population by Mesh Block, SA1 and 

area measurement 

The AEC: http://www.aec.gov.au/ 

ASGS Boundaries Online: 

http://betaworks.abs.gov.au/betaworks/betaworks.nsf/projects/ASGSBoundariesOnline/frame.htm 

Electoral Commission Queensland https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/ especially in relation to online versions of 

Local area (LGA) boundary maps and Queensland State Redistribution information 

Monthly Divisional Enrolment Statistics from the Gazettes published on the Australian Government ComLaw 

website: https://www.comlaw.gov.au/Browse/ByPublicationDate/Gazettes/Current/1/ 

Google Maps and Google Earth: https://www.google.com.au/maps 

Street Directory On Line: http://www.street-directory.com.au/ 

All Boundary Map images sourced from: http://stat.abs.gov.au/itt/r.jsp?ABSMaps 
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Compliance with the Commonwealth Electoral Act (1918) 
 

Over the past few years, at Redistributions performed for other States, I believe that some Redistribution 

Committees have misinterpreted The Act, or at least applied a principle that I would argue is contrary to The 

Act. 

For that reason I have copied and pasted Sections 66(3) and (3A) of The Act below. I will expand on my 

interpretation of The Act below that. 

(3) In making the proposed redistribution, the Redistribution Committee:  

(a) shall, as far as practicable, endeavour to ensure that, if the State or Territory were 

redistributed in accordance with the proposed redistribution, the number of electors enrolled 

in each Electoral Division in the State or Territory would not, at the projection time 

determined under section 63A, be less than 96.5% or more than 103.5% of the average 

divisional enrolment of that State or Territory at that time; and (b) subject to paragraph (a), 

shall give due consideration, in relation to each proposed Electoral Division, to:  

(i) community of interests within the proposed Electoral Division, including economic, social 

and regional interests;  

(ii) means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division;  

(iv) the physical features and area of the proposed Electoral Division; and  

(v) the boundaries of existing Divisions in the State or Territory;  

and subject thereto the quota of electors for the State or Territory shall be the basis for the 

proposed redistribution, and the Redistribution Committee may adopt a margin of allowance, 

to be used whenever necessary, but in no case shall the quota be departed from to a greater 

extent than one-tenth more or one-tenth less.  

(3A) When applying subsection (3), the Redistribution Committee must treat the matter in subparagraph 

(3)(b)(v) as subordinate to the matters in subparagraphs (3)(b)(i), (ii) and (iv).  

 

Interpretation 

 

The first of only 2 absolute directives is that enrolment numbers must not deviate by more than +/-10% from 

the current State or Territory average [as detailed below section 3(b)(v)]. The words 'but in no case shall the 

quota be departed from to a greater extent than one-tenth more or one-tenth less' leave no room for any 

exception to this requirement. 

The ‘...not…be less than 96.5% or more than 103.5% of the average divisional enrolment of that State or 

Territory at that time’ referred to in Section (3)(a), is to be met as far as practicable, but is not an absolute 

directive. As average Divisional enrolments have increased, the number of electors that make up that +/-3.5% 

becomes greater; so achieving the projected target range has become easier to meet. The phrase 'far as 

practicable, endeavour to ensure that' is not an absolute directive, but should be met at all times except in the 

case of an exceptional circumstance. 

The Act clearly states that after the numeric requirements have been met, the Committee shall give due 

consideration to subparagraphs 3(b)(i), (ii), (iv) and 3(b)(v) with qualification. 
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Whilst the phrase “due consideration” cannot be quantified, some basic dictionary definitions for each point 

are detailed here as a guide. It would be expected that any Redistribution Committee 'worth its salt' would 

apply these considerations to determining which characteristics would best fit within each individual Division. 

Subparagraph 3(b)(i): community of interests within the proposed Electoral Division, including economic, 

social and regional interests 

An economic community of interest may be an area that is strong in a particular form of industry or service. 

Examples could include; Mining; a specific Primary Industry such as sugar, wheat or cattle; Manufacturing; 

Transport and Distribution; Tourism; Provision of Government Services, etc. 

A social community of interest may relate to a community with similar social support needs (EG high 

unemployment, low English speaking or a predominance of people from a similar ethnic background); or 

communities with a similar household income level - this information is readily available from the ABS. 

Communities with strong political affiliations could also fit this category. 

A regional community of interest is generally taken as incorporating voters from the same LGA into one CED in 

regional Australia. In fact the NSW Redistribution Committee for the 2015 NSW Redistribution perfectly 

defined this community of interest in one of its principles: "community of interests represented by local 

government areas (LGAs) and localities are kept together, particularly in rural areas". 

Subparagraph 3(b)(ii) means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division 

Communication and travel has traditionally related to road and rail links, though sea and air links are also to be 

considered for offshore islands.  

Subparagraph 3(b)(iv): the physical features and area of the proposed Electoral Division 

Physical features and area may relate to coastal, elevated, inland or urban areas; also offshore islands of 

similar latitude or longitude. The intention is to reduce the instances of Divisions containing multiple, relatively 

unrelated areas. It could be argued that the 2009 version of the Division of Kennedy does not meet this 

requirement. 

Subparagraph 3(b)(v): the boundaries of existing Divisions in the State or Territory  

Finally, as is directed in Section (3A); THEN, AND ONLY THEN, are the existing boundaries to be considered.  

Again, we have an absolute directive - 'the Redistribution Committee must treat the matter in subparagraph 

(3)(b)(v) as subordinate to the matters in subparagraphs (3)(b)(i), (ii) and (iv).' (Bold underline my emphasis.)  

One definition of subordinate is “treat or regard as of lesser importance than something else.” 

As I read Section 3A; it clearly instructs the Redistribution Committee to treat every new Redistribution of a 

State or Territory as a virtual 'blank canvas': Not to initially consider the existing CED boundaries, but use other 

means to fulfil the requirements of subparagraphs 3(b)(i), (ii), (iv) - including LGA boundaries, as the basis for 

the Community of Interest requirement. Subparagraphs 3(b)(i), (ii) and (iv) are THE bases to get the number of 

electors required to fulfil the numerical requirements of a CED; not the current boundaries. 

For most of the Commonwealth Redistributions that I have contributed to, the Redistribution Committees 

have treated the existing boundaries as the starting point for any boundary changes.  

But this is precisely what The Act doesn't instruct. It specifically states: Existing boundaries are subordinate. 

That is; beneath, or of lesser importance than, 3(b)(i), (ii) or (iv)! 
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This is where I believe some other Redistribution Committees have got it wrong. For example, the 2014-5 NSW 

Redistribution Committee adopted the principle: 

• the maximum number of electors are retained in their current electoral division. 

There is nothing in Part IV of The Act - neither written nor implied - that could give the impression that the 

‘elector retention’ principle was a valid principle that could be interpreted from The Act. 

And the more I re-read The Act, the more I believe that this ‘elector retention’ principle is contrary not only to 

what is written; but also contrary to the intent of The Act.  

The existing boundaries are nothing more than the framework of a house. The external framework must 

remain (State boundaries; sea boundaries), but inside the house that framework can be moved time and again 

as the needs of the house change. 

I implore the Redistribution Committee for Queensland; please don’t make the same mistake that your NSW 

counterparts did; do NOT to set as one of you principles, that “the maximum number of electors are retained in 

their current electoral division.” 

If retaining the maximum number of electors in the same division was one of the bases of what an electoral 

Redistribution was supposed to be; then this is what would be written into Part IV of The Act. And such a 

requirement would have been given the same weight as complying with subparagraphs 3(b)(i), (ii) and (iv) – as 

it is in the Queensland State Electoral Act. 

But this requirement isn’t written into The Commonwealth Act – and it isn’t written in for a reason. The reason 

is that The Act was never meant to be interpreted or applied in that way. 

In my submission / proposal below, I have taken the approach as per my understanding of Sections 66(3) and 

(3A) of The Act when proposing my new Divisional boundaries.    
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My principles for strong CED boundaries 
 

The people most impacted by Electoral Redistributions are the electors themselves. I believe it is critical that 

any new boundaries proposed are simple, strong and easily recognisable; not just by those with a surveying 

background, but by the electorate at large. 

And just as importantly, the boundaries must be logical. 

As a rule I will try and unite a complete LGA, SA2 or locality in a Division where this is practical to do so - 

especially in regional areas. 

In more urban areas I will often follow a road, rail line or a watercourse where this provides a clear and 

preferably continuous boundary.  

Specifically; if my boundary is a road, the boundary will follow the centre line of the road. If the road is a 

divided road, then the boundary will follow the centre of the median strip. 

If my boundary is a rail line, then the boundary is the centre of the two rails. If there are multiple lines; the 

boundary is the mid-point between the 2 outside rails. 

If my boundary is a watercourse, it will follow the deepest part of that watercourse. 

Whilst these boundaries may not strictly align with Locality, LGA, SA1 or current Divisional boundaries, I 

believe they provide the clearest definition of these types of boundaries. 

In some instances, I have had to split SA1's in order to provide what I believe to be the strongest possible 

electoral boundary. In cases such as this, I have resorted to the most recently available Mesh Block population 

statistics (2011 Census) to better determine precise numbers. Where a Mesh Block is split, I have resorted to 

counting dwellings using Google Earth. 

In these circumstances, the elector transfers between Divisions will not be 100% accurate, but as close as I can 

reasonably ascertain given the (lack of) technology available to me. I have therefore avoided proposing 

Divisions with a projected enrolment tolerance of >3%; rather than the AEC's requirement of 3.5%, to 

compensate for any discrepancies which may have arisen as a result of the splitting of SA1's.   

 

Again, I cannot over emphasise the importance of The Act being applied as it's written, not as - I believe - it's 

been mistakenly interpreted by other Redistribution Committees. 

That's why the 3 pages preceding this have been dedicated to such an in depth analysis of The Act.  

What this should mean is that when the Redistribution Committee looks at a map of Queensland to perform 

its Redistribution, it does not look at a map of Queensland with 30 existing CED's on it, but rather, with 77 

LGA's like the one linked below. 

https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0009/60111/QLD-State-District-Map -and-LG 2016 -

A0.pdf 

Another map may be by land use type, as used to describe Mesh Block land use types in Census data. A road, 

rail, marine and air route map for means of communication and travel. 

Also, a visual mapping tool like Google Earth could assist in determining the physical features and area.  
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Current Divisional Names 
 

In preparation for the expansion of the Commonwealth Parliament that never came; I had put together a list of 

5 names that I intended to propose as new Divisional Names.  

Those who participated in the State Redistribution of Queensland would be well aware that a number of the 

District names I proposed for that Redistribution were adopted by the ECQ, so I had to re-visit my original list 

and research some additions; as well as some names I referred to in my contributions to the State 

Redistribution. 

There is 1 existing Divisional Name that I feel doesn’t meet the AEC’s current criteria as well as some 

alternative Divisional Names may.  

Proclaimed Name Origin 

    Not named after person 

1949 McPherson Named after the McPherson Range which forms the south western boundary of the division 

 

In its place, I propose the Redistribution Committee for Queensland consider 5 names of individuals who made 

their name in Queensland or were of Queensland or Torres Strait Islander origin, as alternative Divisional 

Names. The suggested new Divisional names are in bold upper case and underlined.  

BERRY; Dame Alice Miriam – http://adb.anu.edu.au/biography/berry-dame-alice-miriam-9496 - C.W.A. 

Member, Girl Guides Leader, first Australian to be elected president of the Associated Country Women of the 

World (A.C.W.W.) 

BJELKE-PETERSEN; Sir Johannes (Joh) – Longest-serving Premier of Queensland (1968-1987) - 

http://parlinfo.aph.gov.au/parlInfo/search/display/display.w3p;query=Id%3A%22chamber%2Fhansardr%2F20

05-05-26%2F0167%22;src1=sm1  

IRWIN; Steven Robert (Steve) – https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Steve Irwin - Conservationist, wildlife specialist 

JONES; Inigo Owen - http://adb.anu.edu.au/biography/jones-inigo-owen-539 - Meteorologist 

MABO; Eddie Koiki – https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eddie Mabo - Indigenous land rights 

The intention of nominating these individuals is to modernise a minimal number of Divisional Names; making 

them more meaningful to ordinary Australians in the 21st century - that is; those Australians that are not 

scholars of politics, political history or Australian history. 

