
 
APPENDIX 4 
 
Public submissions  

 
Submission 
Number Name   

Submission 
Number  Name   

S1 Erwin Hecht  S21 Confidential 

S2 Name Withheld S22 Confidential 

S3 Michael Arieni S23 Name Withheld 

S4 Sharon Adams S24 Martyn Sonsearay 

S5 Name Withheld S25 Craig Little 

S6 Name Withheld S26 Natalie Poole 

S7 Confidential S27 Confidential 

S8 Name Withheld S28 Confidential 

S9 Name Withheld S29 Name Withheld 

S10 Name Withheld S30 Confidential 

S11 Name Withheld S31 Michael Mitchell 

S12 Confidential S32 Name Withheld 

S13 Name Withheld S33 Name Withheld 

S14 Confidential S34 Name Withheld 

S15 Confidential S35 David Dwyer 

S16 Name Withheld S36 Confidential 

S17 Confidential S37 Name Withheld 

S18 Craig Shim S38 Name Withheld 

S19 Name Withheld S39 Sarah Ashby 

S20 Name Withheld S40 Rita-Marie Lenton 

    

  
 *Confidential submissions are not published 

 
  



 
 
 
 
 
 

Submission 
Number Name   

Submission 
Number  Name   

S41 Name Withheld S73 Name Withheld 

S42 Confidential S74 Name Withheld 

S43 Confidential S75 Chris Mundy 

S44 Karyn Swindells S76 Confidential 

S45 Confidential S77 Name Withheld 

S46 Name Withheld S78 Scott De vere 

S47 Name Withheld S79 Name Withheld 

S48 Name Withheld S80 Name Withheld 

S49 Brian Battersby S81 Confidential 

S50 Confidential S82 Name Withheld 

S51 Name Withheld S83 Name Withheld 

S52 Sean Gordon S84 Confidential 

S53 Victor Nicholls S85 Name Withheld 

S54 Confidential S86 Confidential 

S55 Confidential S87 Adrian Raedel 

S56 Name Withheld S88 Confidential 

S57 Name Withheld S89 Name Withheld 

S58 Name Withheld S90 Confidential 

S59 Ellen Mead S91 Confidential 

S60 Name Withheld S92 Confidential 

S61 Confidential S93 Name Withheld 

S62 Confidential S94 Name Withheld 

S63 Hazel Key S95 Naomi Spence 

S64 Name Withheld S96 Confidential 

S65 Confidential S97 Confidential 

S66 Name Withheld S98 Confidential 

S67 Name Withheld S99 Confidential 

S68 Name Withheld S100 Confidential 

S69 Name Withheld S101 Peter Edwards 

S70 Cherie Porter S102 Regional Development 
Australia Moreton Bay 

S71 Confidential  

S72 Name Withheld 
S103 Lindsay Packer 

 
 
    *Confidential submissions are not published 



1

From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 14 November 2022 9:24 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (57918)  - Erwin Hecht

Online submission for  from Erwin Hecht 

Submission Details 

Name:     Erwin Hecht 

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text:     I object to the application to rename our Region for the following reasons: Council has not 
provided a single argument, which is backed up by verifyable facts. All of promised benefits can be achieved with us 
remaining a Region. Other regional Councils have demonstrated, that they can be as successful or even more so 
without being a City. Council’s budget for changing over to City has not been laid open and Council refuses to be 
accountable for all past and future expenses associated with these costs. Council’s consultation and voting process 
in their surveys, which formed the basis for their vote, was a total shambles and an invalid process. Council spent a 
huge amount on advertising and they held various surveys, which they claim altogether supported the proposed 
move. Lets examine them: ( Data taken from Council’s report) The surveys were: 1) Business and community leaders 
invited to a business lunch (   

) = 150 Votes nearly exclusively YES 2) 12 targeted focus groups ( 64 residents) , selected and 
processed by an outside contractor. We know nothing about these people. After they were “educated and 
informed” they allegedly voted mostly: 64 voted Yes 3) A Courier Mail survey. Some 660 readers ( residents?) 
participated. Only accessible for subscribers and we don’t know what the questions were. Allegedly 56% = 370 Yes 
4) Your Say Moreton Bay survey ( many residents refused, because they have to register and they did not trust their
data being handled by an outside contractor. Many were also put off by the format and wording of the survey,
which was more like an advertisement than an opinion poll) [During the survey period, 2,975 visited the landing
page, 1,036 people visited the survey page but only 451 people completed it.] 451 participants, 35% = 158 yes, 55%
= 248 no 5) Council also took credits for 297 likes and emojis displayed on their facebook site. (

) Altogether tiny numbers for a Yes vote, even when you add them up. But here comes the crunch: Any
participant in these groups could have and most likely did vote in the other groups as well and could have created
those likes and emojis. So Council has really no way to know, how many people voted yes for their moves. How can
you use a voting system, which allows participants to vote multiple times in a number of surveys? I have never
known of a survey, where such votes are allowed. Seeing, that voters could vote multiple times in the various
surveys and comment on the social media. The largest single group of Yes votes is 370 and that is the maximum
Council can honestly claim. And that was achieved in a media, which is not accessible to most residents ( paywall) .
Effectively less than 0.1%, not even one in a thousand residents voted Yes to support Councils move. Would
anybody call that a democratic or popular vote? We ask that by your authority you reject Council’s application. This
is too important an issue to be resolved without majority support of the community. regards Erwin Hecht 535
Burpengary Road Narangba 4504 Email: erniehecht@gmail.com Mob: 0423308503

File upload:     No file uploaded () 
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Submission ID: 57918 
Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 9:23am 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://l.facebook.com/ 



From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 
Monday, 14 November 2022 12:19 PM 
LG CC Submissions 
(57930) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review -

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name: 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

S2 

Submission text: As Australia's 3rd largest local government area, and one of the fastest growing regions 

nationally, Moreton Bay has a great opportunity to take its place as one of South East Queensland's pre-eminent 

cities. A city with its unique identity, already attracting new residents and businesses that will be supercharged 

through increasing awareness to attract new jobs and investment. This is an opportunity that should not be missed 

for Moreton Bay, and indeed Queensland, to realise an ambitious vision and recognising Moreton Bay's strategic 

importance that will benefit future generations. 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57930 

Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 12:19pm 

Submission IP Address: 

Referral URL: https:/ /www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external

boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 
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From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 

Monday, 14 November 2022 5:19 PM 

LG CC Submissions 

(57932) - Michael Arieni 

Online submission for from Michael Arieni 

Submission Details 

Name: Michael Arieni 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission and your name 

S3 

Submission text: Dear Local Government Change Commission, As a resident, business owner innovating and 

manufacturing award winning clean energy powered products exported globally, I believe the move from a regional 

council to a city council reclassification would be highly beneficial for the future of Moreton Bay without any doubt. 

