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From:
Sent: Monday, 28 November 2022 2:08 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Cc:
Subject: SUBMISSION
Attachments: .pdf; Roma Council Name Change Report.pdf; Warren 

Pitt 2008.pdf; STEVEN MILES LETTER 16 09 2022.pdf

To the Change Commission 

Please find attached my submission pertaining to the current proposal of the Moreton Bay Regional Council to 
change its name to the "Moreton Bay City Council". 

I am not in favour. 

There are also 3 supporting attachments for reference documents. 

If there are not a total of 4 attachments to this email or you have issues downloading them please do not 
hesitate to contact me on  

Kind Regards 
 
 

S93



 

 

 

SUBMITTED BY 

 

ECQ 

Submission 
“Moreton Bay Regional 

Council” 

proposed name change to 

“Moreton Bay City 

Council” 



 

 

  

Table of Contents 
 

 

 

Introduction 

 

The Defined Terminology 

 

Major Failings 

• Expedited Process - Timeline 

 

• Selective Community Consultation and In-Active 

Listening 

o Councilors Facebook Pages Overview 

 

Precedence - Roma Regional Council, Dalby Council 

 

Summary 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 2008 the Moreton Bay Regional Council name, and entity was born as per the State 

Governments reclassification and boundary changes. 

It was an amalgamation of the then Caboolture Shire Council, Pine Rivers Shire Council, and 

the Redcliffe City Council. 

It was, at the time, reluctantly received by many residents, who felt the need to change was 

unwarranted and the consultation process was at best short sighted.  

Now, in 2022, we, the residents of the Moreton Bay Region, again, have another name change 

which is proposed by the current administration of the Council, to which we feel has had grossly 

inadequate consultation, has not offered the “on ground”, “real”  costs to the council budget to 

rebrand, nor has it supplied the residents with tangible benefits, including the guarantee of 

“additional funding” for our Region. 

In 2022, the Council announced the highest rate increase in the history of the Moreton Bay 

Regional Council, along with an increase of Council charges across various platforms of service 

sectors.  This year, we have seen an increase in community homelessness, local businesses 

closing down resulting in empty commercial shopfronts, untenanted suburb retail precincts, 

community groups struggling for funding, and residents struggling with the general cost of day -

to-day living. 

This is not the time for a name change. 

The vote from Councillors was NOT unanimous. 

Less then 500 people responded to the “Survey”. 

Our population is over 460 000. 

This is not the time for an un-costed, untimely decision that has not offered any real benefits to 

our residents. 

Overall, the most serious failure in the “Reimaging our Moreton Bay” proposal by the current 

Council is the lack of true consultation, and/or the marketing of the completed “consultation” they 

did that has been skewed to appear thorough and authentic. 

I hereby submit a factual report of the minimal community consultation that was delivered, along 

with the unrest and true resentment the residents have voiced about this change. 
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FACT: 

We are bordered by 3 other 

Councils – 2 of which are 

Regional and thriving - 

Sunshine Coast Regional 

Council, Somerset Regional 

Council, and 1 city being 

Brisbane City Council. 

The Defined Terminology 

 

As per the Regulation Act - to be defined a “City” there is to be “one” singular Urban Centre, 

or a “monocentric urban form”. 

The Moreton Bay Regional Council have applied under the unchartered definition 

“Polycentric City” with multiple city centres. 

Although not specifically excluded from the regulatory definition of a “City”, a “Polycentric 

City” can also identify as a “Polycentric Region” both of which classifications are not defined 

in the Act. 

As per the Act – one of the specific criteria for a local government area to be declared a 

city are: 

(a) The area is the centre of a region providing commercial, industrial, health and public 

sector services for the region 

In its truest and recorded definition   -   Moreton Bay Region is not one “area” in the centre 

of a region.   

It is a large, de-centralised and fully functional region that does not conform to this 

requirement. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

December 2021 

On the 8th December, the current Mayor presented a “Mayoral Minute” to the Council where 

he announced his intention to change the name of Moreton Bay Regional Council to a City 

Council. 