I have proposed the name Bjelke-Petersen to begin rectifying the current pro-Labor imbalance of 

Commonwealth Divisions named after former Queensland premiers. 

Of the 6 Commonwealth Divisions named after former Queensland Premiers; Dawson (1–7/12/1899) and Ryan 

(1/6/1915 – 22/10/1919) were Labor Premiers; Griffith (13/11/1883 – 13/6/1888 & 12/8/1890 – 27/3/1893) 

and Lilley (25/11/1868 – 3/5/1870) were Liberal in the true meaning of the word; that is, they were anti-

conservative.   

Only Queensland's first Premier; Herbert (10/12/1859 – 1/2/1866) is described as a Conservative, with 

Dickson’s (1/10/1898 – 1/12/1899) political affiliations described as “Ministerial”. 

There are no Liberal/Country Party/LNP Premiers honoured at Commonwealth level whatsoever. 
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Actual enrolment for the State did not pass the projected enrolment figure of 9/7/12 until the enrolment 

statistics were published by the AEC for December 2014 - some 2 ½ years later.  

This was an alarmingly bad failure of projected population growth.  

The 2009 Electoral Boundaries were determined, based on those projections; allowing for 143,000 projected 

electors that never materialised. 

In spite of the massive projection failure - or perhaps because of it - no CED was outside +/-10% of average 

Divisional Enrolment by the time this Redistribution commenced.  

As I also wrote in my submission to the QRC’s 2016 Redistribution; I appreciate that population projections are 

exactly that – projections. However, the AEC must ensure that these projections are as accurate as they 

possibly can be. They are, after all, the numbers that forms the basis of where new electoral boundaries are to 

be drawn. 

To have achieved only 46% of the projected growth over the 3.5 years cannot simply be allowed to pass 

without some form of follow-up action. 

Whoever supplied the 2009 projected enrolment data to the AEC needs to be aware of the size of the 

discrepancy that “the fullness of time” has shown that discrepancy to be. 

This discrepancy needs to be learned from, and factored into future projections accordingly. Otherwise, who is 

to say that projection errors won't be repeated this time around or in future Redistributions?  
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Analysis of the political fairness of the existing Divisional boundaries 
It is critical to the foundation of our democracy that politically balanced Redistributions are not only done, but 

are seen to be done.  

Nothing could erode the people's respect of our political system more, than if electoral boundaries were found 

to be drawn - whether intentionally or otherwise - to favour one side of politics over the other. 

This would be especially true in Queensland, which has a history of electoral boundaries drawn to advantage 

one side of politics over the other. 

I have found that the best way to measure the political fairness of electoral boundaries is to analyse election 

results on a State-by-State basis; with the State-wide 2PP margin adjusted so that the results are assessed not 

by which candidates were elected at the election, but by which party would have won each Division based on a 

50-50 2PP State-wide vote. 

The table below details my approach to determine the political fairness of the electoral boundaries which have 

been in use for the past 3 federal elections. Numbers in red font are ALP; numbers in blue font are LNP. 

2010 

2PP 

% 

Adjustment 

Value 

2010 

Adjusted 

2PP % 

2013 

2PP 

% 

Adjustment 

Value 

2013 

Adjusted 

2PP % 

2016 

2PP % 

Adjustment 

Value 

2016 

Adjusted 

2PP % 

State Result 55.14 -5.14%/+5.14% 50-50 56.98 -6.98%/+6.98% 50-50 54.10 -4.10%/+4.10% 50-50 

Blair 54.24 5.14% 59.38 55.26 6.98% 62.24 58.88 4.10% 62.98 

Bonner 52.82 -5.14% 52.32 53.69 -6.98% 53.29 53.39 -4.10% 50.71 

Bowman 60.39 -5.14% 55.25 58.86 -6.98% 51.88 57.07 -4.10% 52.97 

Brisbane 51.13 -5.14% 54.01 54.28 -6.98% 52.70 55.92 -4.10% 51.82 

Capricornia 53.68 5.14% 58.82 50.77 -6.98% 56.21 50.63 -4.10% 53.47 

Dawson 52.43 -5.14% 52.71 57.58 -6.98% 50.60 53.34 -4.10% 50.76 

Dickson 55.13 -5.14% 50.01 56.72 -6.98% 50.26 51.60 -4.10% 52.50 

Fadden 64.19 -5.14% 59.05 64.36 -6.98% 57.38 61.05 -4.10% 56.95 

Fairfax 56.95 -5.14% 51.85 61.68 -6.98% 54.70 60.89 -4.10% 56.79 

Fisher 54.13 -5.14% 51.01 59.75 -6.98% 52.77 59.06 -4.10% 54.96 

Flynn 53.58 -5.14% 51.56 56.53 -6.98% 50.45 51.04 -4.10% 53.06 

Forde 51.63 -5.14% 53.51 54.38 -6.98% 52.60 50.63 -4.10% 53.47 

Griffith 58.46 5.14% 63.60 53.01 6.98% 59.99 51.60 4.10% 55.70 

Groom 68.53 -5.14% 63.39 66.47 -6.98% 59.49 65.31 -4.10% 61.21 

Herbert 52.17 -5.14% 52.97 56.17 -6.98% 50.81 50.02 4.10% 54.12 

Hinkler 60.39 -5.14% 55.25 59.04 -6.98% 52.06 58.42 -4.10% 54.32 

Kennedy 61.94 -5.14% 56.80 67.15 -6.98% 60.17 56.86 -4.10% 52.76 

Leichhardt 54.55 -5.14% 50.59 55.68 -6.98% 51.30 53.95 -4.10% 50.15 

Lilley 53.18 5.14% 58.32 51.32 6.98% 58.30 55.32 4.10% 59.42 

Longman 51.92 -5.14% 53.22 56.92 -6.98% 50.06 50.79 4.10% 54.89 

Maranoa 72.89 -5.14% 67.75 72.28 -6.98% 65.30 67.54 -4.10% 63.44 

McPherson 60.28 -5.14% 55.14 63.00 -6.98% 56.02 61.64 -4.10% 57.54 

Moncrieff 67.49 -5.14% 62.35 67.95 -6.98% 60.97 64.94 -4.10% 60.84 

Moreton 51.13 5.14% 56.27 51.55 6.98% 58.53 54.02 4.10% 58.12 

Oxley 55.77 5.14% 60.91 53.77 6.98% 60.75 59.08 4.10% 63.18 

Petrie 52.51 5.14% 57.65 50.53 -6.98% 56.45 51.65 -4.10% 52.45 

Rankin 55.41 5.14% 60.55 54.78 6.98% 61.76 61.30 4.10% 65.40 

Ryan 57.16 -5.14% 52.02 58.54 -6.98% 51.56 59.09 -4.10% 54.99 

Wide Bay 65.61 -5.14% 60.47 63.16 -6.98% 56.18 58.14 -4.10% 54.04 

Wright 60.15 -5.14% 55.01 61.84 -6.98% 54.86 59.62 -4.10% 55.52 

ALP 8 If 50-50 2PP 18 6 If 50-50 2PP 16 8 If 50-50 2PP 16 

LNP 22 State-wide 12 24 State-wide 14 22 State-wide 14 

% of vote 2PP required for 50% of 

Divisions  51.02 50.07 50.16 
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The table on the previous page shows that for the 3 elections conducted using the existing boundaries; even 

though the LNP won the majority of Divisions at each election; this was because they also won a significant 

majority of the 2PP vote. 

Had Queenslanders voted for both the ALP and the LNP with equal numbers after preferences; the ALP would 

have won the majority of Divisions in Queensland in each of the 3 federal elections held in 2010, 2013 and 

2016. 

Put simply, the ALP could have won 50% or more of Divisions in the State with less than 50% of the 2PP vote at 

each of the previous 3 Federal Elections contested on the current Divisional Boundaries. 

 

Whilst Redistribution Committees at State, Territory or Commonwealth level, either deny that their 

boundaries are drawn with the intention of achieving a political outcome; or simply don't address the issue at 

all - except in South Australia where a politically balanced Redistribution at State level is Legislated - it can only 

be by pure coincidence that all the Redistributions I have analysed using this method at both State and 

Commonwealth level have miraculously favoured the same side of politics every time. (Sarcasm intended) 

In all seriousness; I find this imbalance deeply disturbing, particularly after having first identified it at a 

Commonwealth level at the 2015 NSW Redistribution. 

My suspicion that such an imbalance could provide a 'wrong' electoral result was almost proven on July 2, 

2016, when the ALP - despite receiving 45,894 2PP votes less than the Coalition in NSW - won a majority of 

Divisions in that State; 24 out of 47.  

That result was NOT the will of the people.  

It is my sincere belief that the NSW election result was at least partially attributable to the boundaries 

proposed by the NSW Redistribution Committee; dutifully supported in essence by the Augmented Electoral 

Commission. Their objective was - I believe - to ensure the pro-ALP balance in the drawing of electoral 

boundaries in NSW continued from that which was adopted at the previous NSW Redistribution in 2009. 

These pro-ALP boundaries were adopted in spite of the fact that the NSW Redistribution Committee had 

received submissions and objections to the proposed boundaries; which provided a more politically balanced 

solution than the boundaries which were ultimately adopted. Yet these submissions and objections were - for 

the greater part - ignored by the NSW Redistribution Committee and the Augmented Electoral Commission. 

 

Whilst the 16-14 result in Queensland; (as occurred in both 2013 & 2016) can often be attributed to individual 

electorates or candidates; the fact that the current boundaries also delivered an 18-12 ALP result in 2010 

means there is room for improvement from a political fairness perspective when the new boundaries are 

drawn. 

Without taking the time to fully analyse the impact of my proposal from a political perspective, I believe the 

changes I have proposed below should ensure that the 2PP result at the next scheduled federal election in 

2019, will be as close to 15 Divisions each on a 50-50 2PP vote as can reasonably be expected to be forecast 

this far in advance.     
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Knowledge already gained from State Redistribution of Queensland 
 

With the Commonwealth Redistribution following hot on the heels of the State Redistribution for Queensland, 

there was a significant amount of data already available for general consumption. 

On Page 4 of the QRC’s proposed boundaries report, it notes; “there is a drift in population from the west to 

the coast, and more especially, to the south-east corner of the State. The predictions are that this trend will 

continue. There are areas, particularly south of the Brisbane River, where there is significant residential 

development. Conversely, there are some other regions of the State showing a significant decline in 

population.”   

The State Redistribution created 5 new Districts in the following areas: 

• Gold Coast - North (Arundel, Biggera Waters, Labrador): Current CED of Fadden 

• Beenleigh and surrounds: Current CED of Forde 

• Greenbank, Springfield: Current CED's of Blair, Oxley and Wright 

• Moreton Bay - East (Burpengary East, Deception Bay, North Lakes): Current CED's of Longman and 

Petrie 

• Sunshine Coast - North-East (Eumundi, Coolum Beach, Buderim [part]): Current CED's of Fairfax and 

Wide Bay 

The District of Indooroopilly was also abolished: Current CED's of Moreton and Ryan.   

Whilst the State had the relative luxury of creating 4 additional Districts to accommodate that population 

growth, this luxury is not available to the Commonwealth. 

As a result, it is likely that western and northern Divisions will – for the greater part - increase in area, as the 

population moves eastwards and south-eastwards. 

However, I discourage the Redistribution Committee from applying that knowledge carte blanche when it 

determines its proposed Divisional boundaries. As I have stated above, each Division needs to be assessed 

according to the criteria laid out in The Act and not based on state-wide elector movements. I will elaborate 

more on this as my proposal unfolds.  

