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The Whitsunday Regional Council advised its electoral divisions no longer meet the voter enrolment 
requirements set down in the Local Government Act 2009. As a result, the Minister for Local 
Government has referred the matter to the Change Commission for independent assessment. 
 
The Change Commission has proposed changes to the Council’s internal boundaries (divisions) 
following a period of public suggestions. 
  

INVITATION FOR COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL 
 

Comments on the Change Commission’s proposal will be accepted until 5pm on 30 September 2019. 
Late submissions cannot be considered.   
 
To view the proposal and make a submission, please see the Electoral Commission of Queensland’s 
website: https://ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday or phone 1300 881 665. 
 
When making a comment, please remember each division must have relatively the same number of 
voters (quota) to ensure each person’s vote has the same value. The quota for the Whitsunday 
Regional Council is 3,694 with a lower limit of 3,324 (-10%) and an upper limit of 4,063 (+10%). 
 
Comments can be lodged through: 
 
-  Online Form       - Email   
    https://ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday       LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au 
 
- Personal Delivery      - Post                
   Electoral Commission of Queensland     Local Government Change Commission  
   Level 20, 1 Eagle Street, BRISBANE  QLD  4000     GPO Box 1393, BRISBANE   QLD   4001 
    
Submissions will be made available for public inspection. To discuss any privacy concerns, please 
phone 1300 881 665.  
 
Pat Vidgen PSM 
Electoral Commissioner     

LOCAL GOVERNMENT CHANGE COMMISSION 
 

Divisional Boundary Review of Whitsunday Regional Council 

https://ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday
https://ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday
https://ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday
https://ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday


2019 Ward Boundary Review of Whitsunday Regional Council 

List of Comments on the Proposal 

Comment Name/Organisation Comment Name/Organisation 

C-1 Warren Hardy C-23 Kerri Atkins 

C-2 Ken Cleine C-24 Angela Fox 

C-3 Jess Kelly C-25 Lloyd Fox 

C-4 Bernd Zinda C-26 Justin Fox 

C-5 Brian & Linda Richardson C-27 Jennifer Whitney 

C-6 Kasey C-28 Julia Hands 

C-7 Name Withheld C-29 Glen Gallagher 

C-8 David & Kathleen Smith C-30 Karen 

C-9 
Petition -Multiple 
Signatories 

C-31 Rory McCourt 

C-10 Leigh & Brett O’Riley C-32 Julianne O’Brien 

C-11 Suzette Pelt C-33 Ronald O’Brien 

C-12 Duncan Robb C-34 Jonathan Cutting 

C-13 Denise Hadley C-35 Tony Gatton 

C-14 Lyndal Hughes C-36 Shane Whitney 

C-15 Neville Atfield C-37 Roberta Wilkins 

C-16 Jayme Whitney C-38 Angela Collins 

C-17 Unknown C-39 Trevor Anderson 

C-18 Jane C-40 Donna Rogers 

C-19 
Petition - Multiple 
Signatories 

C-41 V Rogers 

C-20 Christopher Harvey C-42 George Rogers 

C-21 Frederick Dixon C-43 M Rogers 

C-22 Troy C-44 Bronwyn Webber 



C-45 Kerry McCourt C-61 Brian Smith 

C-46 Cathy Thomson C-62 Bhakti Saraswati 

C-47 Anthony Thomson C-63 Rachel Weekes 

C-48 Linda McEwan C-64 Gaye Lovelock 

C-49 Janne Gear C-65 Peter Lovell 

C-50 Emma Whybird C-66 Julian McEwan 

C-51 Josephine Smith C-67 Tanya Gaudry 

C-52 Joan Hughes C-68 
Whitsunday Regional 
Council 

C-53 Tom Hughes C-69 
Whitsunday Regional 
Residents Association 

C-54 Susan McAllister C-70 Shauna O’Shannessy 

C-55 Joy Bates C-71 Mark Yore 

C-56 Walter Morris C-72 Bruce Hedditch 

C-57 Joyce Morris C-73 B Smith 

C-58 Jackie Burling C-74 Richard Fisher 

C-59 Shane Burling C-75 Kerrie Hammond 

C-60 Desly Smith   
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Sent: Sunday, 15 September 2019 8:32 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (5701) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Warren Hardy

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Warren Hardy 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Warren Hardy 

Submission Text :  I have lived since 2001. I have also spent 5years working and 
renting  . So I am well aware of both communities and their differences.   

 
Since 200I have always wondered why Collinsiville is in the same division as Cape Gloucester residents. Hardly 
anyone in our (Cape Gloucester) communities are familiar with Collinsiville or visit Collinsville. My experience is that 
everyone in Cape Gloucester (Hydeaway Bay, Dingo Beach, Rural lots etc) travel to Proserpine or Cannonvale to 
shop and socialise. From my time in Collinsville most Collinsville residents spend their spare time/weekends etc in 
Bowen and are not very familiar with Cape Gloucester. To have the majority of the population of division 4 
(Collinsville residents) so far away geographically from Cape Gloucester residents and socially unaware of Cape 
Gloucester residents and their needs leaves a big gap in representation. This is clearly evident in the 
disproportionate number of council projects, support, and visits by the mayor and Councillors between the two 
districts. I fully support the proposed changes because they disconnect Collinsville from the Gloucester District and it 
provides the opportunity for the Gloucester Communities to be represented by a local candidate 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 17 September 2019 12:40 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (5760) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Ken Cleine

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Ken Cleine 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Ken Cleine 

Submission Text :  I am greatly in favour of any proposal that considers re‐evaluation of the Whitsunday Regional 
Council's current Division 4 boundaries ‐ with a potential view toward re‐alignment. As a resident of   
and an interested party, I endeavour to try and keep the best interests of our community at the forefront in making 
this submission. For many years I have tried without great success to have Council properly address a range of issues 
and concerns pertaining to Hydeaway Bay and a very large percentage of community members share my concerns. 
A boundary alignment that separates Hydeaway Bay from Collinsville would make an enormous and very favourable 
difference to the way Council treats Hydeaway Bay in terms of priority and expenditure allocation. One only has to 
refer to Council budget breakdown over the past years in order to ascertain that Hydeaway Bay has received little 
budget allocation and little priority compared to other communities. To offer one example, reticulated water is 
considered "critical infrastructure" in Bowen and Collinsville whereas in Hydeaway Bay, it is viewed by Council as 
non‐essential and of low priority even though reticulated water for Hydeaway Bay once featured as a part of 
Council's Strategic Plan (pre Council Amalgamation). I can offer many other examples of low prioritization and lack 
of budget allocation concerning Hydeaway Bay. Hopefully these examples would become a very "unfair thing of the 
past" if, as a result of a divisional boundary re‐alignment, Hydeaway Bay and Dingo Beach could be placed in a 
different Council Division from Collinsville. I appreciate this opportunity to make my submission. Ken Cleine. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Wednesday, 18 September 2019 9:24 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (5905) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Jess Kelly

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Jess Kelly 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Jess Kelly  

Submission Text :  I think this is a great thing for the region.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Thursday, 19 September 2019 2:56 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (5944) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Bernd Zinda

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Bernd Zinda 

Submission Details 

Name:    Bernd Zinda 

Submission Text :  Just looking over the proposed boundary changes it would seem from along term resident 
perspective that the population growth is moving from Airlie into Cannon Valley with the road conditions around 
division 1 and 2 getting worse every year and to represent this area I believe as mentioned in the review that 
decision 2 should be enlarged to include Dingo Beach to old Bowen Rd back to Shute Harbour Rd along national park 
boundary to include Conway and Cape Conway. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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From: Brian 
Sent: Thursday, 19 September 2019 9:32 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: PROPOSED CHANGES TO ELECTORAL BOUNDARIES WHITSUNDAY SHIRE COUNCIL

Good Morning, 
As a long term resident of     and registered voter I welcome the 
proposed changes. 
After reading all the material and looking at the boundaries proposed I believe this will enhance the operation of the 
Local Council in the Whitsundays. 
Please feel free to contact me if you need any further information. 
Regards 
Brian Richardson 

‐‐ 
Brian and Linda Richardson 
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Sent: Thursday, 19 September 2019 3:57 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (5996) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Kasey

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Kasey 

Submission Details 

Name:    Kasey 

Submission Text :  Think it’s a good idea. 
File Upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Saturday, 21 September 2019 7:19 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6032) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - 

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from 

Submission Details 

Name:            
Suburb:                 
Submission Text :  I live in Division 4 / Now Division 5 and strongly support the new division boundaries as it is more 
likely to have even numbers and have regions that are connected. I Note the escarpment of the Clark Range 
represent an effective barrier in the south of the Whitsundy to transport and result in the new boundaries better 
containing more cohesive divisions. With the Airlie Beach and Cannonvale being the fastest growing community in 
the Whitsunday Region, I suggest this new boundaries offer a better chance for the peri‐urban fringe and sugar 
cane farming areas of this LGA to have strong representation and allow targeted attention for peri ‐ urban and 
rural / mining communities. Please implement the proposed changes.  