***this was presented to Council WITHOUT ANY initial communication directly or openly to 

the Moreton Bay Regional residents.  Such a huge decision that didn’t have any community 

gauge of sentiment at all – it was an idea of one elected representative that the ratepayers 

fund a feasibility study for the name change. 

 

(https://www.moretonbay.qld.gov.au/files/assets/public/council/meetings/2021/gm20211208-

minutes.pdf) 

I do not believe it is acceptable to be outsourcing certain elements of the project from the 

council budget on a critical change to such a crucial element of Councils Administration 

without any prior community sentiment at all. 

On the same day, the Media Reports were published. 

Instantly, Residents that were against this were publicly dismissed by the Mayor: 

 

(Exert out of: https://councilmagazine.com.au/council-to-officially-change-its-title-as-community-
grows/Dated 10th December 2021) 
 

Council Then Voted for CEO to investigate the feasibility of Name change: 12/0 – In Favour 

 

 

 

 

 

Residents found out by LOCAL Media Reports, The Council’s Website and Facebook Page, and 

instantly the majority of responses to the name change were negative. 

Major Failings - Expedited Process - Timeline 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Of the 12 Division Councillors and 1 Mayor who are the representatives of the Residents in said areas: 

• 3 did not personally interact, use Facebook to ask Residents their view, or communicate their own 

page or the Council’s page 

• The 10 that did -  all received enormous backlash - please see below the online engagement they 

offered and the responses they received. 

• The Submission from the Moreton Bay Regional Council to the Local Government Minister did not 

include any of the online comments the residents have voiced, nor did it allow for the reporting 

that the  majority of online feedback on each Social Media Channel of Councillors, Media Pages, 

and the official Moreton Bay Regional Council Facebook Page was a definitive NO. 

• Yet the “process” and “decision” is repeatedly qualified by Council’s “Community Consultation” 

which the majority was through Online Social Media Platform -  Official Facebook Page of Moreton 

Bay Regional Council, Local selected Media Pages and the website – which all received hundreds 

of negative responses.  They did not officially record these yet promoted “active engagement.” 

 

 

 

 

 

March 2022 

The Initial Report was presented to Council to which they then decided to further explore the idea . 

May 2022 

An information paper titled “Reimagining Moreton Bay: A city of amazing places & natural spaces” was 

published online, and a link put up on the Councils Facebook Page for anyone to read, share or 

comment on.   

One Business Luncheon was organised with selected people invited. 

Online Community Consultation for the residents commenced on April 1st and closed on May 30. 

July 2022 

A publication called “Engagement Summary” was published, outlining what Community Engagement 

had occurred and the results from that. 

Council Voted to Submit to the Local Government Minister a request to facilitate a change to the name – 

to the ECQ - it was NOT a unanimous decision – 10 in favour 3 Against. 

NOTE: Submissions opened for the ECQ on Monday 14th November, and as of the 28th November, the 

Moreton Bay Regional Council has NOT notified the residents through their online Social Media Page, 

individual Councillor Pages, or any direct mail that they can have their say – even though in the above 

report presented in July 2022 it states: 

 

 The decision of the current Moreton Bay Regional Council to put forward a request to change its name to 

Moreton Bay City Council has not been democratically and openly put to the residents of the Moreton Bay 

Region. 

Community Engagement and Consultation was selective, inadequate and the consistent sentiment of “No 

- we do not want a change” was ignored by this Council. 

Less than 500 people have had a say in their “survey” that was only online, did not ask the direct question, 

and it was not direct mailed out to the residents enrolled in the electorate. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillors 



  

Selective Community Consultation and  

In-Active Listening 

 
The Moreton Bay Regional Council have based their proposal for a name change on a short, ineffective 

Engagement Program heavily weighted on feedback channeled from Social Media and Website platforms. 