Changes to LGA boundaries since 2009 
 

There have been a number of changes; not only to the number of LGA’s in Queensland, but also to the LGA 

boundaries in Queensland since the last Redistribution. The most obvious are the creation of 4 new LGA’s as 

noted below:  

• Douglas LGA has separated from Cairns LGA 

• Livingstone LGA has separated from Rockhampton LGA 

• Mareeba LGA has separated from Tablelands LGA 

• Noosa LGA has separated from Sunshine Coast LGA 

In addition, a number of boundaries between LGA’s have been redrawn. The largest change in area is probably 

between Burke and Mount Isa. Whilst most don’t affect any electors, there are some that do.  
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In addition, it appears that some of the LGA boundary changes made over recent years have not all been 

picked up by the new (2016) LGA boundaries provided by the ABS. 

Though time prevents me from determining the precise number - I estimate there to be at least 55 of the 2011 

SA1's that have territory from more than 1 LGA contained within their boundaries. With the AEC not providing 

a breakdown by LGA within an SA1; this makes it impossible for we amateurs to provide a totally accurate 

proposal. 

Again, I plead with the AEC, for future Redistributions, commencing with South Australia later this year, to 

provide current and projected enrolment data that breaks down SA1's by LGA in instances where an SA1 

contains territory from 2 or more LGA's. 

Current and Projected enrolment data provided by the AEC NEEDS to be 

broken down by SA1, CED AND LGA. 

Please!? 

Approach 
 

Those of us that contributed to the State Redistribution of Queensland in 2016 already had 2 sets of enrolment 

projections put together by the ECQ, with data broken down by SA1 and SED. 

By replacing the SED_NAME with the CED_NAME in the data supplied by the ECQ, then adding an additional 

column to identify the LGA, it was possible to conduct 2 draft Redistributions for Commonwealth Divisions 

using the ECQ's current and projected enrolment data.  

With the ECQ data broken down by LGA, my intention was to ensure that my draft Divisional boundaries could 

align with as many LGA boundaries as possible - or at least to improve on what currently exists. 

I started with Brisbane and surrounds, further dividing this area between Brisbane - North and Brisbane – 

South & West.  

The first area addressed was the part of Queensland between the Brisbane River and the NSW Border, and W 

to Ipswich. 

Second was the area N of the Brisbane River to the Sunshine Coast. 

 

I then turned my attention to the rural and regional Divisions and especially the E coast Divisions from Wide 

Bay northwards.  

What I found was – in my opinion – a series of electoral boundaries that more closely resembled a dog’s 

breakfast than anything remotely complying with Sections 66(3) and (3A) of The Act!  

After 4 years of contributing to State, Territory and Commonwealth Redistributions, I have learnt to identify 

what makes up a good Divisional boundary and what doesn't. 

The new boundary between Lingiari and Solomon in the Northern Territory is a good boundary. 
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The only “good” from this lot is that we finally have an opportunity to propose some new Divisional 

boundaries that will actually comply with Sections 66(3) and (3A) of The Act this time around. 

The existing boundaries – almost without exception – sure as hell don’t! 

It was bad enough that the Augmented Electoral Commission was happy to conclude these boundaries in 2009 

were compliant with The Act; no-one in the Commonwealth Parliament seems to have had any issue with 

them either. 

Mind-blowingly awful! 

Some examples of how these 2009 boundaries fail to meet Sections 66(3)(b)(i), (ii) and (iv) of The Act follow: 

• Leichhardt – split between greater urban Cairns and remote Cape York 

• Kennedy – does not comply with Section 66(3)(b)(iv) of The Act - the physical features and area of the 

proposed Electoral Division. Doesn’t even come close! 

• Herbert – doesn’t incorporate densely populated suburbs south of the Ross River like Annandale and 

Oonoonba. Even worse; those Townsville suburbs are in the Division of Dawson which contains most 

– but again, not all – of greater urban Mackay; some 320Km away! 

• Dawson – does not incorporate all of greater urban Mackay, excludes the suburb of Ooralea and 

nearby Walkerston. Also extends too far north into urban Townsville as noted under Herbert. 

• Capricornia – parts of Mackay contained in what is primarily a Rockhampton-based Division even 

though the 2 cities are over 330Km apart. 

And even in the Divisions in the SE; there is no road-based connectivity between Lockyer Valley LGA and Scenic 

Rim LGA in the Division of Wright! 

Why bother having Section 66 of The Commonwealth Electoral Act when Redistribution Committees can't 

even draw boundaries that comply with it?  

 

Mindful of reading objections submitted to the State Redistribution that were critical of Dawson incorporating 

parts of greater urban Townsville as well as Mackay; I determined to re-align Divisional boundaries with both 

the coastal LGA boundaries and the major cities as much as possible. 

In an effort to better align these Divisions with Sections 66(3)(b)(i), (ii) and (iv) of The Act, I attempted to fulfil 

the Divisional requirements for the North Queensland cities of Cairns, Townsville, Mackay and Rockhampton 

first. 

Once the Divisions containing the major urban centres on the coast were determined, the Divisions that took 

up the electors that were surplus to the coastal cities could be determined. 

This means I am proposing big changes to the 10 rural and regional Divisions. And when I say big, I mean 

REALLY BIG!  

These changes are not proposed lightly. 

But, as I proposed for Tasmania, I can once again put my hand on my heart and say I propose these new 

boundaries, based on exactly how Section 66(3)(b)(i), (ii) and (iv) of The Act instructs them to be drawn.       

  











  
Page 24 

 

  

As I will emphasise repeatedly in this submission; communities of interest, means of communication and travel 

as well as area and physical features all take precedence over existing boundaries, therefore I propose some 

changes to McPherson's boundaries. 

In order to improve both the community of interests within the proposed Electoral Division and the means of 

communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division I propose that McPherson’s western 

boundary extends further west; incorporating much of the Gold Coast LGA hills generally E of the Nerang River 

and Advancetown Lake.  

McPherson's new boundary within the Gold Coast LGA is proposed to run as follows; from Tallebudgera 

Valley’s western locality boundary on the Queensland – NSW State border; N along Tallebudgera Valley’s 

western locality boundary; continuing N along the western locality boundaries of Austinville, Neranwood and 

Mudgeeraba. Turning E, and continuing along Mudgeeraba's northern locality boundary, before re-aligning 

with McPherson's existing Divisional boundary along Wallandra Rd. 

These gains take McPherson's projected enrolment outside tolerance, so to bring McPherson back within 

tolerance I propose to transfer the locality of Clear Island Waters and an additional portion of the already 

divided Merrimac to the Division of Moncrieff. The balance of McPherson’s Divisional boundaries requires no 

additional changes. 

On the following page, indicative maps provide a visual of my proposed changes. The reader should note 

these maps cannot capture the precise boundary where it splits an SA1. These maps are best efforts with the 

technology I have. 

Of all the Divisional Names currently in use in Queensland, McPherson is neither a Federation Name, nor does 

it have any indigenous significance; and it is not named after any prominent person or a previous Prime 

Minister. 

I propose that McPherson be renamed to one of the 5 alternative Divisional names I detailed on page 11. After 

some consideration, I propose that McPherson be renamed Berry in honour of Dame Alice Miriam Berry. 

Divisional Composition: McPherson 

 

McPherson 105,478 111,718 

Gold Coast LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Burleigh Heads SA2 6,562 6,831 

Burleigh Waters SA2 10,201 10,738 

Coolangatta SA2 4,514 4,634 

Currumbin - Tugun SA2 8,315 8,855 

Currumbin Valley - Tallebudgera SA2 5,313 5,593 

Currumbin Waters SA2 6,873 7,214 

Elanora SA2 8,818 9,258 

Guanaba - Springbrook SA2 - part: SA1# 3124103 only 276 285 

Merrimac SA2 - part: S of Gooding Dr & Boowaggan Rd 2,855 3,047 

Miami SA2 - part: S of Mountain View Ave 141 154 

Mudgeeraba - Bonogin SA2 11,874 12,800 

Palm Beach SA2 10,660 11,339 

Reedy Creek - Andrews SA2 5,005 5,462 

Robina SA2 14,940 15,716 

Varsity Lakes SA2 9,131 9,792 
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Wongawallan Creek and the Coomera River; continuing generally eastwards along Riverstone Crossing, Gaven 

Arterial Rd / Yallaroi Rd and Kopps Rd; Turning ESE along the southern property boundary of Warner Brothers 

Movie World to the M1; turning N on the M1; E again along the Coomera River; following the Coomera River 

along the northern locality boundary of Hope Island; continuing clockwise following Paradise Point’s northern 

and eastern locality boundaries; continuing southwards along The Broadwater, following the eastern locality 

boundaries of Hollywell, Runaway Bay and Biggera Waters until it intersects the Main Beach locality boundary. 

The decision to incorporate the southern Gold Coast localities of Natural Bridge and Numinbah Valley in 

Fadden is because of their road-based connectivity back up into Nerang via the Nerang – Murwillumbah Rd; 

with links to Pine Creek Rd and Springbrook Rd back down to Springbrook. 

There was no direct road-based connectivity between Natural Bridge and any other localities within my 

proposed Division of McPherson, and with Moncrieff focussing on the Gold Coast E of the M1; Fadden is the 

next logical Division to allocate these south-western Gold Coast LGA localities into.    

These changes will allow Forde to push eastwards, incorporating more of the Gold Coast LGA. The downstream 

effect is that Moreton, Oxley and Wright will ultimately benefit from the surplus electors in Forde's far west. 

But before Forde's final boundaries can be determined, assessments of Bowman, Bonner, Griffith and Moreton 

need to be completed first. 

Divisional Composition: Fadden 

 

Fadden 104,932 111,297 

Gold Coast LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Arundel SA2 6,691 7,075 

Biggera Waters SA2 5,257 5,461 

Coombabah SA2 7,089 7,375 

Guanaba - Springbrook SA2 - part: all exc. SA1#103 2,685 2,863 

Helensvale SA2 11,282 11,915 

Highland Park SA2 5,721 6,077 

Hope Island SA2 - part: Hope Island locality only 7,674 8,172 

Labrador SA2 11,720 12,369 

Nerang - Mount Nathan SA2 - part: W of M1 11,546 12,190 

Oxenford - Maudsland SA2 - part: S of Movie World & Yalloroi Rd 5,454 5,957 

Pacific Pines - Gaven SA2 10,167 11,322 

Paradise Point - Hollywell SA2 7,314 7,691 

Runaway Bay SA2 6,907 7,116 

Worongary - Tallai SA2 5,425 5,714 
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Table of transfers: Bowman 

 

Division Component Proposed Projected 

Bowman   104,241 109,932 

  No Change     

New Total   104,241 109,932 

Variation   1.01% -0.17% 

 

Bonner 

 

Bonner is another Division within both current and projected enrolment tolerances, so if current boundaries 

were a primary consideration, this Division could be left unchanged. However, from a community of interests 

within the proposed Electoral Division perspective, Bonner’s primary community of interest appears to be the 

Eastern Suburbs, S of the Brisbane River.  

Bonner has many strong boundaries such as the Brisbane LGA boundary to its E and SE; the M1 to its SW and 

Creek Rd comprising much of its western boundary.  

However, Bonner is oriented north-south despite the fact that most of its major roads (Gateway Motorway 

excluded) and its only railway line runs more east-west. This does not appear to meet Section 66(3)(a)(ii) of 

The Act - means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division - that well! 

In its south, its “J” curve to incorporate parts of Holland Park West and Mount Gravatt looks a bit like an after-

thought add-on, and also not in line with its main means of communication and travel within the proposed 

Electoral Division. 

An exchange of electors with Griffith can go some way to improve Bonner’s orientation. In its north, I propose 

Bonner’s new southern boundary becomes Wynnum Rd to the W of Creek Rd. In its SE, Bonner’s western 

boundary now continues its line further S beyond Creek Rd into Newham Rd; turns W into Broadwater Rd then 

S into Logan Rd all the way to the Pacific Motorway (M3).  