C-7
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Sent: Sunday, 22 September 2019 9:19 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Proposed change to Boundaries in the Whitsunday electorate.

We strongly DISAGREE to the proposed changes to the Whitsunday division boundaries.  
Signed 
David & Kathleen Smith. 

C-8
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Sent: Sunday, 22 September 2019 6:33 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Whitsunday Change of Boundries.

OMG !   What a waste of time, money and effort!  This happened before and tore a rip in the Community, just leave 
things that are working great alone.  Find something else to waste out hard earned TAX money on again. 

Leigh and Brett O’Riley 
 

 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 11:18 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6051) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Suzette Pelt

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Suzette Pelt 

Submission Details 

Name:    Suzette Pelt 

Submission Text :  As a resident/property owner in   Whitsunday, I support the proposed boundary 
changes as proposed by the ECQ. Sincerely, S Pelt 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 

C-11



1

Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 11:32 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6052) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Duncan Robb

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Duncan Robb 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Duncan Robb 

Submission Text :  I agree with the proposed changes to the Division boundaries . However, it would be a courtesy 
to the divisional residents to be made aware of who our political representative will be! Hopefully we will have an 
accessible councillor who has this division’s interests in heart and listens to their concerns! 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 12:11 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Division changes Whitsundays 

Good afternoon 
I’m a nutshell the proposed Division changes will be a huge improvement. Particularly for my family who have lived 
in  Div 4 for 26 years and never once have seen our representative out here. 
Thank you in advance  
Denise Hadley  

Sent from my iPhone 
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Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 12:49 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Boundary Changes Whitsunday

To Whom It May Concern 

Please go ahead and make the changes you have mentioned as it will make things more equitable for voters in our 
area.  

I have just read a post on Facebook by mayor Andrew Wilcox who is going to speak to the Election Commission 
tomorrow to fight the changes. This is a sure sign that Bowen is going to lose its dominance in our ‘amalgamated’ 
Council. Since Mayor Wilcox has been in office our end of the shire has suffered with lack of representation in a BIG 
way.  

I implore you .....Please don’t let this man fool you. He is not the man for a United Council.  Make the changes you 
have recommended. At least the changes will afford us a better chance of some representation!  

Regards 
Lyndal Hughes 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 7:44 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6059) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Neville Atfield

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Neville Atfield 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Neville Atfield 

Submission Text :  If the boundaries are altered the council controlling vote will be descided by councilors who have 
previously recorded a large Dept 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 9:12 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6060) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Jayme Whitney

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Jayme Whitney 

Submission Details 

Name:          Jayme Whitney  

Submission Text :  I support the proposed changes. It will allow for better representation. 
File Upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 7:48 PM
To: LG Boundaries

Leave the boundaries as they are. 

C-17
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 6:08 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Whitsunday boundaries proposal

To whom it may concern, 
I have perused the maps and agree with the suggestions.  It looks good!  
Thanks for your time and effort working on this.  
Kind regards, Jane  

C-18



Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 4:31 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: RE: RE: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area

Hello Elise. 

Yeah I am happy to submit this as a comment of support for the proposed changes to the divisions. 

Is there anything else I have to do to support the changes? 

Thanks again 
Christopher Harvey 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Original message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: LG CC Submissions <LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au> 
Date: 23/9/19 6:24 pm (GMT+10:00)  
To:    
Subject: RE: RE: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area  

Good evening Christopher, 

No worries at all – I’m glad you have resolved the issue. 

Did you want us to include the email trail below as a formal comment on the proposal? Or would you like to submit 
a separate comment? 

Many thanks, 

Elise 

C-20
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From:    
Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 4:31 PM 
To: LG CC Submissions <LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au> 
Subject: Re: RE: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area 

Hello, 

I found it. I think I may know what the problem was at this end. 

But like I said, I'm happy with what has been proposed as they aren't too far from what was in my submission. 

Thank you for your quick reply. 

Christopher W. Harvey 

 

‐‐‐‐‐‐ Original Message ‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: "LG CC Submissions" <LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au> 
To:   
Sent: Monday, 23 Sep, 2019 At 3:54 PM 
Subject: RE: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area 

Good afternoon Christopher, 

I’ve just searched through our submissions folder and haven’t been able to find a submission with your name. Do 
you remember how you lodged it? (i.e. through email, online form, or some other method) 
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Kind regards, 

Elise 

From:    
Sent: Monday, 23 September 2019 3:45 PM 
To: LG CC Submissions <LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au> 
Subject: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area 

Hello, 

I am Christopher Harvey, a resident in the Whitsunday Regional Council. I submitted a suggestion on the 13th of 
May 2019. I was wondering if my public suggestion was not received or was it rejected? 

I am just reading Appendix B and my name was not shown on the list of Public Suggestions. 

I'm not overly worried about it because the new revised division are pretty close to what was in my submission. Just 
like to know if I had done something wrong on my end. 

Thanks 

Christopher W. Harvey 

 

Confidentiality Statement: This message including any attachments is intended only for the use of the Addressee 
and may contain information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. If you are not the intended recipient, 



Hello. 

With division 2 being 14% greater higher than the current average and it will need to shift its current boarder with its 

neighbouring divisions. 

Division 1 is land locked with division 2 already and going on the councils projected growth of division 1, looking forward 

into the future division 1 boundaries will have to change also. My suggestion would be to shift the divisional boundaries 

now to a point that come 2024, all the divisions should still be in the +/- 10% of the average. 

I have worked some numbers with current population and then also looked at the predicted population of 2024 for 

those divisions. 

Division current average current % 

1 3673 3694 99.43% 

2 4229 3694 114.48% 

3 3468 3694 93.88% 

4 3716 3694 100.60% 

5 3464 3694 93.77% 

6 3611 3694 97.75% 

total 22161 

I believe if the boundaries were changed now to get the figures somewhere close to the following figures it would help 

with population growth in 2024. 

Division 2020 population for that division predict loss / gain of numbers from current 

1 3380 -292.99

2 3380 -848.99

3 3850 382 

4 3851 135 

5 3850 386 

6 3850 239 

total 22161 



Using the above figures, and with the predicted growth for those division’s. The numbers I have worked out still have all 

the divisions within the +/- 10% 

Division current 

predicted 

2024 

growth on 

current 

NEW 2020 

population for 

that division 

predicted growth using 

new 2020 numbers 

% predicted at 

2024 

1 3673 4047 110.18% 3380 3724 96.89% 

2 4229 4484 106.03% 3380 3584 93.24% 

3 3468 3652 105.31% 3850 4054 105.48% 

4 3716 3691 99.33% 3851 3825 99.52% 

5 3464 3518 101.56% 3850 3910 101.73% 

6 3611 3670 101.63% 3850 3913 101.80% 

total 22161 23062 

average 3844 

If these figures were to be looked at, the current divisions boundaries would need to changed. With this, division 1 

would need to shift 292 voters into division 2. The bottom picture I think would suit enough voters to go from division 1 

over to 2 without being a problem as there is 2 large hills between Airlie Beach and Cannonvale. There is also no other 

group of close population between divisions 1 and 2 that is easy to shift the boundaries around. The red line I think 

would suit as a new division for 1 and 2.  



