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[bookmark: _Toc56684203]State Government Instruments
[bookmark: _Toc56684204]Constitution Act 1934
Order Making an Electoral Redistribution
Notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 86 of the Constitution Act 1934, that the Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission has caused an order to be published making an electoral redistribution of the State’s 47 House of Assembly electoral districts.
Any elector, as defined under Section 4 of the Electoral Act 1985, or the registered officer of any political party registered under Part 6 of the Electoral Act 1985, has a right to appeal against this order within 1 month of the publication in the Gazette being Thursday 19 November 2020.
Dated: 18 November 2020
David Gully
Secretary
Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission
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Public notice inviting representations on constitutional amendments

SOUTH AUSTRALIAN

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BOUNDARIES COMMISSION

Notice issued pursuant to section 85(1) of the Constitution Act 1934

Pursuant to section 82(1) of the Constitution Act 1934 the South Australian Electoral Districts
Boundaries Commission (‘the Commission") is about to commence proceedings for the purpose of
an electoral redistribution of South Australia into House of Assembly electoral districts.

What is the basis of the redistribution?

Whenever an electoral redistribution is made, the number of electers in each electoral district must not
vary from the electoral quota by more than 10 per cent. The electoral quota s obtained by dividing the
total number of electors for the House of Assembly as at a specified date, being a date not earlier than
six months before the date of the Commission's order, by the number of electoral districts.

What is the task of the Commission?
In making an electoral redistribution, the Commission is required to:

+ have regard, as far as practicable, to-

a) the desirability of making the electoral redistribution so as to reflect communities of interest
of an economic, social, regional or other kind!

b) the population of each proposed electoral district;

©) the topography of areas within which new electoral boundaries will be drawn;

d) the feasibility of communication between electors affected by the redistribution and their
parliamentary representative in the House of Assembly;

&) the nature of substantial demographic changes that the Cornmission considers likely to take

place in proposed electoral districts between the conclusion of its present proceedings and
the date of expiry of the present term of the House of Assembly.

The Commission is also authorised to have regard to any other matter it thinks relevant.

Can you make a submission?

The Commission in commencing its deliberations invites representations, relating to the effect of
amendments enacted by the Constitution (One Vote One Valus) Amendment Act 2017, from any
persen who considers the Commission should be informed in this regard prior to commencement of
formal proceedings for the electoral redistribution

Any persons wishing to make representations to the Commission on the amendments to section 83
of the Constitution Act may do so in writing, and deliver the representation either personally or by
post to the Secretary of the Commission, by 5:00pm on Friday 15 Novernber 2019.

Further representations as to demographic data, boundary proposals or related matters will be
invited separately by way of further public nofice at a date to be determined by the Commission.

When and where will the hearings take place?

The Commission will conduct a preliminary hearing as to the effects of the amendments of section
&3 which wil commence at 10:00am on Tuesday, 3 Decernber 2019 in the Supreme Court Building,
1 Gouger Street, Adelaide,

Further hearings on other matters will be scheduled and advised by the Commission at a future date.
Please refer to our website ecsa.sa.gov.au for more information and details of the Commission.

The Secretary
Electoral District Boundaries Commission
Level 6, 60 Light Square

Adelaide SA 5001

Postal address
GPO Box 646
Adelaide SA 5001

P
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List of newspapers in which the public notice was published

Metropolitan Newspapers Date of Publication
Adelaide Advertiser 19 October 2019
Adelaide Sunday Mail 20 October 2019
The Messenger Group 30 October 2019
The Weekend Australian 19 October 2019