Numeric considerations prevented this boundary from continuing all the way down Newham Rd to Logan Rd 

and meeting Bonner’s existing southern boundary at the Pacific Motorway (M3).  
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Griffith 

 

In addition to the changes with Bonner in Griffith’s east, I believe this is also an opportunity to strengthen / 

straighten out / simplify Griffith’s boundary with Moreton to the W of the M3. 

These changes transfer the entire locality of Fairfield from Moreton to Griffith, provides a single continuous 

road to divide (the already divided) Annerley between Griffith and Moreton; and unites all but around 10 

dwellings of the locality of Tarragindi in Moreton. 

Specifically, I propose Griffith’s new boundary with Moreton leaves the Brisbane River in a southerly direction 

along the Fairfield – Yeronga locality boundary; turns E along Venner Rd, continues E along Waterton St; turns 

briefly N into Ekibin Rd East; NE into Arnwood Pl; SE along the Pacific Motorway (M3) as far as Logan Rd.  

Griffith’s new boundary with Bonner runs in a generally NNW direction along Logan Rd; E into Broadwater Rd; 

N onto Newham Rd and continuing N along Creek Rd; W into Wynnum Rd and continuing along Wynnum Rd 

until it crosses Norman Creek over the East Brisbane – Norman Park locality boundary; the boundary then 

turns upstream along the Brisbane River back to the starting point. 

Divisional Composition: Griffith 

 

Griffith 103,644 111,746 

Brisbane LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Annerley SA2 - part: E of Ipswich Rd & N of Waterton Rd, plus     

Annerley SA2 - part: W of Ipswich Rd & N of Venner Rd 4,394 5,077 

Camp Hill SA2 7,679 8,380 

Cannon Hill SA2 - part: S of Wynnum and W of Creek Rds. 2,273 2,426 

Carina Heights SA2 4,626 4,833 

Carina SA2 - part: W of Creek Rd 5,269 5,622 

Coorparoo SA2 11,496 12,412 

East Brisbane SA2 3,966 4,214 

Fairfield - Dutton Park SA2 3,278 3,571 

Greenslopes SA2 6,314 6,853 

Highgate Hill SA2 4,405 4,612 

Holland Park SA2 5,655 6,163 

Holland Park West SA2 4,502 4,778 

Kangaroo Point SA2 5,399 5,666 

Morningside - Seven Hills SA2 - part: S of Wynnum Rd 4,688 5,096 

Mount Gravatt SA2 9,963 10,976 

Norman Park SA2 - part: S of Wynnum Rd 4,301 4,694 

South Brisbane SA2 3,658 3,887 

Upper Mount Gravatt SA2 - part: W of Logan Rd 1,705 1,882 

West End SA2 6,683 7,002 

Woolloongabba SA2 3,390 3,602 
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Moreton 

 

Moreton had the second-lowest current and projected enrolment figures for any Division in the State. It 

needed to gain electors, and the exchange of electors with Griffith left Moreton even further below projected 

tolerance. 

With Moreton’s northern boundary with Griffith already strengthened by the alterations proposed above; its 

eastern boundary along the Pacific Motorway (M3/M1) and Brisbane LGA boundary very strong, and its 

southern boundary solid, the only easy place for Moreton to gain electors was from Oxley in its south-western 

corner. These changes only needed to be minor, as around 5000 electors were all that were required to get 

Moreton back within projected tolerance. 

Starting from Moreton’s boundary with Oxley running SSE along Rudd St (which doubles as the Oxley – Inala 

locality boundary) I propose to continue the new boundary further SSE along Rosemary St; following the main 

Rd SSW as it changes to Serviceton Ave; E along Inala Ave; S along Blunder Rd; E into Peacock St (which 

doubles as the Durack – Doolandella locality boundary) to Blunder Creek.   

This transfers virtually the entire locality of Durack to Moreton plus a small part of Inala E of both Rosemary 

and Serviceton Streets.  

 

Divisional Composition: Moreton 

 

Moreton 100,964 108,949 

Brisbane LGA SA2's 
 

  

Annerley SA2 - part: E of Ipswich Rd & S of Waterton Rd, plus     

Annerley SA2 - part: W of Ipswich Rd & S of Venner Rd 3,354 3,659 

Chelmer - Graceville SA2 5,163 5,428 

Coopers Plains SA2 2,981 3,397 

Corinda SA2 3,334 3,520 

Durack SA2 4,922 5,165 

Eight Mile Plains SA2 - part: SW of Pacific Mwy  6,418 7,440 

Inala - Richlands SA2 part: SA1 #3127427 only 241 270 

Kuraby SA2 4,832 5,186 

Macgregor (Qld) SA2 3,272 3,464 

Moorooka SA2 7,338 8,061 

Oxley (Qld) SA2 5,125 5,505 

Pallara - Willawong SA2 - part: SA1 #3107405 only 138 152 

Robertson SA2 2,821 2,922 

Rocklea - Acacia Ridge SA2 5,748 6,157 

Runcorn SA2 7,441 8,199 

Salisbury - Nathan SA2 4,698 4,884 

Sherwood SA2 3,862 4,135 

Sunnybank Hills SA2 10,273 11,066 

Sunnybank SA2 4,805 5,085 

Tarragindi SA2 7,450 8,017 

Yeronga SA2 6,748 7,237 
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Forde 

 

Before determining what changes (if any) are required for Rankin; it was time to complete the changes to 

Forde. 

Gains from Fadden and Wright in the east meant Forde needed to transfer out around 22,000 electors – most 

of which would end up transferring into the now severely under quota Wright. 

Forde's new boundary commences at the Gold Coast Seaway; turns N, following the eastern locality 

boundaries of Runaway Bay and Hollywell; runs anticlockwise around Paradise Point's eastern and northern 

locality boundaries; continues generally westwards along Hope Island's eastern, northern and western locality 

boundaries; briefly westwards along the Coomera River; S onto the M1; W along Warner Brothers Movie 

World's southern property boundary; continuing generally westwards along Kopps Rd, Yallaroi Rd / Gaven 

Arterial Rd, Riverstone Crossing, returning to the Coomera River and Wongawallan Creek. At Audreys Crossing 

my proposed Forde boundary follows Wongawallan's southern locality boundary - firstly along Kriedman Rd, 

then westwards along the locality boundary to the Gold Coast LGA boundary. Turning N and following the Gold 

Coast LGA boundary until it aligns with the Albert River; westwards into Windaroo Creek; N along the 

Beaudesert - Beenleigh Rd; westwards along Wuraga Rd and Dairy Creek Rd to the Logan River; briefly N along 

the Logan River; SW along Schmidts Creek to Logan Reserve Rd; in a westerly direction along Bayes Rd (both 

the road reserve and the made road) to Chambers Flat Rd where it meets the existing Forde - Rankin CED 

boundary. The balance of Forde's Divisional boundary with both Rankin and Bowman is unchanged. 

Divisional Composition: Forde 

 

Forde 103,491 112,988 

Gold Coast LGA SA2's:     

Coomera SA2 6,552 7,352 

Hope Island SA2 - part: all exc. Hope Island locality 17 18 

Jacobs Well - Alberton SA2 2,582 2,772 

Ormeau - Yatala SA2 11,359 12,407 

Oxenford - Maudsland SA2 - part: N of Movie World & Yallaroi Rd 4,090 4,493 

Pimpama SA2 4,522 5,078 

Upper Coomera - Willow Vale SA2 16,410 18,207 

Logan SA2's: 
 

  

Beenleigh SA2 5,113 5,530 

Bethania - Waterford SA2 6,505 6,863 

Chambers Flat - Logan Reserve SA2 - part: N of Bayes Rd 60 60 

Cornubia - Carbrook SA2 6,079 6,449 

Eagleby SA2 7,934 8,711 

Edens Landing - Holmview SA2 4,236 4,676 

Loganholme - Tanah Merah SA2 7,023 7,665 

Loganlea SA2 part: S of Logan Mwy 4,972 5,498 

Mount Warren Park SA2 3,897 4,157 

Shailer Park SA2 7,881 8,441 

Waterford West SA2 4,259 4,611 
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Divisional Composition: Rankin 

 

Rankin 102,349 111,658 

Brisbane LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Algester SA2 5,160 5,563 

Calamvale - Stretton SA2 11,777 12,913 

Parkinson - Drewvale SA2 8,949 9,833 

Logan LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Browns Plains SA2 4,009 4,430 

Crestmead SA2 6,120 6,853 

Daisy Hill SA2 4,349 4,673 

Hillcrest SA2 - part: Hillcrest Locality only 3,261 3,476 

Kingston SA2 5,435 5,946 

Logan Central SA2 3,153 3,452 

Loganlea SA2 part: N of Logan Mwy 670 741 

Marsden SA2 6,827 7,603 

Regents Park - Heritage Park SA2 - part: all exc. SA1 #3131927 9,705 10,574 

Rochedale South - Priestdale SA2 10,508 11,249 

Slacks Creek SA2 6,006 6,515 

Springwood 6,284 6,713 

Underwood SA2 3,717 4,135 

Woodridge SA2 6,419 6,989 

 

Table of transfers: Rankin 

 

Division Component Proposed Projected 

Rankin   102,349 111,658 

  No Change     

New Total   102,349 111,658 

Variation   -0.83% 1.39% 

 

Oxley 

 

Currently, Oxley has the lowest Divisional enrolment in the State and is projected to have the second-lowest 

enrolment in the State by the Projected Date of 27/9/2021. 

The transfer of Durack to Moreton further reduced Oxley's numbers and will require it to push further W into 

Ipswich LGA to obtain the electors it requires.  

The changes I propose to the Oxley - Blair boundary are as follows: From where the Springfield - Greenbank 

Arterial Rd crosses the Ipswich - Logan LGA boundary; continuing S, then W along the Ipswich - Logan LGA 

boundary until it is traversed by the electrical transmission lines. The boundary can follow the transmission 

lines in a WNW direction until they cross the Centenary Highway, which is also where they intersect the 

Redbank Plains locality boundary. From there, my proposed Oxley boundary follows the western locality 
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boundary of Redbank Plains in a northerly direction until it meets Six Mile Creek; then turning N, along Six Mile 

Creek, to the Brisbane River. 

Apart from Oxley's other changes detailed under Moreton, above, the rest of the Divisional boundaries remain 

unchanged. 

These proposed changes unite the localities of Collingwood Park, Redbank Plains, Springfield Central and 

Springfield Lakes into a single Division - Oxley. To me, this better complies with Section 66(3)(a)(i) of The Act - 

community of interests within the proposed Electoral Division, including economic, social and regional interests 

- in that whole localities are united in a single Division. This is especially true of Springfield Central and 

Springfield Lakes because they have no adjoining localities to the south, so are currently isolated from the rest 

of Blair.   

Divisional Composition: Oxley 

 

Oxley 101,709 111,402 

Brisbane LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Darra - Sumner SA2 2,970 3,296 

Forest Lake - Doolandella SA2 16,606 18,158 

Inala - Richlands SA2 part: All exc. SA1 #3127427 9,496 10,460 

Jindalee - Mount Ommaney SA2 5,412 5,689 

Middle Park - Jamboree Heights SA2 4,941 5,253 

Pallara - Willawong SA2 - part: All exc. SA1 #3107405 2,720 3,011 

Riverhills SA2 2,762 3,060 

Seventeen Mile Rocks - Sinnamon Park SA2 6,496 6,925 

Wacol SA2 1,558 1,655 

Westlake SA2 3,258 3,469 

Ipswich LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Bellbird Park - Brookwater SA2 7,912 8,683 

Camira - Gailes SA2 6,098 6,617 

Carole Park SA2 1 1 

Collingwood Park - Redbank SA2 4,879 5,358 

Goodna SA2 5,611 6,248 

Redbank Plains SA2 9,269 10,391 

Ripley SA2 - part SA1 #3129404 - ENE of power lines 0 0 

Springfield Lakes SA2 - part: All exc. part SA1 #3130405 - WSW of power lines 8,006 9,012 

Springfield SA2 3,714 4,116 
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The version of Wright I propose below, I believe far better complies with Section 66(3)(a) of The Act than does 

the existing version. 