With forecasted population growth, and new business and current business expansion required to accommodate 

employment opportunities for these new residents, as part of a city rather than a regional community will be 

beneficial to drive further investment into the region required for capital infrastructure. The funding support that 

would further avail itself to Moreton Bay under this reclassification, would ensure all necessary public works and 
infrastructure required to support and sustain this population and business growth. The location of Moreton Bay 

needs constant explanation, as not being recognised as city does hinder tourism, business relocation and overall 

positioning within Qld as a business hub worthy of further investment and population growth alone will not sustain 

the capital costs required. Our roads infrastructure is seriously underfunded and seriously a joke and in need of 
urgent upgrading to accommodate the current population and business network alone, without the further growth 

forecasted that will eventuate due to the availability of land for housing and lack of supply in other regions close to 
the CBD. There is no rebuttal strong enough to combat this fact of reclassification to a city, and a protectionism 

mentality of living in any one of the village locations that were included in the amalgamation of various councils 

cannot be a strong enough case against reclassification, especially when you look at the percentage of population 

within these village locations verse the total population of Moreton Bay. Further looking at the demographic of 

these village locations proves the income generated per capita vs the rest of the region would be less showing the 

higher age variation of a stuck in the past mentality and not accepting change. I fully support the Moreton Bay 

Council direction with the clear knowledge of not only being a resident, but business owner who grew up here in my 

younger years with dirt roads and farms surrounding our family home that protectionism cannot stop progress. Time 
has come to become a classified as a city and to avail the community to the support available to us to grow this 

community correctly funded, rather than with band aid fixes along the way as progress will not stop. 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57932 

Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 5:18pm 
Submission IP Address: 

Referral URL: https://lm.facebook.com/ 
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From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 

Monday, 14 November 2022 6:22 PM 

LG CC Submissions 

(57933) - Sharon adams 

Online submission for from Sharon adams 

Submission Details 

Name: Sharon adams 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text: Crazy that this is even being considered. We are a Region, not a city. 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57933 

Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 6:21pm 

Submission IP Address: 

Referral URL: https://lm.facebook.com/ 
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From: 
Sent: 

To: 
Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 

Monday, 14 November 2022 6:44 PM 
LG CC Submissions 

(57935) -■

Online submission for from-

Submission Details 

Name: • 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text: I vote to stay as a regional council 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57935 
Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 6:44pm 
Submission IP Address:_ 
Referral URL: 
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From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 
Monday, 14 November 2022 6:53 PM 
LG CC Submissions 

(57937) --

Online submission for from-

Submission Details 

Name: -

SG 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text: The rebranding money would be better spent on infrastructure. We are a broad expanse made 
up of towns, areas and cities therefore a 'region' rather than a 'city' is more appropriate. The politicians are be-tter 
listening to the people over their own interests. 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57937 
Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 6:53pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://1.facebook.com/ 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 
Monday, 14 November 2022 7:07 PM 
LG CC Submissions 

(57939) --

Online submission for from 

Submission Details 

Name: 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

S8 

Submission text: Our REGION is a beautiful place, nobody calls our REGION Moreton Bay except the Council. The 
name is not relatable to our community and making us a city will not make things better, it will not make Council be 
more attentive to the REGIONS needs. I hesitate to think making our REGION a city will result in Mayors and 
Councilors being bigger salaries. It only has to be looked at the absolute outcry from the REGION when the Council 
wanted to change the name of the NRL football club the Redciiffe Dolphins to the Moreton Dolphins, the community 
was outraged, the name Moreton means nothing to residents, leave our REGION alone the only ones pushing this 
desire to be a city is the Mayor and Councilors at MBR. If they cared so much for community consultation, then take 
it to the next Council election! 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57939 
Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 7:07pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://1.facebook.com/ 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 
Monday, 14 November 2022 7:12 PM 
LG CC Submissions 
(57940) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review -- 

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name: -

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

S9 

Submission text: I do not agree we are a country town and that is the way we want it to stay .we do not want it to 
become a city in any way . 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57940 
Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 7:12pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https:/ /www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 

1 



From: 
Sent: 

To: 
Subject: 

noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au 
Monday, 14 November 2022 7:23 PM 
LG CC Submissions 
(57941) --

Online submission for fro� 

Submission Details 

Name: -

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

S10 

Submission text: Moreton Bay is a region, we are a region that is make up of many different suburbs. We are not 
a city, there is no such place called "Moreton Bay City," unlike "Brisbane City." There is a Moreton Bay College on 
Wondall Road at Manly West. Will that become apart of the Moreton Bay City? There are several other 
business/facilities that are located outside of the Moreton Bay Region, but call themselves Moreton Bay. Changing 
the name will make a confusion location even more confusion to those that live outside of the Moreton Bay region. 
It was a waste of money and resources changing our name from Pine Rivers to Moreton Bay, please don't waste 
more tax payer money changing the name again. That's not even mentioning the countless business' that have 
"Moreton Bay Region" in their trading name that would have to be changed at business' own expense. We are· a 
region, not a city. 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 57941 
Time of Submission: 14 Nov 2022 7:22pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: http:/ /m.facebook.com 
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Name:
Phone:
Email:

I will be a resident of the Moreton Bay region/city in the very near future. I may also speak on

behalf of family and friends who currently reside in or near the area. My comments are

below:

Hello.

As someone who has only ever lived in American-style suburbs next to high-commercial

transit “stroads” with two feet of cracked and broken footpaths, I would not be opposed to

Moreton Bay transitioning into a proper “city” with more “high/medium-density”

neighbourhoods. In fact, it would be difficult for me to find anyone – with the exception of

so-called “NIMBYs” – who was opposed to that idea…

BUT

As long as this “city” was:

A. Walkable

B. Convenient

C. Safe (in terms of pedestrian/cyclist safety)

D. Beautiful

From experience living in various neighbourhoods across Brisbane, I have found that they,

when built up and expanded, rarely become any of these things. In most cases, a transition

to “high-density” often only means more “high-density buildings” – i.e. termite mounds – in

otherwise low-density areas.

What's the result? Either highrise termite mounds, or cheap and dirty single-rise, low-density

property developments being built up in places without the proper infrastructure to support

them, or in a residential-zoned area one week which turns into a highway overpass the next,

with little to no care for public transport or walkability. Is this what a transition to a city will

result in?