For division 2 to gain 292 voters from division 1, and my figures saying they have to drop 848 from their current total of 

4229. They would need to drop off a total of 1140 voters into division 3 and 4. This would still have them at 3380 voters 

for 2020 and would have them at 3584 for 2024, going on predicted growth. By shifting the current division 2 south 

western boundary back to the red line, this would take in pretty much all the small housing blocks that have been built 

or are going to be built on. Everything else that was in division 2 that is outside this red line are acreage blocks or farm 

land and have been like that for many years. I think shifting them into division 3 or 4 would be best suit for future 

divisions. 

 

 

  



With division 3 needing to gain 382 voters. I think the best way would be to drop off the Conway, Wilson Beach, Palm 

Grove and Preston areas to division 4 as they are all rural and farming areas as is much of division 4 and gain most of 

what was dropped of division 2. Most of this area is also in urban fire levy areas and has mains water supply. I think 

keeping it together would best suit future divisions. 

 

 

  



Division 4 I think is far too big for one councillor to service. To get to some of the areas with the current boundaries they 

have to drive thru 2 other divisions. With division 4 picking up some of division rural part of division 2 and all of the 

Conway, Wilson Beach, Palm Grove and Preston areas. The voters would be more central for this division. It also follows 

a mountain range out behind the Proserpine Dam and has all the local farming area. It would probably also have to pick 

up some of south side of division 5. 

 

 

  



Division 5 should just be the township of Bowen. This would give them 1 councillor to deal with and not 2 as the 

township is currently split. Some of the south side might go to division 4, but most of the rural would got to division 6. 



Division 6 would then become all the rural area around north of Bowen and the township of Collinsville. This area would 

be smaller than the current division 4 and would be easier for a councillor to services as it is all serviceable by road 

without having to go thru another division. There is no sealed road over the range from the Proserpine Dam to 

Collinsville. 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 10:18 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6064) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Frederick James  Dixon

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Frederick James Dixon 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Frederick James Dixon 

Submission Text :  Having compared the new proposed divisions with the current divisions, the proposed divisional 
structure is much more balanced and logically links similar areas. I think that this is a much fairer distribution of the 
divisions and propose that it should be adopted as is. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 1:58 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6067) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Troy

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Troy 

Submission Details 

Name:    Troy 

Submission Text :  To whom it may concern I am writing to urge that the electoral Commission adopt the maps set 
out in appendix C. This seems to be the fairest option going forward. Division 4 covers too much area for any one 
person ‐ councellor to manage. The maps set out in appendix C have better coverage and would be better 
represented. Kind regards. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 

C-22



1

Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 3:00 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6081) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Kerri Atkins

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Kerri Atkins 

Submission Details 

Name:    Kerri Atkins 

Submission Text :  I agree with the proposed changes. It makes so much more sense for the people in our area to be 
represented by persons who are 15 minutes away from our area and not someone who is 2 hrs away. Thank you 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 5:42 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6087) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Angela Fox

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Angela Fox 

Submission Details 

Name:    Angela Fox 

Submission Text :  Hi, I fully support the divisional changes to the Whitsunday Regional Council area. The current 
situation has resulted in a lack of investment in my division and I would be glad to see the changes passed in full.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 5:44 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6088) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Lloyd Fox

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Lloyd Fox 

Submission Details 

Name:    Lloyd Fox 

Submission Text :  I fully support the proposed boundary changes and I am happy that they have come about, the 
current boundaries are not right and should be changed.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 5:46 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6089) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Justin Fox

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Justin Fox 

Submission Details 

Name:    Justin Fox 

Submission Text :  I support the boundary changes   and whilst Kelsey Creek has 
been part of the Collinsville division it has not had any investment nor has the division had a strong voice. It is only 
15mins from Proserpine and for the current situation to remain where it is represented from someone in Collinsville 
over 75km away would be ludicrous and detrimental to ratepayers in Kelsey Creek,  .  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 6:35 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6091) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Jennifer whitney

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Jennifer whitney 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Jennifer whitney 

Submission Text :  I support the proposed divisional boundaries as proposed as it allows better representation to 
the electorate. The councilor for each division will be able to service the electors of the division under the proposed 
changes. Electors of similar interest and locality are kept together. The ecq proposal allows for growth in all 
divisions.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 6:58 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6092) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Julia hands

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Julia hands 

Submission Details 

Name:    Julia hands 

Submission Text :  Ii would like to become part of division 3  
File Upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 8:15 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6093) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Glen Gallagher

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Glen Gallagher 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Glen Gallagher 

Submission Text :  I fully support the propoaed changes. Being an active member and volunteer of community 
groups I have been disapointed at the lack of interest in Hydeaway Bay by our elected member from Collinsville. 
Collinsville is foreign to us, a mining community and a long way away. Collinsville folks have always associated with 
Bowen. We associate with Proserpine and Cannonvale, for shopping and events. Give us the opportunity to elect 
someone from our neck of the woods. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 9:36 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6094) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Karen

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Karen 

Submission Details 

Name:    Karen 

Submission Text :  I am currently a division 4 resident, the new changes would mean I’d become a division 3 
resident, this would be a very welcomed change. I am in favour of the proposed changes.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 10:06 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area Boundaries

Submission re proposed changes to the Whitsunday Regional Local Government 
Area Divisional boundaries.

 It is clear that over time the Whitsunday population numbers of the region are growing and shifting. 

 In the interest of maintaining fair and democratic representation the Electoral Commission of Queensland must 
make each division more or less equal in voter numbers.   

In my opinion the commission  has achieved this with the proposed redrafting of these divisional boundaries. The 
changes will create a better balance of councillors than the current divisions and this can only mean a more 
balanced and effective representation for the entire Whitsunday community. 

I commend the commission for these proposed changes. 

Sincerely, 
Rory McCourt 
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 10:55 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Proposed boundary changes Whitsunday Regional Council

Good morning  

I totally agree with the proposal to change the divisional boundaries in the Whitsunday Region. I strongly urge that 
these changes be formalised before the next local election in 2020.  

Julianne O'Brien  
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 11:01 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Whitsunday Regional Council - Boundary Change Proposal

To whom it may concern 

I totally agree with the proposal to change the divisional boundaries in the Whitsunday Region. I strongly urge that 
these changes be formalised before the next local election in 2020.  

Ronald O'Brien  
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 3:30 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6097) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Jonathan Cutting

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Jonathan Cutting 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Jonathan Cutting 

Submission Text :  I support the proposed electoral boundaries and equal distribution of persons between them. I 
believe it creates a good balance between northern and southern divisions which unfortunately conflict on occasion 
as a result of historic differences, rather than electorate leaders taking a wholistic approach to the benefits of the 
Region as a whole in decision making. Division 4 supports a strong connection between Bowen and Collinsville. 
Division 5 functions as a good 'balance' division, with primary interests in the future growth area of Bowen South, 
but also minor interests in Proserpine, Cannonvale and Airlie divisions from small populations of rural residential 
areas to the south of this Division. Nice work people. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 5:01 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6098) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Tony Gatton

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Tony Gatton 

Submission Details 

Name:    Tony Gatton 

Submission Text :  The proposed changes will a benefit for the whole region giving better representation to 
residents with councilors being more local to their respective areas. Hopefully this can help the region operate as 
one region. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 8:23 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6099) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Shane Whitney

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Shane Whitney 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Shane Whitney  

Submission Text :  I support the Australian Electoral Commissions proposal to realign the divisional boundaries in 
the Whitsunday Region. I believe the elected councillors will be able to keep in touch and be able to represent their 
constituents at council meetings better informed and have a more hands on approach. This will also enable them to 
canvas their allocated areas more efficiently and regular. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Wednesday, 25 September 2019 8:30 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6100) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Roberta Wilkins

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Roberta Wilkins 

Submission Details 

Name:          Roberta Wilkins  

Submission Text :  I do not agree with the boundary changes 
File Upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Electoral Commission of Queensland 
Level 20 
1 Eagle Street 
BRISBANE QLD 4000 

RE: PROPOSAL TO CHANGE WRC DIVISIONAL BOUNDARIES 

Good morning 

I write in support of the proposed WRC electoral boundaries changes. 

Although the initial proposition from the WRC was to simply move voters from Division 2 to 3, this would 
merely be a stop‐gap measure. The proposed restructuring, which also allowed public input, shows initiative 
and foresight in realigning boundaries so that divisions will have like‐communities more geographically 
aligned.  

I draw your attention in particular to the sensible decision to include the districts to the immediate south and 
west of Proserpine in Division 3. 