First of all, as has already been detailed above, Wright transfers out all its Gold Coast LGA territory and 

electors to the Gold Coast Divisions of McPherson, Fadden and Forde. To offset these transfers out; Wright 

gains more Logan City LGA electors that were surplus to Forde's requirements. 

Wright's new boundary within Logan City LGA now runs as follows: From Wright's existing boundary along 

Forestdale's eastern locality boundary, turning eastwards along the northern locality boundary of Boronia 

Heights (existing Rankin - Forde CED boundary) and continuing along the existing Rankin - Forde CED boundary 

to Chambers Flat Rd. From Chambers Flat Rd, the proposed new Wright CED boundary turns E along Bayes Rd 

(both the made road and road reserve) to Logan Reserve Rd; NE along Schmidts Creek; briefly S along the 

Logan River; E into Dairy Creek Rd and Wuraga Rd; S along the Beaudesert - Beenleigh Rd; E along Windaroo 

Creek to the Logan River. 

Out west, to compensate for the loss of Lockyer Valley LGA, I propose Wright gains Southern Downs Regional 

LGA from Maranoa. 

The Cunningham Highway provides the means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral 

Division. The Division improves on its "southern border" aspect, incorporating most electors in the hills along 

Queensland's southern border with New South Wales. 

These changes reduce the number of LGA's that Wright represents from 4 to 3, improving its community of 

interests within the proposed Electoral Division, including economic, social and regional interests. This was 

done by transferring out Wright's electors from both the Gold Coast and Lockyer Valley LGA's; increasing its 

Logan representation and acquiring electors from only Southern Downs Regional LGA.  

Any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the new 

boundaries so that electors in the LGA's of Scenic Rim and Southern Downs Regional are in the Division of 

Wright, electors in the Ipswich LGA are in Blair, electors in Goondiwindi Regional or Toowoomba Regional 

LGA's will be in the Division of Maranoa and electors in the Gold Coast LGA will be in either Fadden or Forde. 

Divisional Composition: Wright 

 

Wright 101,630 108,118 

Logan LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Boronia Heights - Park Ridge SA2 7,744 8,246 

Chambers Flat - Logan Reserve SA2 - part: All exc. N of Bayes Rd 3,193 3,382 

Greenbank Military Camp SA2 0 0 

Greenbank SA2 8,400 9,223 

Hillcrest SA2 - part: Boronia Heights (balance) and Forestdale Localities only 1,798 1,939 

Jimboomba SA2 15,560 16,856 

Logan Village SA2 4,731 5,124 

Munruben - Park Ridge South SA2 3,239 3,461 

Regents Park - Heritage Park SA2 - part: SA1 #3131927 only 0 0 

Wolffdene - Bahrs Scrub SA2 3,945 4,205 

Scenic Rim LGA 27,796 29,210 

Southern Downs LGA 25,224 26,472 
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Blair 

 

With Blair's parts of Collingwood Park, Redbank Plains, Springfield Central and Springfield Lakes transferred to 

Oxley to supplement its numbers; Blair can only expand west into Lockyer Valley LGA. 

Put simply, by transferring the 'Lockyer Valley - East' SA2 - which is now surplus to Wright's requirements, Blair 

meets the current and projected enrolment numbers. 

Given Blair already contains electors from Somerset Regional LGA; the addition of part of the Lockyer Valley 

LGA does not alter the community of interest of the Division. If anything, the means of communication and 

travel within the proposed Electoral Division is actually improved with these changes. 

Any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the new 

boundaries so that electors in the LGA of Scenic Rim are in the Division of Wright and electors in the Ipswich 

and Somerset Regional LGA's are in the Division of Blair. 

On the locality of Chuwar: 

Currently, part of the Blair - Ryan CED boundary follows the Brisbane - Ipswich LGA boundary S of the Brisbane 

River and divides the locality of Chuwar between the Divisions of Blair and Ryan. 

Whilst both the locality boundary and the LGA boundary are easy to visualise, I believe an argument can be put 

for uniting the locality of Chuwar within the Division of Blair; thereby retaining the Brisbane River as the CED 

boundary rather than deviating over land and following the LGA boundary in this instance. 

This change is relatively minor, affecting only 61 current and 67 projected electors. 

It would be desirable to get input from some of those electors as to whether they have closer ties with the 

balance of the locality of Chuwar, or whether their preference is to remain in the Division of Ryan.  
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My original drafts of Ryan using ECQ enrolment data allowed me to push Ryan’s eastern boundary further E; 

much of it aligning with Route 5 (with all its various Street Names) from Kedron Brook to Baroona Rd. When I 

applied that boundary to the AEC’s enrolment data I was left with a Division well in excess of projected 

enrolment quota. However, I still find that using Route 5 as a potential boundary makes for a far less 

complicated boundary than currently exists, even if some exchange of electors with Brisbane around 

Auchenflower and Toowong is required to ‘seal the deal’. 

So in the interests of creating that far simpler boundary between Brisbane and Ryan, which I believe improves 

the means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division; I propose the Brisbane – Ryan 

boundary re-aligns as follows: Continuing further downstream along Kedron Brook beyond its current 

boundary on Bellevue Ave to Route 5 (South Pine Rd). From there; continuing in a generally southerly direction 

along Route 5 through its various name changes of Wardell St, Stewart Rd, Elimatta Dr, Jubilee Tce, MacGregor 

Tce, Boundary Rd, Rouen Rd and Frederick St all the way to the southern boundary of the Toowong Cemetery. 

From there, the boundary turns in a generally easterly direction along Milton Rd and Sylvan Rd to the Brisbane 

River. 

Please note: This boundary splits a number of SA1’s so the transfer of electors between Divisions is not 

precise, but a margin of error has been factored in to ensure that projected enrolments are unlikely to exceed 

either current or projected enrolment tolerances. 

Divisional Composition: Ryan 

 

Ryan 104,716 111,502 

Brisbane LGA SA2's 
 

  

Ashgrove SA2 - part: W of Route 5 4,993 5,321 

Bardon SA2 - part: W of Route 5 6,361 6,864 

Bellbowrie - Moggill SA2 6,643 7,187 

Brookfield - Kenmore Hills SA2 5,015 5,144 

Chapel Hill SA2 7,473 7,849 

Enoggera Reservoir SA2 13 13 

Enoggera SA2 - part: W of Route 5 3,672 3,946 

Fig Tree Pocket SA2 2,765 2,935 

Indooroopilly SA2 7,633 8,194 

Karana Downs SA2 4,203 4,565 

Kenmore SA2 6,222 6,501 

Keperra SA2 5,128 5,455 

Lake Manchester - England Creek SA2 3 3 

Lowood SA2 - part: Brisbane LGA only 0 0 

Mitchelton SA2 - part: S of Kedron Brook 5,716 6,173 

Mount Coot-Tha SA2 0 0 

Pinjarra Hills - Pullenvale SA2 3,921 4,157 

St Lucia SA2 5,258 5,606 

Taringa SA2 5,767 6,125 

The Gap SA2 11,828 12,474 

Toowong SA2 - part: W of Route 5 & S of Milton Rd and Sylvan Rds. 5,330 5,775 

Upper Kedron - Ferny Grove SA2 6,772 7,215 
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Brisbane 

 

Brisbane was one of three Divisions in this region that was over projected enrolment tolerance so had to 

transfer electors out to other Divisions. 

With an alternative boundary with Ryan already determined; Brisbane could only effectively transfer any 

surplus electors out to Lilley. 

In Brisbane’s east, I deliberated on whether to make any changes to re-align Brisbane’s boundary along the 

new (since 2009) Gateway Motorway (M1) rather than the old Southern Cross Drive, but I believe that the 

existing boundary is robust enough, so requires no changes. In the end I decided to bring Brisbane’s northern 

boundary with Lilley further S to Kedron Brook. This transfers the Division of Brisbane’s parts of the suburbs of 

Everton Park; Stafford and Gordon Park to Lilley, uniting each of those suburbs in their entirety in Lilley. 

These changes also establish Kedron Brook as the single, continuous, northern Divisional boundary of the 

Brisbane CED; from South Pine Rd in the W to Southern Cross Drive in the E. 

Divisional Composition: Brisbane 

 

Brisbane 103,771 110,615 

Brisbane LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Albion SA2 2,021 2,123 

Alderley SA2 4,342 4,659 

Ascot SA2 3,803 4,054 

Ashgrove SA2 - part: E of Route 5 4,427 4,786 

Auchenflower SA2 3,887 4,157 

Bardon SA2 - part: E of Route 5 605 647 

Brisbane Airport SA2 - part: W of Southern Cross Drive 1 1 

Brisbane City SA2 4,756 5,048 

Clayfield SA2 7,306 7,794 

Eagle Farm - Pinkenba SA2 - part: W of Gateway Mwy and Southern Cross Drive 357 357 

Enoggera SA2 - part: E of Route 5 2,078 2,257 

Fortitude Valley SA2 3,973 4,164 

Grange SA2 2,933 3,187 

Hamilton (Qld) SA2 4,342 4,547 

Hendra SA2 3,411 3,687 

Kelvin Grove - Herston SA2 5,072 5,403 

New Farm SA2 9,170 9,588 

Newmarket SA2 3,311 3,538 

Newstead - Bowen Hills SA2 7,407 7,867 

Paddington - Milton SA2 7,920 8,534 

Red Hill (Qld) SA2 4,126 4,423 

Spring Hill SA2 2,625 2,783 

Toowong SA2 - part: E of Route 5; N of Milton Rd and Sylvan Rds 1,637 1,705 

Wilston SA2 2,842 3,054 

Windsor SA2 4,887 5,276 

Wooloowin - Lutwyche SA2 6,532 6,976 
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western boundary with Dickson was the Brisbane - Moreton Bay LGA boundary; Lilley could really only reduce 

its enrolment by transferring electors to Petrie in its N. 

And given how the current Lilley - Petrie boundary is laid out; that's not a bad thing! 

As per my preference to create as few boundary changes as possible, I looked at part of the existing Lilley - 

Petrie boundary - Cabbage Tree Creek - to become a greater part of my proposed Lilley - Petrie boundary. 

Because the numbers stacked up, I propose that the new Lilley - Petrie boundary runs along Cabbage Tree 

Creek from Moreton Bay in the E, all the way upstream to where it is crossed by Gympie Rd at the Aspley - 

Carseldine locality boundary. From there my proposed Lilley - Petrie continues W along Graham Rd; continuing 

westwards and finally re-aligning with the existing Lilley - Petrie boundary on Albany Creek Rd as far as Albany 

Creek and the Brisbane - Moreton Bay LGA boundary.    

Divisional Composition: Lilley 

 

Lilley 99,846 107,201 

Brisbane LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Aspley SA2 9,048 9,468 

Boondall SA2 6,277 6,698 

Bridgeman Downs SA2 - part: S of Albany Creek and Graham Rd's 3,919 4,094 

Brisbane Airport SA2 - part: E of Southern Cross Drive 9 9 

Carseldine SA2 - part: S of Graham Rd 503 519 

Chermside SA2 5,731 5,968 

Chermside West SA2 4,515 4,787 

Eagle Farm - Pinkenba SA2 - part: E of Gateway Mwy & Southern Cross Drive 201 201 

Everton Park SA2 6,452 6,983 

Geebung SA2 3,017 3,214 

Kedron - Gordon Park SA2 9,442 10,190 

McDowall SA2 5,315 5,691 

Northgate - Virginia SA2 4,477 4,868 

Nudgee - Banyo SA2 6,691 7,088 

Nundah SA2 8,153 8,871 

Stafford Heights SA2 5,038 5,331 

Stafford SA2 4,619 5,083 

Taigum - Fitzgibbon SA2 - part: E of Cabbage Tree Creek 4,075 4,514 

Wavell Heights SA2 6,800 7,400 

Zillmere SA2 5,564 6,224 
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Dickson 

 

Comprising of LGA boundaries from the Pine River in its E all the way around to the locality of Ocean View in its 

NW corner, the majority of Dickson’s current boundaries are very strong. 