In suburbs like Sunnybank or Strathpine (suburbs transitioning to so-called “high-density”),

everything is spread out and low-density, partitioned by monstrous six-lane stroads which

are clogged with single-occupancy vehicles at every hour of the day, with places like Garden

City and Market Square being the main commercial hubs where frustrated drivers

congregate in gigantic concrete and bitumen parking lots, kilometres away from their

single-family households.

A name change will solve none of this.



Will this “name change” become another example of the government's inability (or more

likely unwillingness) to wrangle its own state infrastructure away from private property

development interests?

Will we only ever see more monstrous roads for cars built on sacred bushland, with the

council leaving urban planning and sustainability up to private property developers who will

only add more mediocre, low-density suburban sprawl?

To what degree does the local council or QLD government really sit down and talk

state-wide, long-term infrastructure with property developers such as , who

originate from overseas and whose only motive is short-term profit?

Will Moreton Bay incorporate real urbanisation?

Will we ever see more accessible rail be made available?

Would we ever see livable neighbourhoods – something like a Dutch woonerf, or

Melbourne’s coffee culture – becoming a reality in Moreton Bay?

Will kids be able to travel, play, or walk/bike to school without having to be supervised and

taxied around by their parents in large SUVs (due to a lack of safe, walkable areas)?

Will the Moreton Bay City Council be backed by competent, progressive urban planners who

wish to do away with car-dependent neighbourhoods? Are they passionate about mixed-use

zoning, public transport, and walkability?
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Friday, 18 November 2022 1:56 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58006)  - Karyn Swindells

Categories: Added to register

Online submission for  from Karyn Swindells 

Submission Details 

Name:     Karyn Swindells 

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text:     I would like it recognised that as a long time resident of this region, I am 100% against the 
change to City. The reasonings listed by council I believe to be irrelevant to a brand/name change, as these are 
things that MBRC should be doing for their communities right now. Changing from Region to City I believe will NOT 
change the things they claim, and to this point the opinions and concerns of people within this region have been 
dismissed, if not completely ignored. We have a council and government who think they know best and DO NOT 
value the opinions, needs or spirit of the people/rate payers, of this region. I 100% vote against the change from 
Region to City, and I truly hope that enough voices are heard. MBRC forget that they have an obligation and 
responsibility actually listen to the people that vote them in; they are but carers for everyone (human, as well as the 
flora and fauna that make our homes special) in this Region and sadly they are not being accountable for this 
honoured position. 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58006 
Time of Submission: 18 Nov 2022 1:56am 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: http://m.facebook.com 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Friday, 18 November 2022 11:16 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58009) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - 

Categories: Added to register

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     I strongly support Moreton Bay Council’s application to become a city. We have a thriving region 
with a large and growing population that could benefit from the additional funding and opportunities that come 
with being classified as a city.  

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58009 
Time of Submission: 18 Nov 2022 11:16am 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external-
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 

S46
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Friday, 18 November 2022 12:46 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58012) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - 

Categories: Added to register

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     The amalgamation of the three councils into one, to become Moreton Bay regional Council, has 
left such a division in the communities, that to change an already established all be it divisive community into a city 
will only cause more of a division. Moreton bay region is neither, a city or urban, or rural as a whole, it IS NOT A 
CITY. this community needs direction and a purpose of complete unity, making it a 'city' will not bring that unity. 
Besides that, the money can be better used in fixing up roads, and other infrastructure 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58012 
Time of Submission: 18 Nov 2022 12:46pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external-
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-
review?fbclid=IwAR3bt0oV7C98x-MpD36ymtPauV7xEmOyWkD9XfMWVMStLH45i_PljeveajI 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Friday, 18 November 2022 2:57 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58015)  - 

Categories: Added to register

Online submission for  from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     Thank you for taking submissions on this matter. I would simply say this... MBRC have NO 
MANDATE from the area's residents for this change. Consultation was limited to the 'inner circle' and most had 
absolutely no idea that this was even 'a thing'... most still don't!! Once again, MBRC have NO MANDATE for this 
change and must engage in more open and visible consultation processes before proceeding. There is not a single 
clearly defined or quantifiable outcome in any of the MBRC literature. Instead there are lots of buzzwords 
identifying benefits which already exist. The only guaranteed outcomes are an elevation in status and quote likely 
increased remuneration packages for the Sir Humphreys who have pushed this idea. The answer is a simple NO, NOT 
without REAL consulatation.  

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58015 
Time of Submission: 18 Nov 2022 2:57pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://l.facebook.com/ 

S48



1

From: advocacy@hillschamber.org.au
Sent: Friday, 18 November 2022 7:54 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Cc: Secretary The Hills Chamber - Hayley Lingard ; mbrc@moretonbay.qld.gov.au
Subject: Our Chamber Submission to the Qld Local Government Change support Moreton's City Status  
Attachments: 2022 11 18 Moreton City Status submission to Qld Electoral Commission of support.pdf

To Local Govt Change Commission – re Moreton Bay Regional Council seeking City Status 
CC Chamber Secretary 
CC CEO - Moreton Bay Regional Council 

I am authorised by our Chamber of Commerce to lodge our submission supporting Moreton 
Bay Regional Council  
efforts to seek City Status. 

Our submission is attached as a 2-page PDF Document giving details of strong support, and 
we urge the commission to  
approve the City Status change, for Moreton Bay Regional Council.  

As our submission is lodged now being the 18th of November 2022, so that it is well ahead of 
the closure date of  
5pm on Monday 28th November 2022. 

If you can please confirm receipt of our submission, to ensure it is received. 

Regards, 

Brian Battersby OAM Cdec 
“Life Member since May 2016" of The Hills & Districts Chamber of Commerce Inc. 
Vice President & Chair of the Advocacy Committee & Meet the Candidates Committee 
Address is: PO Box 243 Ferny Hills DC Queensland 4055 
Moreton Bay Region Australia 
Phone  
My Chamber Email is Advocacy@hillschamber.org.au  
Secretary Email secretary@hillschamber.org.au 
Chamber Website address www.hillschamber.org.au 

We cannot guarantee that this e-mail or any attachment/s are free from a computer virus 

Words of wisdom;  

 If everyone is moving forward together,
 Then success takes care of itself (from Henry Ford)

S49
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To Qld Electoral Commission 
Moreton Bay Regional Council - Seeking City Status 
Email lgccsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au  

Subject: Support for Moreton submission for City Status name change.  

It was agreed at The Hills and District Chamber of Commerce’s Executive meeting held on 22 
January 2022 that I write and register our support towards the name change of the Council to 
Moreton Bay City Council.   Our Chamber of Commerce is still strongly supportive of this City 
Status. 