Since amalgamation in 2008, divisional boundaries have seen a disparate grouping of communities in far‐flung 
Division 4 – a division represented since then by councillors who live in Collinsville. 

The proposed changes to electoral boundaries will see voters of Lethebrook, Kelsey Creek, the Andromache, 
Lake Proserpine and Crystalbrook areas become part of the Proserpine‐centred Division 3; while the voters of 
Dingo Beach, Hydeaway and Gregory River areas will become part of Division 5 which would include 
Strathdickie, Myrtlevale, Mt Julian, Sugarloaf and Riordanvale.  

These voters and their families will be represented by councillors who are in closer proximity to their areas 
and more attuned to their immediate concerns. In addition, it will align them geographically with communities 
that are more historically, socially and economically similar, and with which they identify. 

At present, because of close proximity, many voters from Division 4 – including the Dingo Beach area ‐ already 
take their concerns and requests for assistance to the Division 3 Councillor.  The proposed boundaries are 
simply more logical, particularly for councillors to meet frequently with constituents. 

I strongly urge the Local Government Change Commission to accept this proposal as it stands, and for the sake 
of the communities discussed above, do this before the next local government election.  

Yours faithfully 

Angela Collins 
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Sent: Friday, 27 September 2019 3:50 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: RE: Whitsunday Regional Council Internal Electoral Boundaries Review

Thank you Katherine 

I understand the reason given for no extension.  Given the lack of community awareness, the proposed change is 
not what our elected representatives recommended and there is no room for extension I wish to recommend that 
the commissioner adopt the WRC recommended boundary realignment.  The reason is as follows: 

 The old Bowen Shire and Whitsunday Shire were amalgamated against their wish.  This has led to an often
bitter stoush between the Southern and Northern areas and our elected representatives.  Little was
achieved in terms of a positive outcome for the region.  There was open revolt often on the streets in front
of council offices.  Resolutions were almost always 4/3 on the Mayors casting vote with a brooding feud
between the councillors.

 The current representation is 3 from the South and 3 from the North with a casting vote from the
Mayor.  Our latest regime has put aside the North/South divisional fighting and worked for the whole
region.  The outcome is positive and the region is coming together as whole for the good of all people across
the region.  Council minutes will attest to most resolutions passed 6/0 in the spirit of cooperation.  We have
a united region.

 If the boundary is changed per the commissioners recommendation an imbalance of 4 Southern and 3
Northern council electorates will come into play.  There is a high probability the imbalance will return us
back to the often bitter stoush between the Southern and Northern areas and we will achieve little.  With
the demonstrable bias towards the South, inevitably the northern electors will become
disenfranchised.  The region will be once again polarised and split.  Resolutions will become 4/3.

 I strongly believe 1 more term per the WRC recommended distribution will avoid the negative outcome
outlined above.  We need a united region.  Minor versus major change is needed at this time for the benefit
of the people.

Kind regards 

Trevor 

Trevor Anderson 

From: LG CC Submissions <LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au>  
Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 4:38 PM 
To: Trevor Anderson 
Subject: RE: Whitsunday Regional Council Internal Electoral Boundaries Review 

Good afternoon Trevor, 
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The Local Government Change Commission acknowledges receipt of your submission and thanks you for your 
contribution to the review process. 

Regarding the deadline for submissions, the Change Commission is reviewing 17 divisional boundary reviews and 
consultation processes adopted across all reviews were designed to allow community input on at least two 
occasions totalling a minimum of four weeks. To ensure consistency in approach and in order for the 17 reviews to 
be completed by 31 October, there is no scope for extensions.  

For more information about the review or key dates, please see the ECQ website: 
https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/lgr/whitsunday   

From: Trevor Anderson   
Sent: Tuesday, 24 September 2019 6:41 PM 
To: LG CC Submissions <LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au> 
Subject: Whitsunday Regional Council Internal Electoral Boundaries Review 

Dear Sir/Madam 

I refer to the electoral boundary review for the Whitsunday Regional Council: 

1. I am an elector for local government in the Whitsunday Region
2. The proposed boundary redistribution is not what our elected representatives have recommended to the

Local Government Change Commission
3. Because of (2):

a. I do not support the September 2019 proposed determination for the re‐division of Electoral
Divisions in Whitsunday Regional Council as proposed by the Change Commissioner.

b. I do not believe the residents of the region have had sufficient notice to provide the commissioner
with review the proposed changes you have put

Therefore I request that you extend the deadline for submission notification period by 3 weeks. 

Regards 

Trevor 

Trevor Anderson 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 12:06 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6117) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Donna Rogers

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Donna Rogers 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Donna Rogers 

Submission Text :  i believe the latest boundary proposal will give fairer representation of councilors to the 
population numbers. it will also give more equity in spending of rate payers money. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 12:32 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6118) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - V M ROGERS

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from V M ROGERS 

Submission Details 

Name:    V M ROGERS 

Submission Text :  CURRENT PROPOSED CHANGES WILL GIVE FAIRER PER HEAD RATE PAYER REPRESENTATION ON 
COUNCIL CURRENTLY LARGE PARCELS OF VACANT LAND HAVE MORE REPRESENTATION THEN DENSLEY POPULATED 
AREAS THIS WILL IN TURN LEAD TO BETTER ADN FAIRER DISTRIBUTION OF RATE PAYERS MONEY  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 12:36 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6119) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - George Rogers

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from George Rogers 

Submission Details 

Name:                     George Rogers 

Submission Text :  latest proposal finally has it right for the Whitsunday region. current boundaries dont represent 
the majority of the rate payers and population ‐ the new proposal will corrrect this. it will also stop the spending for 
the sake of spending and put the money where its is needed and of the greatest benefit. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 12:49 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6121) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - M L Rogers

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from M L Rogers 

Submission Details 

Name:    M L Rogers 

Submission Text :  Latest proposal has it right for the Whitsunday region finally. Current boundaries dont represent 
the majority of the rate payers and population ‐ the new proposal will corrrect this. It will also stop the spending for 
the sake of spending and put the money where its is needed and of the greatest benefit to more.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 1:54 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6122) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Bronwyn Webber

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Bronwyn Webber 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Bronwyn Webber 

Submission Text :  I hereby object to any proposed boundary changes for the Whitsunday Council. This has proved 
inadequate for the area previously and the current situation is beneficial to all residents not just part of. Stop trying 
to change things/situations that are proving successful for all locals. STOP CAUSING ISSUES IN OUR ELECTORATE and 
WASTING SOOOOOO MUCH MONEY ON RIDICULOUS IDEAS. Concerned RATEPAYER & resident. Bronwy Webber 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 

C-44



1

Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 3:24 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area Boundaries

Submission re proposed changes to the Whitsunday Regional Local Government 
Area Divisional boundaries. 

 It is clear that over time the Whitsunday population numbers of the region are growing and shifting. 

 In the interest of maintaining fair and democratic representation the Electoral Commission of 
Queensland must make each division more or less equal in voter numbers.   

In my opinion the commission has achieved this with the proposed redrafting of these divisional 
boundaries. The changes will create a better balance of councillors than the current divisions and 
this can only mean a more balanced and effective representation for the entire Whitsunday 
community. 

I commend the commission for these proposed changes. 