Country Newspapers

Barossa News & Light Herald 23 October 2019
Border Chronicle - Bordertown 23 October 2019
Coastal Leader — Kingston South-East 23 October 2019
Coober Pedy Regional Times 24 October 2019
Eyre Peninsula Tribune 24 October 2019
Koori Mail 23 October 2019
Loxton News 23 October 2019
Murray Pioneer — Renmark 23 October 2019
Murray Valley Standard 24 October 2019
Naracoorte Herald 24 October 2019
Northern Argus — Clare 23 October 2019
Penola Pennant 23 October 2019
Pinnaroo Border Times 23 October 2019
Port Lincoln Times 24 October 2019
Port Pirie Recorder 24 October 2019
South Eastern Times 24 October 2019
Strathalbyn Southern Argus 24 October 2019
The Border Watch - Mt Gambier 24 October 2019
The Bunyip - Gawler 23 October 2019
The Courier (SA) 23 October 2019
The Flinders News - Port Pirie 23 October 2019
The Kangaroo Island Islander 24 October 2019
The Leader — Angaston 23 October 2019
The Plains Producer 23 October 2019
The River News - Waikerie 23 October 2019
The Transcontinental Port Augusta 23 October 2019
The Victor Harbor Times 24 October 2019
The Weekender Herald 24 October 2019
West Coast Sentinel 24 October 2019
Whyalla News 24 October 2019

Yorke Peninsula Country Times 22 October 2019
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Public notice inviting representations on electoral redistribution

SOUTH AUSTRALIAN

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BOUNDARIES COMMISSION

Notice issued pursuant to section 85(1) of the Constitution Act 1934

Pursuant to section 82(1) of the Constitution Act 1934 the South Australian Electoral Districts
Boundarles Commission (“the Commission”) is continuing proceedings for the purpose of an electoral
redistribution of South Australia into House of Assembly electoral districts.

What is the basis of the redistribution?

Whenever an electoral redistribution is made, the number of electors in each electoral district must not
vary from the electoral quota by more than 10 per cent. The electoral quota is obtained by dividing the
total number of electors for the House of Assembly as at a specified date, being a date not earlier than
six months before the date of the Commission’s order, by the number of electoral districts.

What is the task of the Commission?
In making an electoral redistribution, the Commission is required to:

* have regard. as far as practicable, to-

a) the desirability of making the electoral redistribution so as to reflect communities of interest
of an economic, social, regional or other kind:

b) the population of each proposed electoral district;
©) the topography of areas within which new electoral boundaries will be drawn;

d) the feasibility of communication betwsen electors affected by the redistribution and their
parliamentary representative in the House of Assembly;

@) the nature of substantial demographic changes that the Commission considers likely to take
place in proposed electoral districts between the conclusion of its present proceedings and
the date of expiry of the present term of the House of Assembly,

The Commission is also autharised to have regard to any other matter it thinks relevant.

Can you make a submission?
The Commission invites representations from any person in relation to the proposed electoral
redistribution

Any persons wishing to make representations to the Commission regarding the proposed electoral
redistribution may do so in writing, and deliver the representation sither personally or by post to the
Secretary of the Commission, by 5:00pm on Friday 24 April 2020,

When and where will the hearings take place?
The Commission will commence a preliminary hearing as to demographic data which wil commence
at 10:00am on Tuesday, 11 February 2020 in the Supreme Court Bullding, 1 Gouger Street, Adelaide.

Please refer to our website edbc.sa.gov.au for more information and details of the Commission.

The Secretary

Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission
Level 6, 60 Light Square

Adelaide SA 5000

Postal address
GPO Box 646
Adelaide SA 5001

[





image112.png
APPENDIX 2 (page 2)

List of newspapers in which the public notice was published

Metropolitan Newspapers
Adelaide Advertiser
Adelaide Sunday Mail

The Messenger Group

The Weekend Australian

Country Newspapers

Barossa News & Light Herald
Border Chronicle - Bordertown
Coastal Leader — Kingston South-East
Coober Pedy Regional Times
Eyre Peninsula Tribune

Koori Mail

Loxton News

Murray Pioneer — Renmark
Murray Valley Standard
Naracoorte Herald

Northern Argus — Clare

Penola Pennant

Pinnaroo Border Times

Port Lincoln Times

Port Pirie Recorder

South Eastern Times
Strathalbyn Southern Argus
The Border Watch - Mt Gambier
The Bunyip - Gawler