As per the Engagement Summary July 2022 Report, it lists the “Communication” and proported “reach” that 

online communication accomplished.  This cannot be considered an effective way of gauging community 

sentiment when there is no viable record of the residents opinion unless a Social Media comment is made. 

The Communication strategy did not incorporate the recording of every single comment as an indicator of a 

residents view on the proposed name change, only reactions. This selective process of recording views does 

not give a true and accurate record of community sentiment.   

A single paper form of communication was delivered in or around May 2022 in the form of an article contained 

within a Council newsletter before the vote in July 2022.  Rushed. 

A single Business lunch that was invite only with 150 people attending was also showcased as an overall 

level of support from the Regions Business owners (when there are thousands of business owners) – however 

when this data is added to the community survey it skews dramatically the perception of community support 

for the name change. 

Out of our entire Region, 683 people took part in the Community Consultation process. 

Of this, 451 were residents who weren’t hand picked to participate, and of those 451,  

55% said No.  

35% said yes  

with the remainder neutral. 

We then have our 13 elected Representatives, 1 Mayor and 12 Councilor’s who are elected to be actively 

engaged within the community and seek the resident’s sentiment before voting on such a critical issue. Since 

the Council relied heavily in their Facebook page “Moreton Bay Regional Council”, one would only assume 

the Councilors would heavily engage on their Facebook Pages and record and report the feedback that was 

received - since this has been the practice of the Council – to determine sentiment by “Likes” or “Laugh” 

emoji’s. 

Please find attached a review of all the elected Councilors Facebook Pages that did post up communications, 

and the limited interaction that the 460 000+ residents have had with their elected representative on this issue 

via Social Media. 

 

 

 

 

  

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Only 17 people interacted via a push button: 

 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Tony Latter has 2500 followers 

 

0.68% 

Of total followers reacted 

Councillor Tony Latter  - Division 12 – Facebook Post Informing Residents – May 1st 2022 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Councillor Tony Latter  - Division 12 – Facebook Post Feedback from residents 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Tony Latter had a total of 85 comments, including Tony’s response to some 

comments, but there was only 1 Comment in support of the name change. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mayor Peter Flannery – MBRC - Facebook Post Informing Residents – May 5th 2022 

 

 

 

Facebook Post (and shared a link) informing Residents on 11th May 2022 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Out of Peter Flannery’s 3 Facebook 

Posts 

A collective total of Only 69 people 

interacted via a push button 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Peter Flannery 

has 1400 followers 

 

Another Facebook Post (and shared a link) informing Residents on 29th April 2022 

 
 

 

 

There were 27 comments on this post - Comments from 

this post were turned off so no more residents could 

engage with the current Mayor on how they feel.  All 

comments were against the change, or related to State 

Issues. 

 

Nikki Boyd MP, a current State Member of Parliament, 

also questioned the allegation of missing out of funding 

made by Peter Flannery: 

 

 

 

 

4.9% 

Of total followers reacted 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Mark Booth  - Division 2 – Dec 9th Facebook Post  Informing Residents  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

This post received 88 comments with over 95% of 

them imploring they do not want the change. 

On this poll put out by 

Mark Booth, out of a 

total of 152 reactions, 

112 voted for the name 

to stay as Moreton Bay 

Regional Council. 

73.6% - NO 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

Councillor Mark Booth  - Division 2 – July 21st 2022 Facebook Post  Informing Residents  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There were 81 reactions to this post 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There were 165 comments to this post, 

including Mark Booth’s comments. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Mark Booth - Division 2 – Facebook Post Feedback from residents 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Mark Booth has 6300 followers 

 

4.5% 

Of total followers reacted 

Mark Booth posted 5 different updates: 

Dec 9 2021 

April 12 

May 26 

May 27 

July 21 

 

A total of 288 interactions across 5 posts.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Sandra Ruck - Division 5 – Facebook Post informing Residents / Community Feedback 

 

 

Sandra Ruck shared posts from the 

Moreton Bay Regional Council Facebook 

page on the following dates: 

 

April 26th 

May 3rd 

May 5th 

May 16th 

May 23rd 

May 24th 

 

The total number of interactions on these 

posts was 10 likes. 