Sincerely, 
Kerry McCourt 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 8:50 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6148) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Cathy Thomson

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Cathy Thomson 

Submission Details 

Name:          Cathy Thomson  

Submission Text :  I agree with the boundary changes to go ahead 
File Upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Thursday, 26 September 2019 8:51 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6149) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Anthony Thomson

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Anthony Thomson 

Submission Details 

Name:         Anthony Thomson  

Submission Text :  Agree with the proposal  
File Upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Friday, 27 September 2019 3:25 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6151) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Linda McEwan

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Linda McEwan 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Linda McEwan 

Submission Text :  Re: Whitsunday Regional Council internal electoral boundaries review As an elector in the 
Whitsunday Regional Council electorate, I currently reside in Division 5 . I am in support of the 
September 2019 electoral boundary review as proposed by the change commissioner. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Friday, 27 September 2019 10:47 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: WRC Electoral Boundary Changes

Janne Maree Gear 
 

 
Whitsunday Regional Council 
Current Division 4 and Proposed Division 5 voter 

To Whom It May Concern 
I approve of the proposed electoral boundary changes for the Whitsunday Regional Council. It will provide the 
Whitsunday Region a much more equal representation than currently provided with the existing boundaries. 
Regards 

Janne Gear  
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Sent: Friday, 27 September 2019 2:04 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6156) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Emma whybird

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Emma whybird 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Emma whybird 

Submission Text :  I agree with the proposed submissions.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Friday, 27 September 2019 3:17 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6159) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Josephine Smith

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Josephine Smith 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Josephine Smith 
                
Submission Text :  I fully support the prooosed changes in electoral boundaries for whitsunday regional council. I 
feel it will benefit all reside it's in the region. Thank you. Josephine Smith  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Saturday, 28 September 2019 1:05 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6161) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Joan Hughes

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Joan Hughes 

Submission Details 

Name: Joan Hughes 

Submission Text :  I fully support the independent commission’s proposed new boundaries. We never saw any time 
from or support from the division 4 councillor over the last 2 terms. I think the proposed boundaries are finally fair 
as division 5 would have no town and I would hope our councillor would represent us and not be perceived as 
Collinsville and over the range representative only. Great work  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Saturday, 28 September 2019 1:17 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6162) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Tom Hughes

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Tom Hughes 

Submission Details 

Name: Tom Hughes 

Submission Text :  I fully the independent commission’s new divisions. At last we have a boundary that would put 
far representation into Council. As a farmer in the centre of the proposed division 5 I feel much more connected 
with division 5 than the unionist miners of Collinsville under the previous boundary. Previously I felt we were 
dominated. I feel that people on acreage and farmers in this area will be much better served with the new 
boundaries. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Saturday, 28 September 2019 2:10 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6163) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Susan McAllister

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Susan McAllister 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Susan McAllister 

Submission Text :  I agree with the new proposed changes to the electoral boundaries 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 8:43 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6167) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Joy Bates

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Joy Bates 

Submission Details 

Name:    Joy Bates 

Submission Text :  I support the electoral commissions plans. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 1:46 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6169) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Walter Morris

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Walter Morris 

Submission Details 

Name: Walter Morris 

Submission Text :  I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 
redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council. The current boundaries group similar 
groups of ratepayers together and the proposal by the Council just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed 
variations. The proposal currently put forward by the electoral commission groups different groups of ratepayers 
together and is quite ridiculous. I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the 
Council Regards Walter Morris  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 1:49 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6170) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Joyce Morris

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Joyce Morris 

Submission Details 

Name:    Joyce Morris 

Submission Text :  I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 
redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council. The current boundaries group similar 
groups of ratepayers together and the proposal by the Council just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed 
variations. The proposal currently put forward by the electoral commission groups different groups of ratepayers 
together and is quite ridiculous. I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the 
Council Regards Joyce Morris  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 7:39 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6171) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Jackie Burling

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Jackie Burling 

Submission Details 

Name: Jackie Burling 

Submission Text :  I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 
redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council. The current boundaries group similar 
groups of ratepayers together and the proposal by the Council just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed 
variations. The proposal currently put forward by the electoral commission groups different groups of ratepayers 
together and is quite ridiculous. I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the 
Council Regards, Jackie Burling 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 7:40 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6172) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Shane Burling

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Shane Burling 

Submission Details 

Name: Shane Burling 

Submission Text :  I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 
redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council. The current boundaries group similar 
groups of ratepayers together and the proposal by the Council just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed 
variations. The proposal currently put forward by the electoral commission groups different groups of ratepayers 
together and is quite ridiculous. I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the 
Council Regards, Shane Burling 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 7:42 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6173) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Desly Smith

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Desly Smith 

Submission Details 

Name:    Desly Smith 

Submission Text :  I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 
redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council. The current boundaries group similar 
groups of ratepayers together and the proposal by the Council just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed 
variations. The proposal currently put forward by the electoral commission groups different groups of ratepayers 
together and is quite ridiculous. I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the 
Council Regards, Desly Smith 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 

C-60



1

Sent: Sunday, 29 September 2019 7:43 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6174) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Brian Smith

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Brian Smith 

Submission Details 

Name:    Brian Smith 

Submission Text :  I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 
redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council. The current boundaries group similar 
groups of ratepayers together and the proposal by the Council just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed 
variations. The proposal currently put forward by the electoral commission groups different groups of ratepayers 
together and is quite ridiculous. I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the 
Council Regards, Brian Smith 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 30 September 2019 7:13 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: WHITSUNDAY REGION PROPOSED DETERMINATION

As an elector of the Whitsunday Regional Council Electorate I DO support the proposed determination for the 
redivision of electoral divisions in the Whitsunday Regional Council prepared by the change commissioner. 

Bhakti Saraswati 
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Sent: Monday, 30 September 2019 8:22 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6175) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Rachel Weekes

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Rachel Weekes 

Submission Details 

Name: Rachel Weekes 

Submission Text :  I would like to register my objection to the changing of electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday 
region. I believe the proposed changes will mean that the residents of BOWEN will lose their voice on matters that 
impact us. Rachel Weekes  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 30 September 2019 9:50 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6178) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Gaye Lovelock

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Gaye Lovelock 

Submission Details 

Name: Gaye Lovelock 

Submission Text :  I am in favour of the new proposed changes and support projects intended for Dingo Beach in the 
future. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 30 September 2019 11:52 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6186) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Peter Lovell my

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Peter Lovell my 

Submission Details 

Name: Peter Lovell my 

Submission Text :  I agree with the proposed changes to benefit small communities like ours, at Dingo Beach. We 
are deserving of a greater share of funds than we are currently receiving. Dingo Beach is low on residents but high 
on visitors during tourist season and school holidays. The area needs improved facilities to cater for the needs of 
residents and visitors.  
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Monday, 30 September 2019 12:08 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6187) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Julian mcewan

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Julian mcewan 

Submission Details 

Name: Julian mcewan 

Submission Text :  I am a current enrolled voter for division 5 in the whitsundays and support the electoral 
commission proposed boundaries changes. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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I would like to express my support for the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal for the 

redistribution of the electoral boundaries in the Whitsunday Regional Council.  

The current boundaries group similar ratepayers ( areas ) together and the proposal by the Council 

just re‐adjusts the boundaries to fit into the allowed variations. 

The proposal currently put forward by the Electoral Commission groups a diverse range of 

ratepayers together making representation by an elected councilor quite difficult. This could easily 

equate to some rate payers not being adequately represented. 

I strongly recommend that you change your proposal to that submitted by the Council   

Regards 

Tanya Gaudry, Resident. 

C-67





 
 
Submission to the Local 
Government Change Commission 
on Electoral Divisions 
 
September 2019 
  



Background 
 
On 13 May 2019, Council lodged a submission to the Local Government Change Commission regarding its 
desired outcome of the Electoral Commission’s review of Council’s divisional boundaries. Having identified 
that Division 2 is above quota, Council’s submission focused on the reallocation of electors at ABS statistical 
areas 3135907 and 3136105 from Division 2 to Division 3.  
 
Council’s initial submission would have placed both divisions within the permitted range of 3324 to 4063 
electors per division and is summarised in the following table: 

 

 Division 2 Division 3 

Current Electors 4229 3468 

SA1 3136105 from Division 2 
to Division 3 

- 76 + 76 

Subtotal 4153 3544 

East Shute Harbour Road 
(excluding Ocean Reach 
properties) 

- 318 +318 

Total (approx.) 3835 3862 

 
The Local Government Change Commission released their proposed determination report for the 
Whitsunday Regional Council on Friday 13 September 2019. This report proposes radically different 
divisional boundaries to what currently exist and to Council’s initial submission of 13 May 2019. 
 
Mayor Andrew Willcox and Councillor Mike Brunker met with members of the LGCC via teleconference on 
24 September 2019 to discuss the proposal. 

 
  



Revised Submission 
 
Council acknowledges the points raised by the Local Government Change Commission regarding the 
projected number of electors across Council’s divisions and understands that a concerted effort has been 
made by the LGCC to look beyond existing enrolment to cater for projected growth. However, Council also 
reiterates its strong preference for minimal change, and notes that its earlier submission regarding the 
single, minor boundary change between Divisions 2 and 3 received unanimous support of the Council.  
 