Given its projected enrolment is within 1% of average, I see no need to make any changes to Dickson 

whatsoever. 

However, any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the 

new boundaries so that electors in the LGA of Brisbane are in the Division of Ryan, electors in the Somerset 

Regional LGA are in the Division of Blair and electors in the Moreton Bay LGA are in the Division of Dickson. 

I have assumed that the part of Hills District SA1 #3138620 listed in the AEC’s data as being in the Division of 

Ryan is actually now a part of Moreton Bay Regional LGA and therefore needs to be transferred to Dickson. 

If that assumption is incorrect, then the 3 current and 4 projected electors belong in Ryan. 

Divisional Composition: Dickson 

 

Dickson 100,977 109,334 

Moreton Bay LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Albany Creek SA2 11,553 12,260 

Bray Park SA2 6,888 7,467 

Cashmere SA2 12,537 13,784 

Dakabin - Kallangur SA2 - part: S of Freshwater Creek & Ann St 7,772 8,480 

Dayboro SA2 6,010 6,491 

Eatons Hill SA2 5,400 5,904 

Hills District SA2 16,754 18,170 

Lawnton SA2 4,067 4,324 

Murrumba Downs - Griffin SA2 - part: W of Bruce Hwy 7,132 7,954 

Petrie SA2 6,007 6,489 

Samford Valley SA2 8,627 9,170 

Strathpine - Brendale 8,230 8,841 

 

Table of transfers: Dickson 

 

Division Component Proposed Projected 

Dickson   100,974 109,330 

From Ryan 

Hills District SA1 #3138620 – part (Moreton Bay Regional 

LGA?) 3 4 

New Total   100,977 109,334 

Variation   -2.16% -0.72% 

 

No Proposed boundary changes provided for Dickson 
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Petrie 

 

In isolation, Petrie could have escaped without any boundary changes, though it was near the top end of 

projected tolerance. 

But the net transfer of 11,465 current and 11,910 projected electors from Lilley forces Petrie’s northern 

boundary to contract southwards. 

I propose Petrie’s northern boundary leaves the Bruce highway at the Boundary Rd overpass, heading 

generally NE, then E along Boundary Rd until Boundary Rd turns N and becomes Lipscombe Rd; from there the 

proposed boundary continues generally E along a watercourse that in some maps is marked as Lagoon Creek 

but appears to change its name to Saltwater Creek. My proposed boundary continues E along Saltwater Creek, 

then aligning with Deception Bay’s southern locality boundary along Higgs St; briefly SE along Deception Bay 

Rd and finally turning northwards along Deception Bay’s eastern locality boundary along Coman St North. 

 

Divisional Composition: Petrie 

 

Petrie 104,024 110,185 

Brisbane LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Bald Hills SA2 5,005 5,402 

Bracken Ridge SA2 11,560 12,499 

Bridgeman Downs SA2 - part: N of Albany Creek and Graham Rds 2,087 2,281 

Brighton (Qld) SA2 6,747 7,120 

Carseldine SA2 - part: N of Graham Rd 5,765 5,925 

Deagon SA2 2,612 2,755 

Sandgate - Shorncliffe SA2 4,742 4,834 

Taigum - Fitzgibbon SA2 - part: W of Cabbage Tree Creek 3,499 3,704 

Moreton Bay LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Clontarf SA2 5,807 5,974 

Deception Bay SA2 - part: SA1 #3137323 only 287 281 

Margate - Woody Point SA2 8,420 8,823 

Murrumba Downs - Griffin SA2 - part: E of Bruce Hwy 3,734 3,937 

North Lakes - Mango Hill SA2 16,223 17,944 

Redcliffe SA2 7,350 7,708 

Rothwell - Kippa-Ring SA2 11,265 11,714 

Scarborough - Newport SA2 8,921 9,284 
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Longman 

 

This is going to be a tough one! 

The transfer of most of Deception Bay from Petrie means Longman needs to lose around 18,000 projected 

electors to get back within tolerance. 

Apart from the unpopulated part of Bribie Island, Longman’s northern boundary aligns with the Moreton Bay – 

Sunshine Coast LGA boundary. In addition, the Beerburrum State Forest provides a very clear and physical 

boundary between the Moreton Bay and Sunshine Coast LGA’s and therefore between the Divisions of 

Longman and Fisher. 

The only connection between the LGA’s that doesn’t run through kilometres of forest is the Kilcoy – Beerwah 

Rd out west. But even if I transfer the entire ‘Woodford - D'Aguilar’ SA2, the numbers don’t even come close to 

those that are required to be transferred to Fisher to get Longman back within tolerance. 

However I still propose that the ‘Woodford - D'Aguilar’ SA2 transfers from Longman to Fisher as not only does 

it comply with the means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division but also the 

physical features and area of the proposed Electoral Division. 

I'm also loathing the alternative of dividing greater Caboolture between Longman and Fisher - even though 

transferring the Caboolture and Elimbah SA2's to Fisher would have fulfilled the numerical requirements. The 

upshot of transferring those SA2's to Fisher in isolation is that it would disconnect far more communities from 

each other – and central Caboolture itself - than the proposal I eventually decided on, does.    

I know I’m going to be accused of being a hypocrite after taking a swipe at the existing Wright boundary and 

the lack of road-based connectivity between Lockyer Valley and Scenic Rim LGA’s, but I can’t see any other 

logical solution in this situation. Therefore, I propose to transfer Bribie Island in its entirety from Longman to 

Fisher to fulfil the numerical requirements for Longman. Though there is no direct road-based connectivity, 

you can at least take a boat to connect between 1 part of the electorate and the other – as will be the case for 

many of the offshore islands further N. 

This is in addition to the ' Woodford - D'Aguilar' SA2 transferring from Longman to Fisher. 

Whilst this transfer is not ideal, I really don't see any better alternatives. And of course, this type of electoral 

Division is hardly unprecedented. The Division of Franklin in Tasmania is similarly divided - and the AEC's draft 

boundaries for the Tasmanian Redistribution maintain Franklin as 2 separate land-based halves divided by 

water.  

The changes proposed, bring Longman back within numerical tolerance. 
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Fairfax 

 

Fairfax is over projected enrolment quota by more than 1% so must reduce its enrolment. With additional 

gains from Fisher in the S, Fairfax now needs to transfer around 10,000 projected electors to Wide Bay to 

return to quota. 

The question I faced was; from where? 

Both Fairfax and Wide Bay contain communities of interest incorporating not only the hills and forests, but 

also the beaches of Noosa and Fraser Island. So whilst localities like Eumundi can logically be transferred to 

Wide Bay, Coolum Beach would not be out of place in Wide Bay, either. 

I originally transferred all of the ‘Eumundi – Yandina’ SA2 plus the part of the ‘Coolum Beach’ SA2 that was N 

of Yandina - Coolum Rd to Wide Bay, but wasn’t happy with the community of interest, or the means of 

communication and travel for the ‘Maroochy Hinterland’ SA2. 

But the numbers worked; so I went on and completed my proposal for the entire State before coming back to 

re-visit this Divisional boundary again. 

My original design of Fairfax just didn’t look or feel ‘right’ like my other proposed Divisions did. This became 

even more of an issue after I had completed the balance of my proposed boundaries for Wide Bay. 

Given the amount of surplus electors from Fisher I had to work with; I thought there was merit in at least 

investigating an alternative version of Fairfax that better met Section 66(3)(a)(iv) of The Act - the physical 

features and area of the proposed Electoral Division by focussing on the coast between Mooloolaba and 

Noosa. 

The Sunshine Coast SA2’s E of the Bruce Highway got me close to the numbers required, but not quite a full 

enrolment quota. By pushing into Noosa LGA along the coast, I managed to create a new Division of Fairfax 

bound by the Fairfax - Fisher CED boundary to the S; the Bruce Highway to the W; then incorporating the 

Sunshine Coast LGA boundary, the Doonan locality boundary, Eumundi - Noosa Rd, Eenie Creek Rd, the Weyba 

Creek and the Noosa River to the N; and the ocean to the E; I have created a new, more coastal focussed 

Division of Fairfax.  

Like my proposed Brisbane – Ryan boundary, a lot of SA1’s have been split between Fairfax and Wide Bay, so 

some numerical errors are likely. 
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Groom 

 

My proposed version of Groom contracts in its N and W and expands E and S of the current version. Moving E 

into Lockyer Valley LGA allows Gatton and Toowoomba to be in the same Division. Given these 2 communities 

are only around 40 kilometres apart, I believe they have more in common to unite them, than they have to 

divide them. 

I had to make amendments to my draft version of Groom because I had originally placed all of the ‘Clifton – 

Greenmount’ SA2 in Maranoa; but with Southern Downs Regional LGA now a part of Wright, it had no major 

roads connecting it with the rest of Maranoa. 

In simple terms, this proposed version of Groom is comprised of the ‘Toowoomba’ SA3, plus the ‘Clifton – 

Greenmount’ SA2 plus the Toowoomba LGA component of ‘Southern Downs – West’ SA2.  

In detail, this proposed boundary runs as follows: From the junction of the Locker Valley, Toowoomba Regional 

and Southern Downs Regional LGA boundaries; westwards along the Toowoomba Regional - Southern Downs 

Regional LGA boundary as far as the western locality boundary of Leyburn; turning N and following the 

western locality boundary of Leyburn; continuing in a clockwise direction and incorporating the SA2’s of 

‘Cambooya – Wyreema’; ‘Toowoomba – West’; ‘Gowrie (Qld)’ and ‘Highfields’ to the Lockyer Valley LGA 

boundary. Turning E along the Lockyer Valley LGA boundary; then turning S, following the eastern SA2 

boundaries of ‘Lockyer Valley – West’ and ‘Gatton’ until the ‘Lockyer Valley – West’ SA2 aligns with the 

southern boundary of the Lockyer Valley LGA; finally turning W along the southern LGA boundary of Lockyer 

Valley LGA back to the starting point. 

Any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the new 

boundaries so that electors in the LGA's of Lockyer Valley Regional or Toowoomba Regional are in the Division 

of Groom and electors in the Southern Downs Regional LGA are in the Division of Wright. 
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‘community of interests’ perspective - Leichhardt didn’t even incorporate all of Greater Urban Cairns into a 

single CED, with the southern suburb of Edmonton in the Division of Kennedy.  

I felt there was room for improvement from not only a community of interests’ perspective, but also a physical 

features and area perspective by transferring much of Cape York out of Leichhardt. 

My proposed version of Leichhardt contracts to Cairns and aligns its boundary with the external LGA boundary 

of the Cairns Regional LGA. As a clarification, it also means that the people of the Yarrabah LGA are now 

incorporated into Leichhardt. 

Any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the new 

boundaries so that electors in the LGA's of Cassowary Coast, Tablelands Regional, Mareeba or Douglas LGA's 

are all in the Division of Kennedy and electors in the Cairns Regional LGA are in the Division of Leichhardt. 

If it's good enough for the LGA of Redland to be a one-Division LGA; then it's good enough for the LGA of 

Cairns Regional to also be a one-Division LGA. 

 

Divisional Composition: Leichhardt 

 

Leichhardt 100,635 108,242 

Cairns Regional LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Babinda SA2 - part: Cairns LGA only 2,397 2,488 

Bentley Park SA2 4,769 5,282 

Brinsmead SA2 3,555 3,760 

Cairns City SA2 5,980 6,295 

Clifton Beach - Kewarra Beach SA2 7,349 7,879 

Earlville - Bayview Heights SA2 5,915 6,243 

Edmonton SA2 6,362 7,111 

Freshwater - Stratford SA2 2,631 2,804 

Gordonvale - Trinity SA2 5,538 5,956 

Kanimbla - Mooroobool SA2 6,270 6,768 

Lamb Range SA2 2 2 

Manoora SA2 3,460 3,757 

Manunda SA2 3,209 3,453 

Mount Sheridan SA2 5,426 6,024 

Redlynch SA2 7,863 8,499 

Trinity Beach - Smithfield SA2 8,989 9,678 

Westcourt - Bungalow SA2 3,827 4,026 

White Rock SA2 2,912 3,133 

Whitfield - Edge Hill SA2 5,725 5,997 

Wooroonooran SA2 - part: Cairns LGA only 0 0 

Woree SA2 3,064 3,296 

Yorkeys Knob - Machans Beach SA2 4,332 4,580 

Yarrabah Aboriginal LGA 1,060 1,211 
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locality boundary (including Kelso Dr.) to Lake Ross. Following the western shoreline of Lake Ross southwards 

into Central Creek; continuing upstream along Ross Creek to the western locality boundary of Granite Vale. 