We see many benefits in a city status, not limited to but including: 
 It sits well in the Councils Regional Economic Development Strategy (REDS), for

Moreton to be further recognised as a major Economic Generator in Southeast
Queensland.

 Based on Population, with Moreton being the third largest Local Government in
Australia should warrant the status.

 Our region is one of the fastest growing regions in Queensland and indeed Australia,
with the Olympic Games coming to our State we offer, lifestyle, proximity to CBD and
major transport routes as well as both national and international airports are within a half
hour drive.

 We believe this proposed name change is very important from an investment attraction
perspective. We believe the inclusion of the word ‘City’ makes a significant difference in
terms of both awareness amongst our investment attraction target markets, as well as
competitiveness.

 We believe that targeted investment attraction (the right businesses in the right places) is
important for our local economy.  We offer opportunities in agriculture, aqua-culture,
tourism, eco-tourism, education, and development.

 The Council’s boost to investment activity over the past year, and the potential which the
launch of the REDS, provides to the area are unlimited.

 We would be delighted to work with Council in its investment attraction activities e.g.,
co-hosting delegations or meeting with investors to reinforce our community’s support
for growing a strong economy.

Chamber Post Correspondence 
PO Box 243 Ferny Hills 

Moreton Bay Region Qld 4055 
Email: secretary@hillschamber.org.au 

Website: www.hillschamber.org.au 
  File 2022 11 18 Moreton City Status
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Our Chamber would also like to congratulate Moreton Bay Regional Council for the significant 
co-operation and communication/assistance of your Economic Development Team, which is 
already producing beneficial partnerships with Businesses, Chambers of Commerce, and 
various other groups to substantiate the strength of the Moreton’s Economic credentials. 

Should you need any further assistance from our Chamber we would be happy to consider any 
requests for help in any way possible. 

Regards, 

Brian H. Battersby 
Brian Battersby OAM Cdec 
“Life Member since May 2016" of The Hills & Districts Chamber of Commerce Inc. 
Vice President & Chair of the Advocacy Committee & Meet the Candidates Committee 
Address is: PO Box 243 Ferny Hills DC Moreton Bay Region 
Queensland 4055 Australia 

My Chamber Email is Advocacy@hillschamber.org.au 
Secretary Email secretary@hillschamber.org.au 
Chamber Website address www.hillschamber.org.au 

We cannot guarantee that this e-mail or any attachment/s are free from a computer virus 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Sunday, 20 November 2022 2:50 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58024) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - 

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council ‐ electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name: 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text: I am deeply concerned about how MBRC has gone about requesting a name change. Apparently, a 
survey was conducted with only 683 responses. The council met without publicity and 9 councillors, including the 
mayor, voted for the name change to Moreton Bay City. Three voted against. There is a lack of both transparency 
and detail. Claims that becoming a poly‐centric city would attract State & Federal funding and increase tourism ‐ all 
at no cost to the ratepayer ‐ lacks plausibility. We have no idea what has already been spent to reach this point and 
what the real cost will be in the future to change one word ‐ from Region (which we are) to City (which we most 
definitely aren't). Please reject council's request until a proper survey with transparent costings can be conducted, 
debated openly and decided upon by ratepayers not councillors. 

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58024 
Time of Submission: 20 Nov 2022 2:49pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral‐boundaries/local‐government‐boundary‐reviews/external‐
boundary‐and‐electoral‐arrangement‐reviews/moreton‐bay‐regional‐council‐electoral‐arrangements‐review 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 21 November 2022 8:51 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58028) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - Sean Gordon OAM

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council ‐ electoral arrangements review from Sean Gordon OAM 

Submission Details 

Name: Sean Gordon OAM 

Privacy preferences: Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text: After following this discussion for several months I am a supporter. The benefits from this city 
designation look helpful for the ongoing growth and development of our region (that so clearly is not regional). I am 
impressed with the vision for a Canberra like polycentric city design (without one CBD) and think this will preserve 
the environment while allowing a dynamic and diverse business and social scene to emerge. The benefits to 
investors and businesses looking to move to Sth East Qld should be more compelling as well. Redcliffe used to be a 
city, so it seems odd that the larger Moreton Bay Region did not automatically become designated as a city.  

File upload: No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58028 
Time of Submission: 21 Nov 2022 8:50am 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral‐boundaries/local‐government‐boundary‐reviews/external‐
boundary‐and‐electoral‐arrangement‐reviews/moreton‐bay‐regional‐council‐electoral‐arrangements‐review 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 21 November 2022 3:55 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58034) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - Victor 

Nicholls
Attachments: Letter-in-support-of-Moreton-Bay-Region-City-Status.pdf

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from Victor Nicholls 

Submission Details 

Name:     Victor Nicholls 

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text:      

File upload:     Letter in support of Moreton Bay Region City Status.pdf (100.1 KB) 

Submission ID: 58034 
Time of Submission: 21 Nov 2022 3:55pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external-
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 
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502/99 Marine Pde 

Redcliffe QLD 4020 

  ABN: 53 588 352

533

21st of November, 2022 

RE: Letter in support of the Moreton Bay Region becoming a City 

To Whom It May Concern; 

I am writing in support of the Moreton Bay Regional Council’s application to become a city. 

As president of the Redcliffe Peninsula Chamber of Commerce I believe we have a great insight into not 

just the business community but the community in general. 

For far too long the Moreton Bay region has been seen as the area between Brisbane and the Sunshine 

Coast but never an area in its own right. This has led to under investment and a lack of focus. A direct 

example of this is the time it has taken for the area to have its own university. Only recently has the 

Sunshine Coast University established a campus at Petrie, and the growth in student numbers has been 

exponential, a reflection of the local demand. Why did it take so long, we believe simply because it wasn’t 

recognised as needing it, and the funding was simply not there. 

We recognise that the notion of Moreton Bay being a city may not fit the traditional idea of a city, 

however the polycentric nature of the area, having concentrations of activity in Strathpine, Caboolture, 

North Lakes and Redcliffe more than qualify us to become Moreton Bay City.  

Moreton Bay Regional Council is currently the third largest in the Country, only behind Brisbane and the 

Gold Coast, is the fifth fastest growing area in the country and has a Gross Regional Product of 17.7 Billion 

Dollars. Council has ambitious plans through their REDS strategy to double the economy to $40 Billion in 

the next 20 years with a corresponding population growth from 480,000 to 700,000. 

At the Redcliffe Peninsula Chamber of Commerce we fully support the ambitions of the Moreton Bay 

Regional Council to become a city and believe this has been long overdue and deserved progression that 

will drive investment, jobs and economic growth. 