The Courier (SA)

The Flinders News - Port Pirie
The Kangaroo Island Islander
The Leader — Angaston

The Plains Producer

The River News - Waikerie

The Transcontinental Port Augusta
The Victor Harbor Times

The Weekender Herald

West Coast Sentinel

Whyalla News

Yorke Peninsula Country Times

Date of Publication
14 December 2019
15 December 2019
18 December 2019
14 December 2019

18 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
12 December 2019
19 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
19 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
18 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
19 December 2019
17 December 2019
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Public notice of regional hearing

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BOUNDARIES
COMMISSION

REGIONAL HEARING ON
CHANGES TO STATE ELECTORAL
DISTRICT BOUNDARIES

The Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission (the Commission) will be
coming to Port Augusta to hold a public hearing on changes proposed for
the State electoral boundaries for the districts of Giles, Stuart and Frome.

The Commission will set new boundaries by the end of 2020.

The next State election, to be held in March 2022, will be conducted on the
basis of the new boundaries

The Commission will be offering relevarnt representatives an opportunity
1o directly address the Commission and invites submissions from relevant
organisations who wish to do 5o in person. Members of the public may be
able to observe the hearing subject to the sccial distancing requirements
imposed by the current COVID-19 restrictions

The Port Augusta hearing will commence at 10.00am on Wednesday
24 June at the Court House, Flinders Terrace, Port Augusta

Persons wishing to make a submission to the Commission may register
by email addressed to the Commission’s Secretary, Mr David Gully, at
EDEC. Secretary@sa gov.au by 5:00pm on Monday 22 June 2020

For more information visit hitp /www.edbe.sa.gov.aw/

List of newspapers in which regional visits were advertised

Metropolitan Newspapers Date of Publication
Adelaide Advertiser 17 June 2020
Country Newspapers

The Plains Producer 17 June 2020
Stock Journal 18 June 2020
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Persons and bodies making written representations and the date the

representation was received by the Com

Author of representation

Constitutional Amendments
Electoral Reform Society of South Australia
Liberal Party (SA Division)
Hon Mark Parnell MLC, Australian Greens SA
Australian Labor Party (SA Branch)

Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc

Electoral Redistribution
Mr M Gordon
Electoral Reform Society of South Australia
Dr M Mulcair
Liberal Party (SA Division)
Hon Dan van Holst Pellekaan MP
Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc

Australian Labor Party (SA Branch)

Supplementary Representations
Mr M Gordon
Australian Labor Party (SA Branch)
Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc
Australian Labor Party (SA Branch)

Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc

mission

Date received

14 November 2019
15 November 2019
15 November 2019
15 November 2019

15 November 2019

22 March 2020
23 April 2020
24 April 2020
24 April 2020
24 April 2020
24 April 2020

24 April 2020

8 May 2020
14 May 2020
15 May 2020
18 May 2020

20 May 2020
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Author of representation Date received

Upper Spencer Gulf Districts Representations

Port Augusta City Council 26 May 2020
Mr M Gordon 27 May 2020
The Flinders Ranges Council 29 May 2020
Port Pirie Regional Council 29 May 2020
Liberal Party (SA Division) 1 June 2020
Australian Labor Party (SA Branch) 1 June 2020
Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc 1 June 2020
Mrs G Fennell 23 June 2020
Port Augusta City Council 23 June 2020
Mr B Browne 23 June 2020
Mr G Buckland 23 June 2020

Revised Calculation of Elector to Population Representations

Mr M Gordon 5 July 2020
Hon Dan van Holst Pellekaan MP 11 July 2020
Australian Labor Party (SA Branch) 13 July 2020

Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc 14 July 2020




image116.png
APPENDIX 5

Public notice calling for written submissions following release of draft report

Constitution Act 1934
Notice Issued Pursuant to Section 85(4)

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BOUNDARIES COMMISSION
DRAFT ORDER