 

18 comments were posted on the May 5th 

post – some irrelevant. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Sandra Ruck has 1600 followers 

 

0.62% 

Of total followers reacted 

A total of 10 interactions across 6 posts. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Jodie Shipway - Division 4 – Facebook Post informing Residents / Community Feedback 

 

Jodie Shipway posted 1 update on April 

29th . 

 

8 likes 

No comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Jodie Shipway has 2200 followers 

 

0.36% 

Of total followers reacted 

Councillor Darren Grimwade - Division 11 – Facebook Post informing Residents / Community Feedback 

 

Darren Grimwade shared 2 updates on 

April 21st and May 6th  

 

1 like 

1 comment 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Darren Grimwade has 2200 followers 

 

0.04% 

Of total followers reacted 

A total of 8 interactions across 1 posts. 

A total of 1 interaction across 2 posts. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Matt Constance - Division 10 – Facebook Post informing Residents / Community Feedback 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Matt Constance has 1500 followers 

 

A total of 23 interaction across 1 post 

1.5% 

Of total followers reacted 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Councillor Mick Gillam - Division 8 – Facebook Post informing Residents / Community 

Feedback 

 

Mick Gilliam also asked the question – a like for 

stay the same and a love for change the name 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mick Gillam shared 4 different updates: 

Dec 13th 2021 

April 21 

May 24 

July 23 

Results were: 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

80.9% - NO 

 

As of 27th Nov 2022 Mick Gillam has 1600 followers 

 

A total of 22 interaction across 4 posts 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examples of other Local Government Pro Active - Engagement Processes and community feedback 

These 2 QLD Council’s sought a name change and the process was more thorough, direct and 

democratic = it went to a vote. 

 

Roma Regional Council rebranded as Maranoa Regional Council in 2009 

8,303 enrolled residents were surveyed – Direct Mail 

51% response rate – 4234 residents 

Electors were invited to choose between two options:  

• Retaining the name Roma Regional Council; or • Voting for a new name, Maranoa Regional Council 

72.4% of respondents voted in favour of the name change. 

 

**Attached is the Local Government Electoral and Boundaries Review Commission Final Report on a 

change of name by the Roma Regional council to Maranoa Regional Council April 2009 

 

 

Dalby Council rebranded as Western Downs Council in 2009 

19255 residents were surveyed – Direct Mail 

54.14% responded - 10 424 residents 

Electors were invited to answer 2 questions: 

* Yes or No to changing the name of Dalby Council 

* Which name do you prefer “Greater Downs Regional Council” or “Western Down Regional 

Council” 

78.5%% of respondents voted in favour of name change 

75.7% voted for Western Downs Regional Council 

 

**Attached is a submission from former Minister Warren Pitt which includes the Dalby Regional 

Council Name Change Submission 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Precedence 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

After researching all of the presented information by the Moreton Bay Regional Council – a lot 

of critical information has been edited out – the overall community sentiment online, as I have 

partially summarised in this report by analysing Councillor Facebook Pages – the very people 

that represent us. 

However, the official page of the Moreton Bay Regional Council has hundreds of negative 

comments, yet this was not included in the “Community Engagement Report”. 

This whole process was too rushed – from the Mayoral Minute in December, jumping to an 8 

week community consultation that clearly had flaws - specifically no direct marketing until the 

month before Council voted – and even then no question for residents to answer, just advertising 

what the Mayor and Councillors want to do. 

“Likes” on social media – is this how we are really going to make life changing decisions in 

Government? Hence why I mirrored the Council’s process methods and analysed our 

Councillor’s Social Media pages – such disengagement and improper methodology. 

If you look at the “Likes” on the local Councillor’s page – it is unfathomable how (some) still 

voted for it.  