Should you wish to discuss this letter further, please do not hesitate to contact me on  or 

email president@redcliffepeninsulachamber.org.au. Or victor@spatialinnovation.com.au  

Yours Sincerely 

Victor Nicholls 

President RPCC 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 21 November 2022 6:41 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58039)  - 

Online submission for  from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     I don’t believe there has been enough consultation with the people. I worry about the cost to us 
rate payers , also will we get more funding from the government when we become a city? Where will the CBD be? 
What will be our new title? Will our rates go up? what about the traffic in regards to being a city? Regards   

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58039 
Time of Submission: 21 Nov 2022 6:40pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL:  
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 21 November 2022 7:20 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58040)  - 

Online submission for  from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     There is absolutely no good reason to change the status of our region..it is a diverse geographical 
and cultural place with many towns and suburbs making it such. For our current elected council to dismiss the wants 
and needs of the people they purport to represent,is a gross overstepping of their mandated powers. The 
terminology and Infrastructure of our region should remain as it is without grandiose ideals of those seeking to 
change it. The people of the region would be better served with a council who works with a dynamic approach for 
the betterment of everyone's futures and ensures our region is a showcase of what can be achieved 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58040 
Time of Submission: 21 Nov 2022 7:19pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: http://m.facebook.com/ 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 21 November 2022 8:33 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58041)  - 

Online submission for  from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     To the Electoral Commission. It is obvious to everyone, but the Moreton Bay Regional Council, 
that changing from from a region to a city will have disastrous consequences to the ratepayers of the region. What 
few people can afford at the moment are increased rates, levies and fees, which invariably will arise if Moreton Bay 
changes to a city. These costs would be, but not limited to the following. - IT costs to change computer systems - 
Stationery costs - Signage costs - Infrastructure costs The change would justify councils relentless development 
schedules and allow the destruction of our regions precious natural resources to go unabated. Becoming a city will 
require more roads and services to accommodate the increase in population. This will result in resumptions that will 
uproot and destroy peoples lives. With more development comes more environmental damage, water pollution, 
light pollution, noise pollution and wildlife displacement and death. Becoming a city will create further social 
disadvantage, create more homelessness and forever entrench social inequality in our region. House and land prices 
are constantly rising and the new supposed developments approved by the Moreton Bay Regional Council, hailed to 
fix the housing crisis, have costs that are far above the reach of any ordinary person, leaving ravaged communities 
for no perceivable purposes. Becoming a city without a significant and prolonged investment in infrastructure will 
see our already crumbling roads fall apart. All of these extra residents will cause an excessive load on our already 
strained hospitals, schools and social services. How much longer are willing to wait to see a doctor, or how long can 
we stand for our children to study in overcrowded, under funded classrooms. If this change is to go ahead, it will 
cause significant stress and anxiety on local residents, people who didn't ask for or need this change. In summary, 
this change should never be allowed to go ahead. It is an unnecessary change, that will cause undue stress, destroy 
the environment, and lower the quality of life for all. Please listen to the will of the people and not allow this to go 
ahead. Kindest regards, . 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58041 
Time of Submission: 21 Nov 2022 8:33pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL:  
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 21 November 2022 8:55 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58042)  - Ellen Mead

Online submission for  from Ellen Mead 

Submission Details 

Name:     Ellen Mead 

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text:     I do not wish Moreton Bay Region to be rebranded. I personally look out over paddocks and a 
small flock of sheep. My neighbour (with 300+ acres) over the road has cattle, the family ‘down the road’ (over 5km 
of paddock between us) have a deer farm. It’s a dirt road after the cattle grid… we are a region NOT a city. I believe 
it is tone deaf to waste our region’s tax money on such an expensive ‘rebranding’ when people can’t get housing, 
afford petrol or groceries. Also when I can’t get a playground for kids rurally through the same council that believes 
our region is a city. No thanks. 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58042 
Time of Submission: 21 Nov 2022 8:55pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: http://m.facebook.com 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Tuesday, 22 November 2022 12:54 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58045) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - 

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     I support Moreton Bay changing to a city, it would allow us to advocate more at State & Federal 
level for locals, help identify the region as a whole to support investment, growth and tourism, while supporting 
locals and the environment, being in a strategic South East Qld location 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58045 
Time of Submission: 22 Nov 2022 12:54pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external-
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Wednesday, 23 November 2022 8:08 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58059)  - Hazel Key

Online submission for  from Hazel Key 

Submission Details 

Name:     Hazel Key 

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text:     I am OPPOSED to changing Moreton bay council’s name to Moreton bay city council until 1. 
Costings and financial impact information are shared with rats payers. 2. The counsellors are unanimous in voting 
for the change. 3. Community consultation is expanded well beyond the initial 683 people who have been consulted 
so far. 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58059 
Time of Submission: 23 Nov 2022 8:08am 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL:  
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:00 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58069) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - 

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council ‐ electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     This submission is being put forward for the way that that it has been poorly handled and 
delivered. The decision to change from Regional Council to a City Council has been pushed through by the Mayor 
and some (not all) councillors without proper community consultation. Having a vote based off a survey filled with 
minimal replies (less than 800 votes) is not a clear representation of what our communities want & lacks democracy! 
My submission is in support of those thousands, upon thousands of MBRC residents who were not properly 
informed about the name change. Those who also believe that we can still thrive as a regional council without the 
unnecessary expense of rebranding everything and changing our classifications to Moreton Bay City. We are 
relevant as we stand in our big beautiful Moreton Bay Region, which will always continue to attract new visitors, 
business ventures, tourism & further growth. From the beautiful country lanscapes in Dayboro and Samford to our 
coastal areas around Moreton Island. Our council is already on the map with astute investors, progress and revenue 
brought to our region will happen regardless. In my opinion the change of name is more about personal status from 
what's been declared & any objectives can and should be achieved under the original title. There's also no guarantee 
or proof of data detailing any addition funding to be obtained if we become a city. What cost to us, the rate payers, 
will this change bring? The vidoes and new advertising would already be costing money. If our current Council don't 
feel relevant as a region and that they're being overlooked then that's the problem right there. Let's analyis the 
reasons for this. I am confident that changing the name to "City" will have no bearing on the outcome. Council need 
to be the change and make the change from within, the onus is on them and a (not so simply) name change won 't 
ultimately change anything.  