Regarding the Change Commissions preference to look beyond the immediate quota issues, Council has 
prepared a revised submission to provide greater longevity with minimal disruption to communities through 
the region. This revised submission aims at sharing the projected growth areas across the local government 
area across divisions as appropriate, whilst sticking to easily understandable boundaries such as railway 
lines and highways, and keeps areas of interest together so as to avoid disrupting communities. To this end, 
Council is now proposing revised boundaries which group horticulture activities and coastal communities 
north of Bowen together, and western grazing communities south of Bowen.  
 
For context, the attached regional map contains the individual SA1 statistical areas outlined in red 
throughout the local government area. Existing divisional boundaries are outlined in blue and Council’s 
revised submission is displayed using shading as follows: 
 

Division Colour 

1 Green 

2 Dark Blue 

3 Fuschia 

4 Yellow 

5 Light Blue 

6 Brown 

 
Council considers that this revised submission will allow for minimal disruption to its communities and has 
been prepared with consideration to the following factors: 
 
 The returning resource sector to the current Divisions 5 and 6, which are expected to stabilise and 

increase the number of electors in these areas; 
 Minimal disruption and risk of disunity throughout the region; 
 Aligning areas of interests, such as the grazing communities south of Bowen and the coastal 

communities north of Bowen; and, 
 Distributing areas of growth across multiple divisions where possible, for example in the Cannon Valley 

area. 
 

Having regard to the number of electors as at 31 January 2019 for each SA1 statistical area, and using 
calculated estimates where necessary due to proposed divisional boundaries crossing SA1 lines, Council’s 
revised submission will provide approximately the following number of electors per proposed division: 
 

Division Electors (approximate) Variation from average enrolment Within Quota 

1 3673 -20.5 Yes 

2 3625 -68.5 Yes 

3 3804 +110.5 Yes 

4 3549 -144.5 Yes 

5 3930 +236.5 Yes 

6 3697 +3.5 Yes 
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Whitsunday Regional Residents Association 

  
 

30 September 2019 

LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au 

Re:  Whitsunday Regional Council Area Boundary Review 

The Change Commissioner 
The Electoral Commission Queensland 
Level 20  
1 Eagle Street,  
BRISBANE QLD 4000  

Dear Sir 

Whitsunday Regional Residents Association Inc., is an organization which is represented in all areas of 
the region and would like to make the following observations regarding the ECQ Change Commission 
Proposal for Whitsunday Regional Council Divisions 

Wrra do not support the Ecq Proposal for the listed reasons: 

 The proposed Ecq changes will create a south v north scenario once again.

 The region suffered a catastrophic damage bill from Cyclone Debbie in 2017, and there are still
repairs and re-building facilities and roads occurring in all areas and stability of representation
should continue to complete planned projects.

 The previous term of Wrc (2012 – 2016) created an unstable governance with 68 4/3 motions
for the southern areas, and 62 motions directly impacting the northern and western areas eg
introduction of the Temporary Planning Instrument in Bowen which virtually stopped
development and the building industry in the town, and referred northern and western
Councillors to the CCC with unsubstantiated claims (all were cleared and the clearance
documents withheld by the then Mayor and Ceo).

 The term of 2012 – 2016 dismissed many staff and re-located the offices to the southern area.
The current Council are re-building staff confidence and the community’s confidence in the
current staff.

 The areas of common interests are lacking in the proposed Division 5, which stretches along
the coast and into farmland.  The towns have no direct roads linking them together.

 The vision and practicality of amalgamation of the area was destroyed in 2012 – 2016 due to
the southern bias.  This term of Council has been fairly led, under trying circumstances due to
the cyclone in 2017, and by changing Divisions radically will again cause disruption.
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 The population base will grow in the north following the approvals regarding coal mining and 
the western area in Collinsville will change with the employment related to a new rail connection 
to Abbot Point.  The northern and western population has been held back by the Government 
approvals for mines, but as there are more being announced, the population will rise. 
 

 If all votes are equal, then Division 1 has an advantage, as over 1/3 of residents chose not to 
vote in the last local government election.  However, Divisions 4 – 6 had over 80% of residents 
vote.  Where is the equality of voters? 
 

 The Ecq changes disadvantage Bowen, as it is the only town to be split into 3 separate 
Divisions. 
 

 The new Division 5 has little or no shared community interest and no roads linking them except 
the Bruce Highway.  Hydeaway Bay and Dingo Beach may be communities of interest together, 
but certainly not Whitsunday Shores, which is currently part of the Bowen Division 5. 

 
 The Local Government Minister’s referral gave incorrect information as Whitsunday Shores is 

not in Division 6 as stated in his referral. 
 

 The Yore proposal was similar to that of the previous term of Council (2012 – 2016) 
submission. There were over 1500 submissions against that proposal, as it again produced a 
divided region of 4 versus 2 Councillors. 
 

 The community presently is comfortable with the Divisions in place, and only small changes will 
be tolerated.  The large Divisional Proposal changes by the Ecq will cause confusion and will 
bring back the 4/3 voting situation (including the Mayor). 

 
We support the Council in their aims of amalgamation and support the Wrc small changes as voted on 
25 September 2019.  These small change to Divisions will be accepted and will appeal to most of the 
population, while allowing growth to some areas, and allowing another term of Wrc to enable true 
amalgamation.   
 
Wrra Inc does not support the Ecq Change Commission Proposed Divisions. 
 
Please contact me on should you require further advice.  
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
 
Ross Newell 
President 
Whitsunday Regional Residents Association Inc  
Representing the interests of the whole of the Region 
 



TO:  LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au 

RE:  Whitsunday Regional Council Area Boundary Review 

The Change Commissioner 
The Electoral Commission Queensland 
Level 20  
1 Eagle Street,  
BRISBANE QLD 4000 

FROM:  Shauna O’Shannessy 
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30 September 2019 

 

SUBMISSION 

Each council division is required to have relatively the same number of electors so that each 
person's vote carries the same weight (one vote, one value). This is known as a 'reasonable 
proportion of electors' (quota). 

In 2008 the current Whitsunday Regional Council was a forced amalgamation between 2 
former Councils, being the Bowen Shire and Whitsunday Shire.  This amalgamation was not 
welcomed by both areas, and true amalgamation has struggled during the past 2 terms.  The 
Wrc currently is running fairly smoothly, having to attempt to right the problems in the past 2 
terms, and overcoming a tremendous disruption caused in 2017 to the region as a result of 
Cyclone Debbie. Nevertheless, all except 1 Proserpine based Councillor, supported the 
original proposal (Wrc) by moving a small number of residents, from Division 1 to Division 2, 
to help forward the communities through this forced amalgamation. 

I understand Wrc have now moved and submitted another proposal which again has minimal 
changes to the boundaries, as compared to the absolute ‘disastrous boundary and divisional 
changes’ put forward by the Ecq and by 1 other person, a former unsuccessful candidate, 
who was supported by the 1 Councillor and supporters who had been privileged to be shown 
the proposal prior to the lodgement.  There are also candidates who were not accepted as 
the Division 4 Councillor election and replacement who are creating a division within their 
own community.  

The first 4 years of amalgamation were running generally, with some success and some 
mistakes, until the year prior to the election in 2012,  

 
   

  

 

 

 

In 2015 when the Wrc Council’s proposal for the Divisional Boundary the northern and 
western community sent over 1,500 supporting an opposite alternative. In early 2019 when 
the Wrc lodged their first proposal, most of the community were pleased with it, as Council 
was now running fairly, and it kept basically the similar Divisions. That is the sign of a 
content community.  In 2019 the only other proposal was shown to a small group, led by the 
Councillor with the smallest number of residents in his Division. The Yore proposal is close 
to the one submitted by Council in 2016, which was not supported by the Community. 

Consideration of the similarities between locations within Divisions is not apparent in the 
current proposal by the Change Commission.  For example, by dividing the current Divisions 
5 and 6 (basically Bowen)  into 3 different locations does not apply to any other town. 



The new Proposed Division 5 has Whitsunday Shores (Bowen) aligned with Hydeaway Bay, 
Dingo Beach and Mt Marlow.  There are no historic links between these areas, and no 
common links by location. There is no town, school, postcode, medical facility which link this 
proposed Division.   