Since 3 December 2019 the Electoral Districts Boundaries
Commission has been engaged, pursuant to Part 5 of

the Constitution Act, in redrawing the boundaries of the
47 electoral districts of the House of Asssmbly in the
South Australian Parliament. It has now prepared a draft
redistribution order which contains plans of the proposed
electoral districts to be contested at the next state election

Copies of the Commission's draft order may be inspected at
the office of Electoral Commission of South Australia. Level &
80 Light Square Adelaide or on the Commission’s website
www.edbc.sa.gov.au. Copies of the draft order may be
purchased from the Electoral Commission of South Australia
for $30 {post free and including GST)

Pursuant to section 85 of the Constitution Act, any person
who has already made a written representation to the
Cormrrission in relation to this redistribution, or any interestad
mermber of the public, may now make any submission in
writing that he or she thinks fit about the draft order {including
the reasons that support it). The Commission will consider all
such submissions and then proceed to finalise its order,

Subrrissions must be received by the Secretary to the
Commission, David Gully, via GPO Box 646 Adelaide SA
5000 or EDBC. Secretary@sa.gov.au by no later than 5 pm on
Wednesday, 16 Septemnber 2020.

David Gully
Secretary to the Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission
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APPENDIX 6

Public notice of hearing to address submissions on draft report

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BOUNDARIES COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING

The Electoral Districts Boundaries Comimission has called for
written submissions following the release of its draft report
which contains the proposed boundaries for the electoral
districts to be contested at the next state election

Submissions on matters addressed in the draft report will be
received, until 5pm on Wednesday 16 Septemnber 2020, from
any person who has already made a written representation
to the Commission. in relation to this redistribution, or any
interested member of the public

All submissions received will be available on the Commission’s
website at edbe sa.gov.au from Thursday 17 September 2020

To further assist the Commission in finalising its Crder,

a public hearing will be held at 10am on Monday 21
September 2020 at which any person may present before
the Commission in respect of the written submissions
received by the Commission on its draft report

Persons wishing to attend to present to the Commission
should register by email addressed to the Commission's
Secretary, Mr David Gully, at EDBC.Secretary@sa.gov.au by
4.00prr on Thursday 17 Septernber 2020

Following the hearing the Corrimission will consider all such
submissions and then praceed to finalise its order.

David Gully
Secretary to the Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission
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Persons and bodies making written submissions following the draft report and
the date the submission was received by the Commission

Author of submission

Maurice Nistico

Martin Gordon

Scott Davis

William Cole

Rob Williams

Cr Henry Davis

Howard Duncan

Mount Barker District Council
Hon Dan van Holst Pellekaan MP
Tim Moffatt

Port Pirie Regional Council

Paul Lloyd

Alan Duffy

John Photakis

The Barossa Council

The Rural City of Murray Bridge
Scott McFarlane

Georgia Bradshaw & Scott Boorman
Hon Rachel Sanderson MP

Carol Bailey

Laurence Gellon

Date received

17 August 2020

26 August 2020

29 August 2020

1 September 2020
2 September 2020
4 September 2020
5 September 2020
10 September 2020
13 September 2020
14 September 2020
14 September 2020
14 September 2020
14 September 2020
15 September 2020
15 September 2020
15 September 2020
15 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020

16 September 2020
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Dan Cregan MP

Sally Feltus

Business Mount Barker

Hubert Wemmer

Carla Wiese-Smith

The Barossa Grape & Wine Association
Andrew Giles

Sam Duluk MP

Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc
Liberal Party of Australia (SA Division)
Australian Labor Party (SA Branch)
Livestock SA

Les & Christina Birch

1 submission received in relation to movement

of electors from Adelaide

13 submissions received in relation to movement

of electors from Kavel

15 submissions received in relation to movement

of electors from King

3 submissions received in relation to movement

of electors from Waite

16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020
16 September 2020

After 15 August 2020

After 15 August 2020

After 15 August 2020

After 15 August 2020
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Dates and locations of public hearings