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58069 
Time of Submission: 24 Nov 2022 10:59am 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral‐boundaries/local‐government‐boundary‐reviews/external‐
boundary‐and‐electoral‐arrangement‐reviews/moreton‐bay‐regional‐council‐electoral‐arrangements‐
review?fbclid=IwAR30Y8NoiT‐fLb5iCx6rNHmFXYwNQeWHLExu4pLxwcTVVvlDEvPRXCS4ZU8 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Friday, 25 November 2022 12:54 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58072)  - 

Online submission for  from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     Dear The Change Commissioner, Even though there has been a clear voice against the proposed 
name change of Moreton Bay Regional Council to Moreton Bay city Council, our Council is choosing to ignore its rate 
payers. The reasons for not wanting the change are many. The unknown cost of the branding change. The 
disfranchisement of the regional part of Moreton Bay Region if called a City. The lack of engagement, advertising 
and proactive community consultation in the "survey" submitted That the Act is specific about a city status having 
one CBD. No proof of "extra funding" from State/Federal Governments Again, I do not support the change. Yours 
Sincerely 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58072 
Time of Submission: 25 Nov 2022 12:54pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL:  
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Cherie Porter

26th November 2022

Attention: Local Government Change Commission

RE: Moreton Bay Regional Council Proposal to change to a City.

I am writing this submission AGAINST the proposal to change the name to Moreton Bay City Council.

As a person who not only grew up in this region but also once worked for the council prior to amalgamations I
vehemently oppose this change for many reasons.

While I understand and appreciate that as one of the largest council regions we have a vast area to manage,
that should not be the reason for this change. The Moreton Bay Regional Council area is made up of a wide
variety of suburbs such as many smaller country townships, beachside communities and some small outer city
suburbs making this such a wonderful place to live. This diversity is the very reason so many people want to
call this place their home……. because we are nothing like a City.

Amalgamation of local councils has been to the detriment of the constituents who are feeling ignored by their
local members on many issues including this change so to ignore them yet again to approve this change would
only cement the fact that some government officials believe they are above everyone else all the while
forgetting they were elected by the people, for the people.

The locals of this region have expressed their negative opinions regarding this change on all social media
pages relating to the council including many posts made by local Councillors. Some have even completed the
poll the council did where the results came back as a majority NOT in favour of this change yet they continue
to do as they please.

When this subject is raised on social media pages these opinions are either being deleted and those people
blocked from commenting, completely ignored or worse still rebuttal from the Councillor in a manner that is not
becoming of a government official. Unfortunately not as many will take the next step I am taking in writing a
submission against this change but how can I possibly sit back and say nothing against something I think will
be of further detriment to this region and its constituents.

While I do understand this council believes that with a name change we will receive more funding and
potentially benefit from being called a city however I do not believe this council and its current sitting
Councillors are running this council as effectively as it should be. This is yet another reason I don’t feel like this
is the right time for this change. Many were not impressed with the donation to Dolphins Football League and
rightly so…. Aren’t local councils meant to be about rates and rubbish not state matters such as NRL sporting
venues. Now we ratepayers have to pick up the slack yet again with rate rises, delays in road improvements
and lack of community facilities.



I implore you to carefully consider how this change could affect the region in the future. The constituents are
the ones who do not want to be called a city because we are so vastly different from a city. It is time they were
heard finally.

Regards,

Cherie Porter
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Sunday, 27 November 2022 5:46 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58088) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - 

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from 

Submission Details 

Name:     

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission without your name 

Submission text:     Moreton Bay Regional Council area covers many small communities which should not have to be 
included in any 'City'. This is not giving recognition to these fantastic small communities and their residents. It 
appears to me that, unless you live in one of these communities, you do not understand this essence of community. 
It is important that we remain a region made up of the small and larger towns. 

File upload:     No file uploaded () 

Submission ID: 58088 
Time of Submission: 27 Nov 2022 5:45pm 
Submission IP Address: 
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external-
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 
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From:
Sent: Monday, 28 November 2022 10:58 AM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: Resident response to Moreton Bay name change

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Added to register

Dear Electoral Commission 

I have just seen a news story regarding Moreton Bay Region Council changing its name to Moreton Bay Region City. 

I have been a resident of this area for over 35 years. I don’t think a name change is in our best interest – we are a 
wonderfully diverse region. Points I have concerns about include: 

 I don’t think residents were properly consulted – this should have been something that residents were notified
of. The Council communicates regularly with residents via regular rates notices, so they could easily have
notified residents of the proposed change and had an open and transparent public consultation period.

 How much will the proposed change cost the community? The Region currently has a lot of issues with
infrastructure not keeping up with growth – there are issues with roads and maintenance. Is spending money on 
a rebrand in our best interest?

 What planning and development implications are there for our Region – again, the community should be
consulted about any implications.

I would appreciate it if you took into consideration the above and what I consider to be a lack of appropriate public 
consultation in your consideration of this proposal. 

Kind regards 

  
(concerned resident) 

     
M    

m     
 m  Virus-free.www.avg.com 
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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 
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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 





 
I have viewed all the reports, papers, video presentations and online posts put forward by Moreton Bay 
Regional Council along with their own submission on this matter before I have come to the following 
conclusions. 
 
 

• I have enormous respect for MBRC councillors and staff, they do a wonderful job. 
 

• This would be the biggest change to the region since our amalgamation. 
 

• The council seem to want this rushed through instead of taking the time to consult better with the 
community. 
 

• At the live streamed council meeting vote, 3 councillors voted against it, if it is such a good idea why was 
it not unanimous?  
The councillors did not seem to be really interested in what their community had to say about the 
decision.  
One councillor stated he was prepared to vote in favour 6 months prior when it was first put forward! 
Another councillor was comparing it to the time of Jules Verne and the changes the author would have 
seen and what the councillor used to do 60 years ago with her mum at the shops.  
I could not see any relevance to what was being voted on.   
 

• There are many more important things to be addressed in our region at the moment other than spending 
time and money on changing the name. Like homelessness, roads, parks and waterways to name a few.  
 

• I am disappointed in the council’s limited and select communications with the community.  

They have received responses from very few people considering the population is nearing 500,000 in the 
region. 

There have been no information/consultation meetings for the community in general, like the traditional 
Town Hall meetings. 
 
I have been trying to receive answers to questions from my local Division 5 councillor since the beginning 
of September with no response to date. Some of the questions were regarding lack of consultation with 
the community, the council vote meeting and what the costs have been so far. Not sure what the 
councillor is trying to hide. 
  
If council are so confident that the changing of the name is the best thing for the residents and 
businesses of the region then they should give the people the opportunity to vote on it at the next council 
elections instead of trying to rush it through.  
 