It is life changing for us, the Residents, the Ratepayers, as we will need to adapt to a new brand, 

we will need to absorb the costs that  still not have been put forward, and we will have to lose 

our identity that we know it, which we have  just accepted after the amalgamation of 2008. 

There has also been no objective marketing – the Council or Councillors have not advertised 

the submission period on their own pages for the people that want to have an official say to the 

Change Commission, 

How is this fair and transparent consultation? 

An  E-Petition by a local resident was lodged via the Clerk of parliament – it received 1162 

responses in 4 weeks.   

All against the name change. 

This speaks volumes. 

The surge of backlash from the community and the overall sentiment that a) they didn’t know 

about the survey and  b) why weren’t we asked – paints a very different picture to the Councils 

Submission. 

Not everyone is on Facebook.  It needed further marketing mediums to gauge Community 

Support. 

Finally in my area, my state member of Parliament, Mr Andrew Powell MP is a Public supporter 

of the name change, yet our Local Councillor  Mr Tony Latter that covers parts of Andrew’s 

area, didn’t vote for it.  Disunity at its finest. 

 

 

 

 

Summary 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

My proposed solution: 

 

The Change Commission deny this request of a Name Change until further community 

Consultation has been completed, in other forms than Social Media Platforms. 

1. Direct Mail Survey – as per the previous strategies from QLD Council’s wanting a name 

change. 

Ask one question – do you support a name change to Moreton Bay City Council. 

 

OR 

 

2. A referendum at the 2024 Local Government Elections in line with the local Council 

Elections 

Ask one question – do you support a name change to Moreton Bay City Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

All opinions in this submission are that of myself,  and mine alone 

 

I do not support a name change to Moreton Bay City Council. 

 

Thank you for reading! 
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Introduction 
 

On 3 November 2008, the Minister for Main Roads and Local Government forwarded a 
reference under the Local Government Act 1993 (‘the Act’) requiring a Local Government 
Electoral and Boundaries Review Commission to examine and determine a proposal from the 
Roma Regional Council to change its name to Maranoa Regional Council. 
 
Renaming a local government area is defined as a reviewable local government matter under 
Section 64(1)(d) of the Act. 
 

Review Process 
 
For reviewable local government matters of this type (those that have not been declared by the 
Minister to be a Special Reference), the Electoral Commissioner may constitute a 
Local Government Electoral and Boundaries Review Commission.  The functions of such a 
commission are to examine the matter, make a determination and, if it is decided to approve 
the proposal, make any necessary recommendations to the Minister on implementation issues. 
If the commission determines to approve the proposal, the Governor-in-Council must give effect 
to the determination. 
 
The first step in the review process is for the Electoral Commissioner to declare whether the 
matter should be treated as a major or minor reference, which will determine the procedures 
that subsequently apply. 
 
On 14 November 2008, I published a Gazette notice declaring the reference to be a minor 
reference (Attachment A).  Upon further consideration, and in accordance with section 83 of the 
Act, a further notice was published on 19 December 2008 declaring this to be a major reference 
(Attachment B).  I decided that as Electoral Commissioner, I would constitute the 
Local Government Electoral and Boundaries Review Commission for the purpose of 
determining this matter.  
 
The procedures for the conduct of a major reference are set down in Chapter 3, Part 1, 
Division  4, Subdivision 2 of the Act.  Section 87 provides that the commission may make such 
inquiries as it considers appropriate.  Section 88 provides that the commission may, if it so 
decides, conduct preliminary procedures by way of inviting public suggestions prior to reaching 
a determination.  Having considered the application, the commission did not deem it necessary 
to undertake such preliminary procedures.  The commission instead decided to proceed to 
make a preliminary determination.  The commission felt that there was sufficient information 
submitted with the original proposal to assist in reaching a preliminary determination and also 
took into account the fact that its preliminary determination could also serve as a useful basis 
for eliciting further public comment on the proposal.    
 