From that point, following the Granite Vale locality boundary in a southerly, then westerly direction until it 

meets the Townsville LGA boundary, then following the Townsville LGA boundary in an anti-clockwise direction 

until it aligns with the Haughton River south of Cungulla before returning to the Coral Sea.  

Magnetic Island remains a part of Herbert as does the Palm Island Shire and Orpheus Island. 

Proposing that a single feature - the Bohle River – be the dividing line between Herbert and Kennedy for the 

majority of Townsville LGA electors, has the added advantage of significantly reducing the potential for any 

elector confusion between electoral boundaries.  

Compare this proposal with the existing Herbert-Dawson CED boundary through the localities of Douglas and 

Mount Stuart which is described on the AEC’s 2009 Divisional Boundary map as a “SERIES OF LINES”.  

Divisional Composition: Herbert 

 

Herbert  101,843 109,061 

Hinchinbrook LGA SA2's 
 

  

Ingham Region SA2 - Part: SA1 #3146511 - Orpheus Island 3 3 

Palm Island LGA 992 1,169 

Townsville LGA SA2's 
 

  

Aitkenvale SA2 3,167 3,339 

Annandale SA2 6,300 6,576 

Belgian Gardens - Pallarenda SA2 2,282 2,330 

Condon - Rasmussen SA2 - part: E of Bohle River 6,899 7,455 

Cranbrook SA2 4,086 4,276 

Douglas SA2 4,564 4,964 

Garbutt - West End SA2 4,494 4,773 

Gulliver - Currajong - Vincent SA2 5,305 5,690 

Heatley SA2 2,757 2,921 

Hermit Park - Rosslea SA2 3,536 3,785 

Hyde Park - Pimlico SA2 3,284 3,466 

Kelso SA2 - part: Kelso locality E of Bohle River 6,766 7,525 

Kirwan - East SA2 5,318 5,660 

Kirwan - West SA2 10,605 11,627 

Magnetic Island SA2 1,788 1,865 

Mount Louisa SA2 6,065 6,658 

Mundingburra SA2 2,535 2,586 

Oonoonba SA2 4,401 4,776 

South Townsville - Railway Estate SA2 3,720 3,949 

Townsville - South SA2 - part: Townsville LGA only 3,129 3,321 

Townsville City - North Ward SA2 6,102 6,377 

Wulguru - Roseneath SA2 3,745 3,970 
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Capricornia 

 

Capricornia is yet another Division with a foothold in 2 cities. Yet Capricornia has been associated with 

Rockhampton for as long as I can remember, and probably has been since federation. But the current (2009) 

version of Capricornia has drifted N, into territory with closer connections to Mackay. My proposal is to pull 

Capricornia S, and focus it on Rockhampton - both the City and the LGA. 

My proposed Capricornia extends no further N than Isaac Regional LGA, but retains only the ‘Broadsound – 

Nebo’ SA2 of Isaac Regional LGA. Capricornia also retains the ‘Sarina’ SA2 from within Mackay LGA. My 

proposed version of Capricornia also retains all of the new Livingstone LGA and gains Central Highlands 

Regional, Woorabinda Shire and a majority part of Rockhampton Regional LGA currently in Flynn. 

Only the SA2’s of ‘Bouldercombe’ and ‘Mount Morgan’ cannot be transferred into my proposed version of 

Capricornia for numerical reasons. The existing watercourse boundary of Gavial Creek and the Fitzroy River has 

also been retained within the 'Rockhampton City' SA2. 

Any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the new 

boundaries so that electors in the LGA of Central Highlands Regional are in the Division of Capricornia and 

electors in Isaac Regional LGA are in the Division of Maranoa, providing the are also W of the ‘Broadsound – 

Nebo’ SA2. 

Divisional Composition: Capricornia 

 

Capricornia 103,798 110,766 

Central Highlands Regional LGA 16,285 17,820 

Isaac Regional LGA SA2: 
 

  

Broadsound - Nebo SA2 4,248 4,634 

Livingstone LGA 24,901 26,219 

Mackay LGA SA2:     

Sarina SA2 7,732 8,296 

Rockhampton Regional LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Berserker SA2 4,655 4,991 

Frenchville - Mount Archer SA2 6,533 6,944 

Gracemere SA2 7,328 7,954 

Lakes Creek SA2 3,255 3,548 

Norman Gardens SA2 6,643 7,074 

Park Avenue SA2 3,578 3,764 

Parkhurst - Kawana SA2 4,430 4,709 

Rockhampton - West SA2 4,294 4,426 

Rockhampton City SA2 - part: All exc. Part SA1 #3121702 - S of Gavial Ck. & Fitzroy River 2,280 2,409 

Rockhampton Region - West SA2 2,105 2,286 

The Range - Allenstown SA2 5,165 5,273 

Woorabinda LGA 366 419 
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Kennedy 
 

The existing Kennedy runs from the Northern Territory border to the wet tropical coast between Cairns and 

Townsville. As noted above; the existing layout of Kennedy doesn't meet Section 3(b)(iv) of The Act - the 

physical features and area of the proposed Electoral Division - at all.  

With Leichhardt only sharing an electoral boundary with Kennedy, Leichhardt’s surplus electors must transfer 

to Kennedy. In my proposal; Kennedy can now move E, and incorporate almost all of Cape York except for the 

Cairns Regional and Yarrabah Councils.  

I propose Kennedy’s land-based boundary starts at the Kowanyama – Carpentaria LGA boundary in the Gulf of 

Carpentaria and moves eastwards, then southwards, incorporating the entire Kowanyama Shire; Cook Shire; 

Mareeba Shire; Tablelands Regional; Hinchinbrook (excluding Orpheus Island) and the northern parts of 

Townsville LGA until it meets the boundary of Herbert where it aligns with the Granite Vale locality boundary 

as described above under Herbert.  

The community of interest for this new version of Kennedy is now based around Cape York and the E coast 

from Townsville (Bohle River) northwards. This proposed version of Kennedy is so different from the existing 

Division of Kennedy that I considered whether proposing to rename the Division to Mabo may help electors 

within the proposed Division distinguish between the old Kennedy and the new.  

I appreciate that Kennedy is a Federation Divisional Name, and therefore the Redistribution Committee will be 

unlikely to entertain any proposal to change a Federation Divisional Name – regardless of how much the 

Division itself has changed. 

But a part of separating the old from the new can be to change the Divisional Name, and I believe that the 

name Mabo is a justifiable and appropriate name change for this Division. 

It was a name I proposed for the SED of Cook at the State Redistribution which didn’t get up. Therefore, I 

propose that the Divisional name of Kennedy be replaced with the Divisional name of Mabo.  

It should also be noted that even if the name Kennedy is lost as a Commonwealth Electoral Division Name 

short term; the name remains an integral part of the Far North. The Kennedy Highway, the locality of Kennedy, 

Kennedy River, etc. all honour the legacy of Edmund Kennedy. 

I would expect significant objection to such a massive change in Kennedy's proposed boundary, but remind 

those objecting that I am simply proposing a boundary that complies with Section 66, subparagraphs (3)(b)(i), 

(ii) and (iv) of The Act whereas the existing Division does not. The objectors should direct their criticism at the 

people and organizations that allowed the existing Division to exist as it does; not drawn in compliance with 

Section 66, subparagraphs (3)(b)(i), (ii) and (iv) of The Act. 
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Divisional Composition: Kennedy 

 

Kennedy 102,367 108,879 

Aurukun LGA 822 946 

Cassowary Coast LGA 18,789 19,671 

Cook LGA 2,510 2,715 

Douglas LGA 7,742 8,132 

Hinchinbrook LGA SA2's 
 

  

Ingham SA2 3,222 3,306 

Ingham Region SA2 - Part: All exc. SA1 #3146511 - Orpheus Island 4,907 5,049 

Hope Vale Aboriginal LGA 570 604 

Kowanyama Aboriginal LGA 647 728 

Lockhart River Aboriginal LGA 383 411 

Mapoon Aboriginal LGA 171 184 

Mareeba LGA 13,540 14,212 

Napranum Aboriginal LGA 580 631 

Northern Peninsula LGA 1,376 1,557 

Pormpuraaw Aboriginal LGA 461 536 

Tablelands Regional LGA 16,809 17,273 

Torres LGA 1,831 2,036 

Torres Strait Island LGA 2,472 2,868 

Townsville LGA SA2's     

Bohle Plains SA2 4,763 5,194 

Condon - Rasmussen SA2 - part: W of Bohle River 92 98 

Deeragun SA2 13,887 15,327 

Kelso SA2 - part: W of Bohle River 44 44 

Northern Beaches SA2 4,444 4,808 

Weipa 2,117 2,362 

Wujal Wujal Aboriginal LGA 188 187 
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Maranoa 

 

Maranoa pushes N to take north-western Queensland from Kennedy; gains parts of western Toowoomba LGA 

from Groom; gains the western parts of Isaac Regional LGA from Capricornia; transfers Southern Downs LGA to 

Wright and its part of South Burnett LGA to Wide Bay.  

Its land-based boundary now incorporates the entire LGA’s of; Carpentaria; Etheridge; Charters Towers; 

Flinders; Barcaldine; Blackall Tambo; Murweh; Maranoa; Western Downs and Goondiwindi. Maranoa also 

incorporates all LGA’s to the W of those LGA’s detailed above, in addition to the Mornington Shire in the Gulf 

of Carpentaria. 

As detailed in Groom, the Toowoomba LGA-based SA2’s of ‘Crows Nest – Rosalie’; ‘Jondaryan’; ‘Pittsworth’ 

and ‘Wambo’ are also transferred to Maranoa. For numerical compliance reasons, the western SA2’s of Isaac 

Regional LGA - ‘Clermont’ and ‘Moranbah’ are transferred from Capricornia to Maranoa.  

Whilst these changes increase the overall size of Maranoa, it better complies with Section 3(b)(iv) of The Act - 

the physical features and area of the proposed Electoral Division – in that all of the marginal and arid lands of 

outback western Queensland are now in the one Division. 
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Divisional Composition: Maranoa 

 

Maranoa 103,330 110,621 

Balonne LGA 3,012 3,230 

Barcaldine Regional LGA 2,155 2,339 

Barcoo LGA 237 258 

Blackall Tambo Regional LGA 1,478 1,561 

Boulia LGA 262 297 

Bulloo LGA 221 236 

Burke LGA 198 224 

Carpentaria LGA 1,148 1,289 

Charters Towers Regional LGA 7,499 7,785 

Cloncurry LGA 1,679 1,828 

Croydon LGA 175 204 

Diamantina LGA 160 174 

Doomadgee LGA 603 676 

Etheridge LGA 549 602 

Flinders LGA 1,170 1,257 

Goondiwindi Regional LGA 7,326 7,744 

Isaac Regional LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Clermont SA2 2,274 2,448 

Moranbah SA2 4,655 5,215 

Longreach Regional LGA 2,572 2,673 

Maranoa Regional LGA 8,602 9,281 

McKinlay LGA 527 558 

Mornington LGA 651 705 

Mount Isa LGA 11,117 12,227 

Murweh LGA 2,928 3,104 

Paroo LGA 1,180 1,252 

Quilpie LGA 591 620 

Richmond LGA 529 570 

Toowoomba Regional LGA SA2's:     

Crows Nest - Rosalie SA2 part: Toowoomba LGA only 6,246 6,504 

Jondaryan SA2 - part: Toowoomba LGA only 5,025 5,359 

Millmerran SA2 2,154 2,296 

Pittsworth SA2 3,934 4,164 

Wambo SA2 - part: Toowoomba LGA only 15 16 

Western Downs Regional LGA 21,619 23,037 

Winton LGA 839 888 
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Flynn 

 

Having lost Central Highlands Regional and Woorabinda LGA's in their entirety, as well as a significant portion 

of Rockhampton LGA itself to Capricornia; I propose Flynn pushes SE along the coast to recover its numbers.  