The response from the public to the survey was very poor as admitted by the Division 5 councillor on his 
Facebook page. Of the 2975 visits to the survey only 451 finished.  
 
Having been one of those that started and did not finish, I understand why when the survey questions 
were loaded to give council the response they wanted. This in my opinion proves residents do not trust 
council. 
 
And yet a local resident with little or no advertising was able to get about 1160 residents to respond to a 
petition to have the matter be a plebiscite (referendum) at the next election, more than double the 
council’s survey. 

I find it interesting that on social media, the council and councillors have been very quiet on this proposal. 
I would have thought if they were confident that the community were behind it they would have been 
“shouting it from the rooftops” and flooding social media with it. 

 

 

 

 



After hours of searching on Facebook, I have found the following figures which show an overwhelming 
negative response from the community. 

Number of Posts by MBRC, Mayor and councillors and numbers of comments and Negative or Positive 
responses. 
 
Posts – 39   Comments – 700 
Positive Comments – 24 Negative Comments – 140 
 
The balance of comments was a combination of interaction between community members or the poster 
or about non reclassification subjects.  
4 of the 12 councillors did not put up any posts about the reclassification. 
 
I also found posts under the Facebook pages of local news outlets other than the Caboolture Herald as I 
do not subscribe to it. 
 
Posts – 6   Comments – 692 
Positive Comments – 13 Negative Comments – 159 
 
In item 8.5 of the council submission, their figures for the survey showed a “Somewhat or Strongly 
Support” of 35% Neutral of 11% & Somewhat or Strongly Against of 55% and they state that this shows 
the majority of residents are neutral or supportive of the reclassification! 
 
150 selected businesses were invited to an information presentation out of countless thousands in the 
region. In their submission, council states that there are 1700 businesses in the LGA with turnover 
greater than $2m. There are thousands more small businesses that turnover under that figure.  
Not a true representation of the business community. 
 
 

• Everything that council has put forward and that they want to achieve in their reports by becoming a city, 
can be achieved now in its current form. Except with the possible funding opportunities at State and 
Federal level, which are not guaranteed. 
 
 

• How the suburbs and activity centres interact will not change by the region becoming a city, it can all be 
achieved with its current name, or alternatively as a Region Council and not Regional.  
 
 

• The Polycentric city idea can work but only if it is a true Polycentric city. The region is way too large to be 
called a city. Retain its current classification and have a region with one central city and multiple smaller 
cities. 
 
Within that council region you would then have the current suburbs of Caboolture, Strathpine and North 
Lakes apply to become cities. You could then have North Lakes being the central city and the other cities 
linking to it.  
 
In their submission, council uses the example of London and New York being polycentric cities, they are 
by definition with having a central city surrounded by smaller cities but they are not regions like our 
Moreton Bay region is, we have no central city for the other cities to link to and they do not cover as large 
an area. 
 
The Change Commission will also consider other matters prescribed under Division 2 of the Local 
Government Regulation 2012, including the following criteria that must be met for a local government 
area to be declared a city: 

o the area is the centre of a region providing commercial, industrial, health and public sector 
services for the region. 

o the area has, for the three years immediately prior had a: 
o a population of at least 25,000; and 
o a population of at least 15,000 in its urban centre; and 
o a population density of at least 150 people for each square kilometre of its urban centre. 

 
As the Moreton Bay Regional Council does not currently have a designated urban centre, I do not see 
how the application fits the criteria. 
 
 
 



 
• Costs of getting to this stage have not been revealed to ratepayers by council. This includes their 

extensive submission, producing videos, glossy presentations and hiring of consultants. 
 
Council has quoted as saying future costs will be minimal as things like signage will only be replaced as 
needed.  
 
If you are a business doing a rebrand then it is good business sense to do it properly and not half hearted 
otherwise what is the point. 
  
The council seem to be proud that old Caboolture, Pine Rivers and Redcliffe Council signs can still be 
found. 
 
They have stated in their submission that it is prudent to initiate an extensive costing exercise at this 
stage.  
 
So how do they know how much it will cost in the long run?  
 
 

• In the council’s submission paper in paragraph 2 under item 2. Introduction, the council mentions a range 
of positive things that the residents have by living in the region, all of which are true.  
 
None of these will change if the name is changed so what is the point?  
 
 

• Council states that by becoming a city will be the first step towards changing our identity at local, national 
and international levels.  
 
If people interstate or at Federal Government are currently asking “where is the Moreton Bay Regional 
Council?” then how will that change? They will still be asking “where is the Moreton Bay City Council?” 
Are people asking this question because of the name, I don’t think so. 
 
The only way I can see our identity awareness becoming greater is by promotion and if the council is 
looking at spending money to increase this new identity awareness then why are they not doing it now? If 
they are planning on keeping within the existing budget then why is it not working now? 
 
Becoming a city will have no effect on the numbers of people staying in the region for holidays. When 
people search for somewhere to visit they do not look for a council, they look for things to see and do. If 
they find things they like, which council it is located in is irrelevant.  
Promotion of what the area has to offer is the important thing, not the name of the council. 
 
December 2021 on Facebook the Mayor said: 
"We simply cannot allow tourism dollars to go driving past our spectacular hinterland or beachside 
destinations in favour of other coasts, so I see this as a coming of age moment for a region that deserves 
to be so much more than to be the bit in between Brisbane and the Sunshine Coast." 
 
How on earth is changing the name to a city going to produce anything different, that is purely a 
marketing issue. We will always be a short stay/visit location, not a destination location like the Sunshine 
or Gold Coasts as we are too close to Brisbane. We have so much to offer here in our region, they need 
to get out there and promote it for what it is. 
 
 

• Moreton Daily 21 March 2022 

Funding for growth Caboolture West and liveability across the Moreton Bay Region are major winners in 
the billion-dollar South East Queensland (SEQ) City Deal, announced today. 

More than $255.5 million in funding will kick-start liveability projects across the Moreton Bay Region as 
well as enabling infrastructure for Caboolture West, plus the region will have access to more than $400 
million in funding pools through the deal. 

The $1.8 billion SEQ City Deal is a 20-year partnership between the Federal Government, State 
Government and 11 Councils which make up the Council of Mayors (SEQ) 

So money obtained under the SEQ City Deal and yet we are not a city. 



• Up until now there has been no examples presented by council to show residents how the changes will 
work, it all seems to be spin. 
 
 

• The figures presented by council in their submission comparing service delivery to nearby city councils 
just proves that the region is too large to be classed as a city. 
 
 

• Council put it to the community to name the suburbs in the new Caboolture West project but not this 
proposal. That seems strange and unfair. 
 