Section 90 provides that if the commission proposes to determine that the matter be 
implemented, it must give public notice to that effect in both the Government Gazette and in a 
newspaper circulating generally in the local government area(s) affected and invite submissions 
about the proposed determination.  
 
This requirement to invite submissions clearly indicates that a proposed or ‘preliminary’ 
determination is not, and should not be regarded as, set in concrete.  It remains open to the 
commission, based on the public input it receives, to vary or indeed reverse its initial proposal.  
If the commission decided to substantially amend the proposed determination it must, however, 
give further public notice and undertake a further round of public consultation (section 91). 
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In accordance with section 90, advertisements were placed in The Chronicle (Toowoomba) and 
The Courier Mail (Brisbane).  A copy of the relevant advertisement is at Attachment C.  The 
commission received only three responses to its proposed determination, copies of which are at 
Attachment D.  The commission notes that one submission supported its proposed 
determination and two were in opposition. 
 
Section 93 of the Act provides that, once it completes its consideration of submissions received, 
the commission must make a final determination and prepare a report for the Minister as soon 
as practicable.  In this particular case, the commission’s final determination was delayed for 
several weeks by the issuing of the writ for the 2009 State general election.   
 
Having now considered the submissions received, and for the reasons outlined later in this 
report, the commission has decided to confirm its proposed determination and to approve a 
change of name from Roma Regional Council to Maranoa Regional Council.  The reasons for 
the commission’s determination are set out below.  
 

Assessment of the application and commission’s determination 
 
The commission has reviewed all of the documentation provided by council in support of the 
proposed name change.  The commission’s primary expertise, it must be said, is in the conduct 
of elections, not in the assessment and evaluation of local issues upon which different 
members of a community might hold strong and diverging opinions.  The commission therefore 
does not see its role as being to ‘second guess’ decisions or recommendations taken by the 
duly elected representatives of local councils.  As an independent and impartial body, however, 
the commission is qualified to critically examine the process by which councils may arrive at 
proposals such as a suggested name change and to weigh up apparent levels of public support 
reflected either in that process or in submissions made directly to the commission.   
 
In that context, the commission notes that on 15 March 2008 the former shires of Bendemere, 
Booringa, Bungil, Warroo and Roma Town were amalgamated to form Roma Regional Council. 
On 19 June 2008 Roma Regional Council resolved to hold a public consultation process to 
determine community support for a name change.  Roma Regional Council employed a market 
research company, Market Facts (Qld) Pty Ltd to conduct this consultation process.   
 
A copy of the Market Facts Report is at Attachment E.  In summary, a total of 8,303 enrolled 
electors were surveyed, with a 51% response rate.  Electors were invited to choose between 
two options: 
 

• Retaining the name Roma Regional Council; or 
 

• Voting for a new name, Maranoa Regional Council. 
 
72.4% of respondents voted in favour of the name change. 
 
As indicated above, one of the key factors the commission looks for in considering such 
proposals is evidence of appropriate community consultation.  The commission notes the 
assertion made in one submission that the way the poll was conducted was not conducive to a 
large response and that some people may be disinclined to respond to a survey that doesn’t 
require a simple ‘tick the box’.  On the other hand, the Local Government Act is not prescriptive 
of how community consultation should occur, no doubt in recognition of the fact that there is no 
single ‘right way’ and that the circumstances could justifiably vary from case to case.  The 
commission notes that in this instance, professional consultants were engaged to assist with 
the consultation process.  A survey was undertaken of all enrolled electors and incorporated 
what appears to be a balanced statement of the cases for and against the proposed name 
change.   
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The response rate of 51% was relatively high for a survey of this type.  The survey also 
separately measured responses from individual communities within the council region.  While 
the level of support for the proposed change varied from place to place, there was majority 
support for the proposed change among the respondents from every community.  The receipt 
of only two negative responses to the commission’s proposed determination is not indicative of 
a strong level of active opposition to the proposed name change. 
 