3 December 2019
11 February 2020
18 May 2020

24 June 2020

21 September 2020

Adelaide
Adelaide
Adelaide
Port Augusta
Adelaide

Witnesses called before the Commission

Christopher lan Rudd

11 February 2020
18 May 2020
21 September 2020

Persons and bodies who made oral submissions

Adelaide

Liberal Party (SA Division) represented by
Mr T Duggan SC and Mr J Teague MP

Australian Labor Party (SA Branch)

represented by Mr B Doyle and Mr A Tisato

Australian Democrats (SA Division) Inc
represented by Mr P Black

Mr D Cregan MP,
Member for Kavel

Mayor Ann Ferguson OAM,
Mount Barker District Council

Port Augusta

Mr John Banks,
CEO Port Augusta City Council

Hon Geoff Brock MP,
Member for Frome

Hon Dan van Holst Pellekaan MP,
Member for Stuart

Mrs Gillian Fennell (via video submission)
Livestock SA

3 December 2019
11 February 2020
18 May 2020

21 September 2020

3 December 2019
11 February 2020
18 May 2020

21 September 2020
3 December 2019
11 February 2020
18 May 2020

21 September 2020

21 September 2020

21 September 2020

24 June 2020

24 June 2020

24 June 2020

24 June 2020
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10

1"

Exhibit list

Copy page number 2867 of South Australian Government
Gazette of 26 July 2019 giving notice of appointment of the
Chairman of the Commission

2A
Notice of preliminary public hearing of the Commission

2B
List of newspapers in which the advertisement referred to as
Exhibit 2A was published

Brochure explaining the composition, role and function of the
Commission, criteria for redistribution and other matters

Report of Electoral Commission SA entitled ‘Election Statistics
2018 South Australian State Election’

Extracts from Hansard together with summary page entitled
‘Legislative Council — Constitution (One Vote One Value)
Amendment Bill

6A
Notice of hearing to address demographic data and to invite
written representations on boundary proposals

6B
List of newspapers in which the notice was published

Document setting out two-party preferred pendulum, swing-to-
lose figures for the state election 2018

Document containing comparison of 2018 actual enrolments
versus 2016 projections, dated January 2020

Report of methodology for developing 2022 voter age population
projections, dated January 2020

Curriculum Vitae of Christopher lan Rudd

Calculation of electors to population ratio
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12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

12A
Explanation of data fields used in the enrolment and voting data
spreadsheet

12B
Enrolment and voting data spreadsheet

12C
Summary of enrolment and voting data by electoral district

Document prepared by Mr Rudd regarding impact on population
growth of the COVID-19 pandemic

14A
Notice of regional hearing in Port Augusta

14B
List of newspapers in which the notice was published

Revised process for calculating the elector to population ratio

16A
Explanation of data fields used in the enrolment and voting data
spreadsheet as at the relevant date

16B
Enrolment and voting data spreadsheet as at the relevant date

16C
Summary of enrolment and voting data by electoral district as at
the relevant date

Document prepared by Mr Rudd regarding impact on population
projections from the housing stimulus package

Notice calling for written submission following release of the
Draft Report

Notice of public hearing to address written submissions on the
draft report

20A
Explanation of data fields used in the enrolment and voting data
spreadsheet as at the relevant date

20B
Enrolment and voting data spreadsheet as at the relevant date

20C
Summary of enrolment and voting data by electoral district as at
the relevant date