In finishing, I do not feel that the council has anywhere near a majority of support from the community for this, 
they have completely misread the feeling in the community by not conducting a more thorough interaction.  

Since it is an important change that the council is proposing and one that will affect all the people living in the 
region then the community should presented with facts and not just spin and be given the chance to own the 
decision by voting on it at the next council election. 

I do not support the councils request for a name change to Moreton Bay City Council. 
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From: noreply@ecq.qld.gov.au
Sent: Monday, 28 November 2022 3:08 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: (58126) Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review  - Naomi 

Spence on behalf of Greater Caboolture Chamber of Commerce
Attachments: Letter-of-support-City-Status.pdf

Online submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council - electoral arrangements review from Naomi Spence on behalf of 
Greater Caboolture Chamber of Commerce 

Submission Details 

Name:     Naomi Spence on behalf of Greater Caboolture Chamber of Commerce 

Privacy preferences:     Publishing your submission and your name 

Submission text:      

File upload:     Letter of support - City Status.pdf (120.2 KB) 

Submission ID: 58126 
Time of Submission: 28 Nov 2022 3:08pm 
Submission IP Address:  
Referral URL: https://www.ecq.qld.gov.au/electoral-boundaries/local-government-boundary-reviews/external-
boundary-and-electoral-arrangement-reviews/moreton-bay-regional-council-electoral-arrangements-review 
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Email: secretary@greatercaboolture.com.au 
Website: www.greatercaboolture.com.au 

Facebook:  www.facebook.com/greatercaboolturechamber 
LinkedIn: www.linkedin.com/company/greatercaboolture 

 
 

 

28 November 2022 

 

To Whom It May Concern 

The Greater Caboolture Chamber of Commerce Inc (GCCC) exists to advocate on behalf of all businesses 
within our geographical footprint, which is located within the Moreton Bay region. The status of Moreton 
Bay is something we consider to be important for the long-term prosperity of businesses within the region. 
 
The GCCC strongly support the name change as proposed by Moreton Bay Regional Council. Since Moreton 
Bay is one of the largest and fastest growing areas within South East Queensland, the change of name will 
more accurately reflect the economic and lifestyle opportunities that exist. 
 
In addition, the upcoming Olympic Games pose a great opportunity for Moreton Bay to continue to develop 
its identity as a tourism destination. Retaining the name of region does not accurately reflect the 
cosmopolitan nature of most of Moreton Bay and could deter both investment and tourism bookings in and 
around the Olympic Games. 
 
Moreton Bay is the third largest Council area in Australia, and yet members of the Federal Parliament 
together with major investors, still do not know where it is. Many assume we are located in a regional area 
instead of being between the major centres of Brisbane and Sunshine Coast. 
 
We can view the example of Redlands, also located along the coast of South East Queensland, which 
changed its name to Redland City. The result was that Redland City Council’s ability to secure recognition 
and investment were greatly enhanced. We would expect the same for Moreton Bay.  
 
A major consideration in the decision to change the name of Moreton Bay would be the cost involved in 
rebranding. Moreton Bay Regional Council advise that the costs would be minimal as no rebranding would 
take place unless already planned for. In other words, signage and other physical assets would only be 
replaced once they had reached their useful lifespan. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Naomi Spence 
 
President 
Greater Caboolture Chamber of Commerce Inc   

mailto:secretary@greatercaboolture.com.au
http://www.greatercaboolture.com.au/
http://www.facebook.com/greatercaboolturechamber




 
Naval Offices, 3 Edward Street 

Brisbane Qld 4000 Australia  
PO Box 16063, City East, Qld 4002 

 
+61 7 3236 4606 

mail@archipelago.com.au 
archipelago.com.au 

 

Archipelago Architects Pty Ltd 
Trading as Archipelago ABN 16141051158  

Registered Architect Peter Edwards BOAQ 4628, BOANSW 10439 

Architecture + Urban Design + Landscape Architecture Quality Assured Company by AS/NZS ISO: 9001:2015 

 

28 November 2022 

 
 
The Local Government Change Commission  
GPO Box 1393 
Brisbane QLD 4001 
 
By email:  LGCCsubmissions@ecq.qld.gov.au 
 
 
 
To whom it may concern,  
 

Re: Support of Application for Moreton Bay Regional Council to be reclassified from a regional council 
to a city council  
 
Archipelago is proud to support Moreton Bay Regional Council in their application to the Electoral Commission 
Queensland to reclassify from a regional council to a city council under the Local Government Regulation 2012.  

Moreton Bay is one of Australia’s fastest growing Local Government Areas in South East Queensland, with more 
than 10,000 people moving to the region ever year. In preparing for this strong economic growth, Moreton Bay 
Regional Council has developed a compelling vision to become Australia’s first subtropical polycentric city. 

Working collaboratively with Moreton Bay Regional Council over the last twelve months, Archipelago has provided 
strategic urban design services to co-create this vision. The project has been widely consulted to lift our aspirations 
for what is possible through this moment of change, and to translate people’s fears into excitement and optimism of 
our shared vision for a truly great city.  

In terms of population and bustling urban centres, Moreton Bay is already a “city” and so the formal reclassification 
will create greater status to help advocate for more State and Federal Government investment which will create 
more equitable access to housing, employment, and lifestyle. This translates to a fairer city for everyone and shares 
opportunity across the region. 

With a strong polycentric city vision and formal reclassification to a city council, Moreton Bay City will be able to plan 
and implement the foundations of a new and exciting city form, which will continue to grow and evolve over the 
coming years - a city of this millennium rather than a remnant of the last. 

As a 21st century lifestyle-focused polycentric city, Moreton Bay residents will be better connected to businesses and 
communities, set against the captivating backdrop of natural ecological expanses. 

We strongly support this change for Moreton Bay to be reclassified to a city council which is set to become a more 
connected, future-proofed precinct that will set the benchmark for other Australian cities.  

Yours sincerely,  

Archipelago Architects Pty Ltd  

 
Peter Edwards  

Director  
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From: Lindsay Packer <LindsayP@packerleather.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 29 November 2022 1:34 PM
To: LG CC Submissions
Subject: FW: Submission for City .
Attachments: [Untitled].pdf

Categories: Late submission

Dear Sirs, 

Please find attached our submission for Moreton Bay Regional Council to change its name to a  city . 

Kind Regards 

Lindsay 

Lindsay Packer | Company Director 
P: +61 (0) 7 3203 1677 | F: +61 (0) 7 3203 3707 | M: +61 (0) 413 709 360 
LindsayP@packerleather.com | 101-107 Boundary Road, Narangba, QLD 4504, Australia 
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