The commission has taken into account the assertion by another respondent that the name 
‘Maranoa’ could be confused with the Federal electorate that bears the same name.  This 
needs to be balanced, however, against the fact that there are already State electoral districts 
which bear the same name as local councils and have done for some time without apparent 
confusion for electors.   
 
Taking all of the above factors into account, the commission has determined that the name of 
the Roma Regional Council be changed to Maranoa Regional Council.  The commission does 
not see the need to make any recommendations in relation to implementation issues. 
 

Summary of determination 
 
The commission has determined that the name of the Roma Regional Council be changed to 
Maranoa Regional Council. 
 
In accordance with Section 94, once the commission makes a final determination it must give 
public notification of the determination as well as providing copies of its report to the Minister 
and to the local government affected by the determination.  In accordance with the Act, the 
notification will contain a summary of the determination, state that the report is available for 
inspection or purchase and that the matter is to be implemented by regulation.  The 
Governor-in-Council must implement the matter as soon as practicable now that the Minister 
has received the commission’s report. 
 

Copies of the report 
 
A copy of this report is available for public inspection at: 
 
The Electoral Commission of Queensland 
Floor 6 
Forestry House 
160 Mary Street 
BRISBANE  Q  4000 
 
or by writing to: 
 
The Local Government Electoral and Boundaries Review Commission 
GPO Box 1393 
BRISBANE  Q  4001 
 
The report is also available on the Electoral Commission’s website www.ecq.qld.gov.au or by 
telephoning 1300 881 665. 
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ATTACHMENT  A 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Queensland Government 
Gazette Notice 

 
Minor Reference 
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ATTACHMENT  B 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Queensland Government 
Gazette Notice 

 
Major Reference 
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ATTACHMENT  C 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Advertisement  
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ATTACHMENT  D 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Responses to Proposed Determination 
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ATTACHMENT  E 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Market Facts Report 
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Hon Steven Miles MP 
Deputy Premier 
Minister for State Development, Infrastructure, 
Local Government and Planning 
Minister Assisting the Premier on Olympics Infrastructure 

Queensland 
Government 

Our ref: OUT22/3564 

Your ref: A937430 

16 SEP 2022 
Mr Neil Laurie 
The Clerk of the Parliament 
Parliament House 
TableOffice@parliament.gld.gov.au  

,pn1 
~~ 

Dear Mr La e 

1 William Street 
Brisbane Queensland 4000 
PO Box 15009 
City East Queensland 4002 
Telephone + 613719 7100 
Email deputy. premier@ministeri al.gld.gov.au  
Website www.statedevelopment.gld.gov.au  

ABN 65 959 415 158 

Thank you for your letter of 31 August 2022 regarding petition 3776-22 received by the 
Queensland Legislative Assembly on 30 August 2022 about the proposed change of 
classification request by Moreton Bay Regional Council (the council). 

The petitioners have through the Parliament of Queensland requested the Local Government 
Change Commission (Change Commission) include a formal informative community 
consultation process and a plebiscite of the council area about the proposed change of 
classification, in conjunction with the next local government election in March 2024. 

Under the Local Government Act 2009 (the Act), the Change Commission has been 
established as an independent body to assess proposals for change to local government, 
including a change of classification. 

A referral to the Change Commission must be made by me as Minister for Local Government 
and in doing so the submission by the council and any concerns raised by residents, such as 
those raised by the petitioners, will be considered. 

Once the assessment of a referral has been completed, the Change Commission must publish 
the results of its assessment in a newspaper, the Queensland Government Gazette and on its 
website and provide the results to me. Should the Change Commission recommend a change, 
implementation of the proposed change will be considered by the Governor in Council. 

I would like to thank the petitioners for raising this matter with me and I trust this information is 
of assistance. 

Yours since 

I 

STEVEN MILES MP 
DEPUTY PREMIER 
Minister for State Development, 
Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning 
Minister Assisting the Premier on Olympics Infrastructure 
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