 

The Proposed Division 6 divides Queens Beach into 2 different zones, with part being in 
Division 4 and part in the town centred Division 6.. Division 4 is still as large in area as it 
currently is – with travel from Collinsville to Cape Upstart nearly 2 hours, should a Councillor 
for that Division be elected from Collinsville. The new Division 4 has really not addressed the 
situation of the future regarding the proposed rail and coal mine which will be an increased 
population in both Queens Beach and Collinsville, whereas in the current Division 4 the 
coastal area of Hydeaway Bay and Dingo Beach will not increase to higher than normal 
numbers.  The new Division 4 just divides other communities of interest, as the current 
Division 4 is mainly Collinsville and farming areas, along with the lifestyle choice of living on 
the coast in a mainly farming area of Hydeaway Bay and Dingo Beach. 

The Polling stations in the new Proposed Divisions will be complicated, for voters and Ecq 
staff.  People are confused as to why this is being done, as the current Council is pro-active 
by consultation, preparation and moving forward as one region – not the split region.  In fact, 
this ECQ Proposed Electoral Boundary Change is the first issue that has really 
attempted to divide the regional Community following the last local government 
election in 2016. 

The northern areas development was halted by the 2012 – 2016 4/3 vote by the Southern 
Councillors who changed the height at which buildings could be built.   

 A 
home in an existing area would need an inclinator for a car to be able access a garage 
attached to a house.. This Temporary Planning Instrument destroyed the building industry in 
the northern region and halted the steady growth in population in the area. 

The northern and western areas are predicted to grow with the development of the current 
Coal mine and rail projects which have been delayed but are now moving forward eg the 
Carmichael Coal Mine and associated rail project.  These areas will have a population 
increase due to these developments, and along with the proposed aquaculture businesses 
which are currently being developed in the area.. 

The current Divisional break-up is fairly well broken up into 3 northern divisions and 3 
southern divisions, with the addition of the Mayor. And this is the way forward to true 
amalgamation. Some of the people objecting to the size of Division 4 were also unsuccessful 
Candidates in the last 2 elections, and also those who objected about the replacement 
Division 4 Councillor, which was voted by the current Councillors following the retirement of 
the then Division 4 Councillor earlier this year. 

The value of 1 resident equalling 1 vote, is considered within the Divisions.  What is not 
considered is noted in the example of Division 1, where more than 1/3 of residents simply 
did not vote.  Yet that Division has the same rights as a Division where more residents vote.  
You may also note that Divisions 4 – 6 each had more than 80% of residents voting.  This 
proportion of residents voting in the northern and western areas are a direct result of the 
simple fact that people wanted change in in leadership in 2016. 



The other fact to be considered is that the last term of Wrc (2012 – 2016) showed a southern 
bias with pre-polling only held in the suburb of Cannonvale, a 2 ½ hour drive for a northern 
or western resident – and yet more than 1/3 of Division 1 residents did not vote. 

If the Change Commission’s current Proposal was final, then Community trust in the process 
would be completely and fully destroyed.  Any progress having been made in true 
amalgamation would go backwards, and the only way out would again be De-amalgamation 
– a process which was denied to the northern and western Divisions by the 2012 – 2016 
Mayor and southern Councillors at that time.  If you doubt the facts in this response, then 
please refer to the former Minister for Local Government, Ms J Trad, and request the Local 
Government Department produce the 2 A4 lever arch folders of information and evidence 
which was sent to the Department in 2015 providing the evidence of the division between the 
southern area and the north and western areas. 

 

 I  believe that small changes in the Divisions are required to satisfy the Electoral 
Commission requirements of equal ‘quotas’ for 2020 and 2024, and that Councillors 
voted for these changes on Wednesday 25th September 2019. 
 

 I agree that these small changes will assist in true amalgamation and therefore       
DO NOT SUPPORT THE ECQ PROPOSAL with massive changes in the Divisions,  
which promote 4 southern based and 2 north and western Divisions, which will 
completely destroy the efforts of the current term of Wrc in moving forward to 
amalgamation. 
 

 Frankly, I do not support the Ecq employees making decisions on our Community, 
sitting in the comfort of an office somewhere and probably without actually travelling 
to and looking at the region and investigating communities with common interests, 
 
 

 Travelling through the region, meeting and speaking to residents in the Wrc Divisions 
may have been helpful for the Change Commissioners to understand the 
complexities of what their Divisional Proposals would have on the communities, 
individually and in total. Having just 3 weeks to think, inform and address the 
concerns of many isolated residents is just not possible, specially reaching out to the 
elderly. 
 

 Consultation by an advertisement which has links to web pages is great for the 
general population, but it completely alienates the elderly who deserve better than an 
advertisement in a Brisbane based newspaper. 
 

 Constant altering of the Boundaries create an uncomfortable situation for the local 
residents and brings divisions against other divisions, community against community.  
Instead of uniting the region it brings out the worst in an area.  People have a right to 
be informed, and frankly an advertisement in the Courier Mail would not be widely 
read in this region, and that can be verified by my local newsagent.  The Bowen 
Independent has only 1 issue per week, but until 12 months ago there were 2 issues.  
The Whitsunday Times is a free paper for residents in Airlie Beach, but like the 
Bowen Independent there is a cost for the rest of the region.  The only people who 
have free papers live in Airlie Beach.  How fair is that for residents? Many elderly do 



not have access to Social Media – how fair is that? That may seem petty, but is at 
the same time a valid point for many people of the region.   
 

 Changing the Division will ultimately have an affect on staff and contact availability 
for the Community, region wide.  There are no offices in the Ecq Proposed Division 5, 
nor any Council workshops.  Has the Ecq considered the access of the community to 
those who are paid by them.  How much will it cost to change Wrc documents, staff 
and offices.  With the Ecq proposal, this has not been mentioned as a social or 
community change. It may mean  lack of access to political representatives and local 
services 
 

 The Weather Climate between the north and south are completely different, with the 
northern and western areas being in the Dry Tropics, and the southern areas in the 
Wet Tropics.  The issue of water costs and litres are completely different and another 
example of one size does not fit all – not unlike the Division 1 voters, 1/3 who do not 
value their vote. 

 
 Unfortunately, when the Amalgamation occurred, it became apparent to the former 

Bowen Shire residents that they had been forced to support a high maintenance 
tourist venue of Airlie Beach, which welcomes visitors, provides accommodation and 
tours but employs many backpackers at low wages.  This again raises issues in the 
simple issue of money paid by ratepayers going into Airlie Beach  and not their own 
town.  This is a huge element of the divide between the region, but thankfully this 
current term of Wrc has been pro-active in supporting all communities, not just the 
ones with the loudest voices. This term of Wrc should be congratulated for their 
success in the difficult job of pleasing all divisions, though some will always complain 
 

 The Ecq proposal will give a natural bias towards the south 4/2 and will total 
disenfranchise the northern and western community.  It will make them again feel 
valueless. The region will again be split, and if a southern based Mayor be elected, it 
will completely de-value the northern and western communities.  It will go backwards 
in time, and may bring back similar attitudes by a majority southern vote each and 
every day. I have no doubt if that occurs the discussion around de-amalgamation will 
again be mentioned strongly.     

 
It would be in the best interest of the Whitsunday community to be truly amalgamated and 
this will not occur with the Ecq Proposed Divisions..  The Wrc Proposal with small changes 
should be accepted and progressed, as it will allow another term to create a fully 
amalgamated region, which will be of benefit to all residents and future population.   
 

I therefore thoroughly reject the Ecq proposal, and request that the Ecq accept the 
smaller divisional changes as voted by Whitsunday Regional Council at their meeting 
on 25 September 2019. 
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Dear members of the Local Government Change Commission 

As outlined in the Proposed Determination the changes made not only address the 

overweight Division 2, but also go some way to repairing errors originally made with the 

creation of an insular Division 4 in 2008 and the population imbalance between those areas 

gaining residents and those with below-average growth. 