Starting from Flynn's coastal base of the Gladstone LGA, I propose Flynn be re-drawn based on Section 

66(3)(b)(iv) the physical features and area of the proposed Electoral Division - by becoming a wholly coastal-

based Division. To achieve this, Flynn pushes SE, gaining the City of Bundaberg from Hinkler.  

Flynn's southern boundary within Bundaberg LGA is the Burnett River, from Bundaberg's LGA boundary with 

my proposed Hinkler; downstream along the Burnett River to the 'Branyan - Kensington' SA2. From there, 

following the southern SA2 boundaries of 'Branyan - Kensington', 'Walkervale - Avenell Heights' and 'Bargara - 

Burnett Heads' to the Coral Sea. Only the 'Bundaberg Region - South' SA2 from within the Bundaberg Regional 

LGA remains in the Division of Hinkler. 

The gain of greater Bundaberg from Hinkler puts Flynn over quota so I proposed it transfer its inland LGA’s: 

Banana; North Burnett and its portion of South Burnett LGA to Hinkler.  

Within Rockhampton LGA Flynn's boundary follows the western SA2 boundaries of 'Mount Morgan' and 

'Bouldercombe' to the Gracemere - Fairy Bower locality boundary at which point the boundary aligns with the 

existing CED boundary along Gavial Creek and the Fitzroy River. 

Divisional Composition: Flynn 

 

Flynn 102,207 108,114 

Bundaberg LGA SA2's     

Ashfield - Kepnock SA2 3,602 3,684 

Bargara - Burnett Heads SA2 12,484 13,113 

Branyan - Kensington SA2 3,217 3,380 

Bundaberg East - Kalkie SA2 3,750 3,942 

Bundaberg North - Gooburrum SA2 5,185 5,371 

Bundaberg Region - North SA2 6,160 6,527 

Bundaberg SA2 3,884 4,078 

Gin Gin SA2 3,667 3,830 

Millbank - Avoca SA2 5,365 5,569 

North Burnett SA2 4 4 

Svensson Heights - Norville SA2 4,123 4,225 

Walkervale - Avenell Heights SA2 7,506 7,818 

Gladstone Regional LGA 39,776 42,964 

Rockhampton Regional LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Bouldercombe SA2 1,344 1,401 

Mount Morgan SA2 2,076 2,140 

Rockhampton City SA2 - part: Part SA1 #3121702 - S of Gavial Ck. & Fitzroy River 64 68 
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Hinkler 

 

Having lost Bundaberg to Flynn; Hinkler pushes S to gain the balance of Fraser Coast Regional LGA from Wide 

Bay. Though gaining the balance of Fraser Coast Regional LGA does not return Hinkler to within enrolment 

tolerances.  

Hinkler needs to supplement the shortfall in electors from elsewhere. 

I propose Hinkler look W to gain those additional electors, gaining the LGA’s of Banana and North Burnett in 

their entirety from Flynn as well as the South Burnett LGA component of ‘Kingaroy Region – North’ SA2 from 

Maranoa, Flynn and Wide Bay. 

The now unfortunately named Isis Highway providing the means of travel between Fraser Coast LGA and North 

Burnett LGA. 

As will be explained in my assessment of Wide Bay below; even though this version of Hinkler contains only 

29,245 current and 30,429 projected electors from the existing Wide Bay, it is a better representative of the 

electors of the Wide Bay region than the proposed version of Wide Bay will be. 

I therefore propose the Divisional Name of Hinkler is retired and this Division is renamed Wide Bay.  

Any changes to the LGA boundaries since the 2009 Redistribution need to be incorporated into the new 

boundaries so that electors in the LGA of Fraser Coast Regional are in the Division of Hinkler and electors in the 

Gympie Regional LGA are in the Division of Wide Bay. 

 

Divisional Composition: Hinkler 

 

Hinkler 102,679 107,176 

Banana LGA 9,329 9,864 

Bundaberg LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Bundaberg Region - South SA2 7,102 7,451 

Fraser Coast Regional LGA 73,080 76,042 

Cherbourg Aboriginal LGA 447 472 

North Burnett Regional LGA 6,959 7,278 

South Burnett Regional LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Kingaroy Region - North SA2 - part: South Burnett Regional LGA 5,762 6,069 
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As the noted above under Hinkler; the Divisional Name Wide Bay is a Federation Division, I propose that the 

Division of Hinkler is renamed to Wide Bay based on Hinkler’s new boundaries.  

This version of Wide Bay (to be renamed Bjelke-Petersen) still contains the Gympie LGA in its entirety; the new 

boundary with Sunshine Coast LGA has already been detailed under Fairfax. Out west, Wide Bay gains the 

SA2’s of ‘Kingaroy’; ‘Kingaroy Region – South’ and ‘Nanango’ from Maranoa. The Burnett Highway providing 

the means of communication and travel within the proposed Electoral Division between the LGA’s of Gympie 

and South Burnett Regional. 

Divisional Composition: Wide Bay 

 

Wide Bay 107,916 112,752 

Gympie Regional LGA 34,931 36,504 

Noosa LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Noosa Hinterland SA2 - part: Noosa LGA only less locality of Doonan 13,004 13,647 

Noosaville SA2 - part: N of Eenie Creek Rd and Eumundi Rd 6,005 6,224 

Tewantin 7,586 7,684 

South Burnett Regional LGA SA2's: 
 

  

Kingaroy SA2 6,815 7,289 

Kingaroy Region - South SA2 2,908 3,049 

Nanango SA2 6,833 7,053 

Sunshine Coast LGA SA2's:     

Bli Bli SA2 - part: W of Bruce Hwy 4 4 

Buderim - South SA2 - SA1 #3141408 (W of Bruce Hwy) only 201 210 

Caloundra Hinterland SA2 - part: SA1 #3144017 part 2 2 

Diddillibah - Rosemount SA2 - part: W of Bruce Hwy 600 632 

Eumundi - Yandina SA2 - part: W of Bruce Hwy 2,766 2,914 

Nambour SA2 13,713 14,369 

Maroochy Hinterland SA2 4,812 5,065 

Palmwoods SA2 7,736 8,106 
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Rural and Regional LGA’s divided between CED’s 
 

The table below details all the rural and regional LGA’s that are either currently divided between CED’s or are 

proposed to be divided between CED’s as a part of my proposal. 

Please note the following: 

• The Greater Urban South-East LGA’s of Brisbane, Gold Coast, Ipswich, Logan, Moreton Bay Regional, 

and Sunshine Coast Regional are not included in this table as all LGA’s have projected enrolment 

numbers greater than can be accommodated in a single Division. 

• The Regional LGA’s of Toowoomba Regional and Townsville are included in this table even though 

both LGA’s have projected enrolment numbers greater than can be accommodated in a single 

Division. 

• Since the publication of the 2009 boundaries, the author is aware of at least 4 changes to LGA 

boundaries that could impact this table. 

o Douglas Shire has split from Cairns Regional * 

o Livingston Shire has split from Rockhampton Regional 

o Mareeba Shire has split from Tablelands Regional *, and 

o Noosa Shire has split from Sunshine Coast Regional * 

LGA Name Divided across 2009 Divisions Divided across 2017 proposed Divisions Change 

Bundaberg Regional Flynn; Hinkler Flynn; Hinkler 0 

Burdekin Shire Dawson; Kennedy Dawson -1 

Cairns Regional * Kennedy; Leichhardt Leichhardt -1 

Carpentaria Shire Kennedy; Leichhardt Maranoa -1 

Fraser Coast Regional Hinkler; Wide Bay Hinkler -1 

Hinchinbrook Shire Herbert; Kennedy Herbert; Kennedy 0 

Isaac Regional Capricornia Capricornia; Maranoa 1 

Lockyer Valley Wright Blair; Groom 1 

Mackay Regional Capricornia; Dawson Capricornia; Dawson 0 

Noosa * (Did not exist) Fairfax; Wide Bay 1 

Rockhampton Regional Capricornia; Flynn Capricornia; Flynn 0 

South Burnett Regional Flynn; Maranoa; Wide Bay Hinkler; Wide Bay -1 

Tablelands Regional * Kennedy; Leichhardt Kennedy -1 

Toowoomba Regional Groom; Maranoa Groom; Maranoa 0 

Townsville Dawson; Herbert; Kennedy Herbert; Kennedy -1 

Whitsunday Regional Capricornia; Dawson Dawson -1 

Net Change in LGA's divided across multiple CED's -5 

 

Even with the advent of 4 new LGA’s in the State since the 2009 Redistribution; the number of Rural and 

Regional LGA’s divided between Divisions in this proposal has reduced by 3; from 13 to 10 LGA’s. 

The LGA’s of South Burnett and Townsville have had the number of Divisions contained within their LGA 

boundaries reduced from 3 Divisions to 2 Divisions for each LGA. 

This KPI can be used to measure improved compliance with Section 66(3)(a)(i) community of interests within 

the proposed Electoral Division, including economic, social and regional interests of The Act. 
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In closing 
To the AEC: 

The 30 day timeframe in which suggestions are allowed to be submitted is sufficient for the smaller States and 

the Territories. But the 30 day timeframe for suggestions to be submitted is not sufficient for the 3 larger 

states of New South Wales, Queensland and Victoria. 

These 3 States require a more intense level of analysis due to the higher number of potential changes that 

need to be made and a greater number of electors and Divisions that need to be considered and assessed.  

The closing date for suggestions for the larger States should be based on a formula of assessing 5 Divisions per 

week rounded to the nearest Friday. EG; Queensland should be 6pm on the 6
th

 Friday after the Gazette notice 

is published; Victoria should be the 7
th

 Friday and NSW should be the 9
th

 Friday after the Gazette notice is 

published. 

To the Redistribution Committee for Queensland: 

To make an omelette, you need to break some eggs! 

I don’t have a problem if my proposed boundaries are considered radically different from the existing 

boundaries – especially in rural and regional Queensland. 

For me, it’s not about existing boundaries, or the number of people transferred between Divisions. Measuring 

the number of electors transferred between Divisions is actually an irrelevant KPI to the success or otherwise 

of a Redistribution.  

As I have stated before; there is nothing in The Act that says anything about what is or isn’t an acceptable 

number or percentage of electors to transfer between Divisions. Nor is there anything in The Act about the 

maximum area an Electoral Division can occupy. 

An electoral Redistribution is about equality of numbers first, community of interests; means of 

communication and travel; area and physical features second, existing boundaries last. 

The success or otherwise of a Redistribution, should be measured by the number of suggestions it 

incorporates, the number of objections it addresses, whether the clarity of boundaries has improved and 

whether the number of LGA's divided between Electoral Divisions has reduced. 

And THAT is the approach I have taken into preparing this submission. 

 

If the State Redistribution of Queensland is anything to go by; it appears that more and more people are taking 

an active interest in the Electoral Redistribution process. 

How many submissions the AEC receive in relation to this Redistribution will be interesting to see. 

I know we’ll get the usual submissions from the major political parties; it’s the submissions from my fellow 

regular independents, Mark Mulcair, Martin Gordon, Darren McSweeney as well as Mark Yore that will be the 

most interesting to read. 

Hopefully, the level of abuse from those submitting suggestions will be significantly less than the ECQ 

encountered for the State Redistribution. 

+++ End of Document +++  






































































































































































































































































