image123.png
APPENDIX 10

Swing-to-lose figures based on the 2018 State election

Labor Liberal
30% J| 30%
26.4 Flinders
251 MackKillop*
25% || 25%
Croydon 245
232 Stuart
20% J| 20% 19.6 Hammond*
Ramsay* 19.0
18.6 Mount Gambier®
Elizabeth* 17.8
1756 Narungga®
17.5 Bragg
Port Adelaide* 16.9 17.4  Chaffey*
Playford 16.4
Cheltenham 16.0
Giles* 15.3
Kauma 15.0
15% J 15% 149 Kavel*
Reynell 146
14.4  Schubert
14.3 Finniss*
West Torrens  13.3
11.4 Unley
Florey* 1.1 11.2 Frome*
Taylor* 10.9 10.8 Morialta
Light 10.0 10.6_Morphett
10% § 10% 94  Gibson
8.9 Davenport
88 Black
86 Heysen®
Enfield 8.0 8.0 Colton
79  Hartley
79  Waite
6.2 Dunstan
Badcoe 5.6
Hurtle Vale 5.4
5% [ 5%
Torrens a7
45  Elder
Lee 39
Wright 36
21 Newland
1.1 Adelaide
Mawson 0.4 08 King
0%
{20 seats) {27 seats)

Notes

1. * Non 2PP final result ie 15 districts did not have a Labor/Liberal final outcome. Ballot papers in these districts were distributed to
the Labor and Liberal candidates to obtain notional 2PP figures.

Source Data: ECSA election statistics 2018 — page 237
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Comparison of projected electors (2016 Report) against actual enrolments 2018 election

Projected Electors Actual Enrolments Enrolment

District 30/06/2018 % Quota Variance 17/0312018 | % Quota Variance | Variance
ADELAIDE 25940 +34 24928 -25 -1012
BADCOE 24995 -04 24640 -36 -355
BLACK 25972 +3.5 27870 +9.0 1898
BRAGG 25218 +0.5 25730 +0.6 512
CHAFFEY 23216 -75 23495 -8.1 279
CHELTENHAM 25510 +1.7 26051 +1.9 541
COLTON 25310 +0.9 27600 +7.9 2290
CROYDON 25329 +1.0 24628 -37 -701
DAVENPORT 24592 -2.0 24794 -3.0 202
DUNSTAN 25499 +1.6 25411 -06 -88
ELDER 26334 +5.0 26110 +2.1 -224
ELIZABETH 26451 +54 28399 +11.1 1948
ENFIELD 26170 +4.3 25644 +0.3 -526
FINNISS 23933 -46 23814 -6.9 -119
FLINDERS 23069 -8.1 22756 -11.0 -313
FLOREY 26358 +5.1 26734 +4.6 376
FROME 22955 -85 23319 -88 364
GIBSON 25298 +0.8 25808 +0.9 510
GILES 23265 -73 23484 -82 219
HAMMOND 24333 -3.0 25023 -2.1 690
HARTLEY 25224 +0.5 24489 -4.2 -735
HEYSEN 24584 -2.0 25026 -2.1 442
HURTLE VALE 24759 -13 26093 +2.0 1334
KAURNA 26188 +44 26254 +2.7 66
KAVEL 24460 -25 24139 -56 -321
KING 24784 -1.2 27184 +6.3 2400
LEE 25226 +0.5 26500 +3.6 1274
LIGHT 25483 +1.6 25990 +1.6 507
MACKILLOP 23485 -64 23359 -86 -126
MAWSON 23987 -44 25044 -21 1057
MORIALTA 25598 +2.0 25995 +1.7 397
MORPHETT 25989 +3.6 26419 +3.3 430
MOUNT GAMBIER 24422 -27 24768 -3.1 346
NARUNGGA 24454 -2.5 24599 -38 145
NEWLAND 26537 +5.8 25889 +1.2 -648
PLAYFORD 26078 +3.9 26374 +3.1 296
PORT ADELAIDE 24133 -3.8 27895 +9.1 3762
RAMSAY 25747 +2.6 26796 +4.8 1049
REYNELL 24497 -24 24828 -29 331
SCHUBERT 26350 +5.0 25727 +0.6 -623
STUART 23243 -74 23420 -84 177
TAYLOR 26222 +4.5 27494 +7.5 1272
TORRENS 25125 +0.1 25110 -18 -15
UNLEY 25888 +3.2 26211 +2.5 323
WAITE 25791 +2.8 27160 +6.2 1369
WEST TORRENS 25322 +0.9 25777 +0.8 455
WRIGHT 25905 +3.2 26997 +5.6 1092
Total 1179228 1201775 22547
Quota 25090 25570