Overview 

Whitsunday Regional Council’s 2015 submission stated “During the current term of Council it 

has been identified that the size of the Division 4 electoral division is quite simply too large for one 

Councillor to service. The break up of the boundaries on a Northern, Southern and Eastern basis do 

not allow for the contiguous flow of divisional boundaries within the Local Government, while the 

Councillor shoulders responsibility for the Western Area as well. Additionally given the geographical 

differences the communities represented lack common interest for the Councillor to service the 

issues effectively. It is also viewed that Divisions 1 and 2 will continue to grow at a rate that will see 

the acceptable variances exceeded if an overall review is not undertaken.” 

Nothing has changed, and four years later the LGCC’s Proposed Determination echoed this 

sentiment “The key themes from these submissions is that Division 4 is too large, contains a variety 

of different communities with diverse needs, that there are accessibility and transport link issues and 

that this has culminated in representation problems.” 

In 2015 the Final Determination offered this hopeful response “The Change Commission 

recommends that its Proposed Determination is to be the new divisional boundaries. Projected 

growth figures suggest these changes are likely to keep all divisions within quota and are expected 

to prevent the need for future boundary changes prior to the 2020 local government elections.” 

The trigger for the 2015 redistribution was the out-of-quota Division 2 at 13.81 percent 

over quota. The trigger for the 2019 redistribution is the out-of-quota Division 2 at 14.5 

percent over quota.  

Without significant change and the incorporation of low-growth areas within Division 2, I 

foresee a 2023 redistribution with Division 2 continuing to be out-of-quota. 

Division 

Name 

Projected 

Enrolment 

as at 

31/03/2016 

*Final

boundaries 

(%) 

Deviation 

from Quota 

Projected 

Enrolment 

as at 

28/02/2019 

(%) 

Deviation 

from Quota 

Actual 

Enrolment 

as at 

31/1/2019 

(%) 

Deviation 

from Quota 

(%) 

Projection 

Error 

Division 1 3,383 -2.15 3,592 -1.95 3,673 -0.56 +1.39

Division 2 3,526 +1.99 3,765 +2.78 4,229 +14.5 +11.72

Division 3 3,417 -1.17 3,549 -3.12 3,468 -6.11 -2.99

Division 4 3,577 +3.46 3,737 +2.01 3,716 +0.61 -1.40

Division 5 3,403 -1.57 3,746 +2.26 3,464 -6.21 -8.47

Division 6 3,438 -0.56 3,591 -1.97 3,611 -2.23 -0.26



As has been noted, “The definition of insanity is doing the same thing over and over again, but 

expecting different results.” 

The simple fact is that under the current boundaries Whitsunday Regional Council is 

growing in the Southeast section and shrinking or growing at a below average rate in the 

North and West, and this has been part of a long term trend. 

Submissions 

Since the draft proposal was released there has been local community discussion which will 

certainly filter back to the Commission. The LGCC was persuaded by a flood of submissions 

at the last redistribution, so let me offer an outline of the principal arguments. 

Bowen will be disadvantaged – because Bowen and Collinsville have a declining share of 

the Whitsunday population Bowen will only control two Divisions out of the six, and 

therefore should also include a minority portion of Lethebrook, Dingo Beach and Cape 

Gloucester, but not enough to overwhelm the Collinsville electors in Division 4.  

Bowen will be even more disadvantaged – because Councillors invariably vote en bloc 

– North vs South – despite not actually doing that. In fact the original Council decision on

the WRC submission was 6-0 with one Councillor absent, an example of how Council

completely and inevitably splits along geographic lines.

Division 4 only supports Collinsville – Quoting from local residents - “As a Lethebrook 

resident in the current Div 4, the proposed boundary changes will be a big improvement for us. We 

may actually see our representative!” and a list of State Government funded projects for 

Division 4 that are almost without exception spent in Collinsville. 

The Divisions MUST overwhelmingly go back to the previous boundaries – As 

the LGCC noted in 2015 “The Change Commission received 1,712 responses to its call for 

suggestions in May and June 2015. More than 1,500 of those submissions were signed form letters 

objecting to the Whitsunday Regional Council’s proposal and recommending an alternative 

boundary change between Divisions 2 and 3. 18 people wrote supporting the Council’s proposed 

boundary changes; however the Change Commission noted that the remaining majority were 

vehemently opposed to the proposal.”  

What wasn’t remarked upon was that the overwhelming majority of those vehement 

submissions came from residents of Bowen, which is more of a reflection on the ability of 

Bowen electors to organise as a group than as any wider feeling across the greater 

Whitsundays. 



The Local Government Change Commission has outlined the geographical hierarchy used to 

select boundaries. These are:- 

roads 

railways 

waterways 

national parks, mountain ridges, forests, reserves 

other official boundaries such as state electorates and localities (suburbs) 

cadastral property descriptions using the lot and plan. 

It is obvious that the current boundaries of Division 4 comprehensively fail to follow these 

guidelines and have been an overlooked failure since the local government mergers in 2008. 

Without considered change we run the risk of disenfranchising the residents of Lethebrook, 

the Andromache, Dingo Beach, Cape Gloucester, Kelsey Creek, Crystalbrook, Gregory 

River and Hydeaway/Hideaway Bay. The Proserpine Whitsunday Coast Airport and the 

Proserpine Dam will remain anchored to Collinsville instead of Proserpine. 

Individual divisions 

While I see the opportunity to make minor adjustments to the Proposed Determination, 

those changes form part of my original submission and I have seen nothing that persuades 

me to reconsider that original proposal. 

I will note that there are some changes that appear to be tinkering for the sake of tinkering. 

The shift of the Cape Conway locality from Division 2 to Division 1 is an example of this. It 

has no electors now, and as a National Park is unlikely to have any electors in the future, 

but yet there was a desire to move this area from one division to another. 

I also believe that the projected growth rate for Division 2 will once again be higher than 

expected and I urge the Commission to err on the side of caution in order to constrain it 

within the ten percent margin if only to avoid another redistribution in four years time. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make further comments. 

Mark Yore 
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Sent: Monday, 30 September 2019 4:25 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: PROPOSED CHANGES WHITSUNDAY REGIONAL COUNCIL

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to formally lodge my objection to the proposed alterations to the boundaries of the divisions within the 
Whitsunday Regional Council area as relating to the election of Councillors. 

My objection relates to the fact that the Whitsunday Regional Council some years ago was created by the 
amalgamation of the Bowen and Whitsunday Shire Councils. 

This amalgamation caused considerable dissent and still exists with the South end and North end of the Council area 
continually vying for ratepayer support. 

It is my opinion that the Whitsunday Regional Council submission in moving 394 voters from the Cannonvale 
Division to the Proserpine Division is the best approach and avoids further unrest with electors across the Council 
area. 

Additionally, if the proposed changes as recommended by the Commission proceed, then it will be near impossible 
for a balanced Council to operate as you would be supporting 4 Councillors from the Southern end of the Council 
area and only 2 Councillors from the North end. 

Trusting my views will be considered. 

Yours faithfully 
Bruce Hedditch 
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Sent: Sunday, 22 September 2019 9:27 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6034) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - B SMith

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from B SMith 

Submission Details 

Name:    B SMith 

Submission Text :  I do not support the proposed boundary changes for the Whitsunday Regional Council. As the 
WRC encompasses a large and diverse region more thought should be placed into spreading the regions across the 
divisions so that a fair balance can be achieved. This would prevent a North/South divide that has occurred 
previously. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sent: Sunday, 22 September 2019 9:29 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (6035) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Richard Fisher

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Richard Fisher 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Richard Fisher 

Submission Text :  Please keep the status quo for the Whitsunday region. The current boundaries are working well 
and one can only see division and infighting if your proposal is adopted. ( if it ain`t broke don`t fix it. Here`s hoping 
common sense prevails. 
File Upload:           No file uploaded () 
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Sunday, 22 September 2019 9:44 AM
LG CC Submissions
(6037) Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area - Kerrie Hammond

Sent:
To: Subject: 
Attachments:

Screenshot_20190922-093851_Drive.jpg

Online submission for Whitsunday Regional Local Government Area from Kerrie Hammond 

Submission Details 

Name:                     Kerrie Hammond  

Submission Text :  I do not support the change to the electoral boundaries of the Whitsunday Region. It will give a 
disproportionate representational bias to the most populated regions in the south of the electorate. I wish to 
request that the current boundaries remain unchanged. 
File Upload:           Screenshot_20190922‐093851_Drive.jpg (319.3 KB) 
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