July 2020
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Present and projected enrolments for Assembly Districts before redistribution

Relevant Date Projected Date Enrolment

District 30/06/2020 % Quota Variance | 30/06/2022 | % Quota Variance | Variance
ADELAIDE 25460 -2.3 26382 -0.2 922
BADCOE 24837 -4.7 25493 -35 656
BLACK 27937 +7.2 28623 +8.3 686
BRAGG 25616 -1.7 25637 -3.0 21
CHAFFEY 23448 -10.0 24190 -85 742
CHELTENHAM 27381 +5.1 27387 +3.6 6
COLTON 28082 +7.8 27361 +35 =721
CROYDON 25460 -2.3 26145 -11 685
DAVENPORT 24813 -4.8 25397 -3.9 584
DUNSTAN 25448 -2.4 25549 -33 101
ELDER 26273 +0.8 26656 +0.9 383
ELIZABETH 29529 +13.3 30312 +14.7 783
ENFIELD 26947 +3.4 27547 +4.2 600
FINNISS 24536 -5.9 25194 47 658
FLINDERS 22884 -12.2 22663 -14.2 -221
FLOREY 26988 +3.6 27587 +4.4 599
FROME 23434 -10.1 23997 -9.2 563
GIBSON 26672 +2.3 26606 +0.7 -66
GILES 23403 -10.2 23592 -10.7 189
HAMMOND 25449 -2.4 26062 -14 613
HARTLEY 25005 -4.1 25578 -3.2 573
HEYSEN 25269 -3.0 25571 -3.2 302
HURTLE VALE 26497 +.7 26479 +0.2 -18
KAURNA 27770 +6.6 28179 +6.6 409
KAVEL 25692 -1.4 26188 -0.9 496
KING 27358 +5.0 27382 +3.6 24
LEE 27189 +4.3 27602 +4.5 413
LIGHT 27731 +6.4 29479 +11.6 1748
MACKILLOP 23254 -10.8 23900 -96 646
MAWSON 25710 -1.4 26414 0.0 704
MORIALTA 26253 +0.7 26343 0.3 90
MORPHETT 26967 +3.5 26791 +14 -176
MOUNT GAMBIER 24865 -4.6 25703 -27 838
NARUNGGA 24979 -4.2 25306 -4.2 327
NEWLAND 26229 +0.6 26839 +16 610
PLAYFORD 26999 +3.6 26661 +0.9 -338
PORT ADELAIDE 28422 +9.1 28479 +7.8 57
RAMSAY 27646 +6.1 27931 +5.7 285
REYNELL 25624 -1.7 25509 -35 -115
SCHUBERT 26415 +1.4 26698 +1.0 283
STUART 23147 -11.2 23533 -10.9 386
TAYLOR 28892 +10.9 30146 +14.1 1254
TORRENS 25702 -1.4 25719 -27 17
UNLEY 26058 -0.0 26633 +0.8 575
WAITE 27460 +5.4 27218 +3.0 -242
WEST TORRENS 26241 +0.7 26417 -00 176
WRIGHT 26923 +3.3 26921 +1.9 -2
Total 1224894 1241999 17105
Quota 26062 26426

July 2020





image126.png
APPENDIX 13 (page 1)
Boundary changes — elector impact
Before After
Redistribution Redistribution
District Electors | Quota | Transfers { Comments Change | Electors | Quota
Adelaide 25460 -23% | NoChange 25460 -23%
Badcoe 24837 -4.7% | From Morphett - The suburb of Plympton Park and the remainder +4031
of the suburb of Plympton
From West Torrens - The suburbs of Marleston and Netley +2617
Into Elder - The suburbs of Clarence Gardens and Clarence -5157
Park and portions of the suburbs of Ascot Park
and Edwardstown 26328 +1.0%
Black 27937 +7.2% | From Gibson - The suburb of South Brighton +2006
Into Davenport - The suburbs of Darlington, O'Halloran Hill and -3993
Seacombe Heights 25950 -0.4%
Bragg 25616 -1.7% | From Dunstan - The suburbs of Dulwich and Rose Park +2124
From Unley - The suburbs of Eastwood, Frewville, Glenside +4554
and Glenunga and the remainder of the suburb of
Glen Osmond
Into Dunstan - The suburbs of Beulah Park, Kensington, -5920
Kensington Gardens and Kensington Park
Into Morialta - The suburb of Auldana -478 25896 -06%
Chaffey 23448 | -100% | FromHammond - The DC of Karoonda East Murray incorporating +1760
the localities of Bakara, Borrika, Copeville,
Halidon, Karoonda, Marama, Mindarie,
Perponda, Sandalwood, Wanbi and Wynarka,
portion of the locality of Bowhill and the
remainder of the localities of Galga, Mantung
and Mercunda and portion of Mid Murray Council
incorporating the localities of Angas Valley,
Black Hill, Carbrai, Caurnamont, Claypans, Five
Miles, Forster, Frahns, Julanka Holdings, Lake
Carlet, Nildottie, Old Teal Flat, Pellaring Flat,
Purnong, Rocky Paint, Sanderston, Sunny dale,
Teal Flat, Walker Flat, Wongulla, Younghusband
and Younghusband Holdings, portion of the
locality of Mannum andthe remainder of the
locality of Bowhill 25208 -33%
Cheltenham 27381 +51% [ From Croydon - The suburb of Athol Park +1220
Into Lee - The suburbs of Albert Park and Hendon -2178 26423 +14%
Colton 28082 +7.8% | FromLee - Portion of the suburb of Grange +4349
Into Morphett - The suburb of Glenelg North -4854 27577 +58%
Croydon 25460 -2.3% | From Enfield - The suburb of Kilburn and portion of the suburb +4388
of Prospect
Into Cheltenham - The suburb of Athol Park -1220
Into West Torrens - The remainder of the suburbs of Allenby -1860
Gardens, Welland and West Hindmarsh 26768 +27%
Davenport 24813 -4.8% | From Black - The suburbs of Darlington, O'Halloran Hill and +3993
Seacombe Heights
Into Heysen - The locality of Cherry Gardens 437
Into Waite - The suburb of Bellevue Heights -2020 26349 +11%
Dunstan 25448 -24% | From Bragg - The suburbs of Beulah Park, Kensington, +5920
Kensington Gardens and Kensington Park
Into Bragg - The suburbs of Dulwich and Rose Park -2124
Into Hartl - The suburbs of Felixstow and Glynde -2856 26388 +13%
Elder 26273 +0.8% | From Badcoe - The suburbs of Clarence Gardens and Clarence +5157
Park and portions of the suburbs of Ascot Park
and Edwardstown
Into Unley - The suburb of Hawthorn -1647
Into Waite - The suburbs of Clapham and Lower Mitcham -2832 26951 +34%
Elizabeth 29529 | +13.3% | Into Ramsay - The suburb of Elizabeth Vale and portion of the -2760
suburb of Elizabeth South 26769 +27%
Enfield 26947 +34% [ From Florey - The suburb of Walkley Heights and the +3062
remainder of the suburb of Northfield
From Port Adelaide - The suburb of Gepps Cross +422
Into Croydon - The suburb of Kilburn and portion of the suburb -4388
of Prospect 26043 -01%
Finniss 24536 -59% | FromHammond - The localities of Clayton Bay, Milang, Nurragi and +1073
Point Sturt and portion of the locality of Lake
Alexandrina
From Heysen - The locality of Sandergrove +61 25670 -1.5%
Flinders 22884 | -122% | From Giles - The DC of Franklin Harbour incorporating the +1666

localities of Cowell, Lucky Bay, Midgee, Mitalie,
Minbrie, Mitchellville and Port Gibbon, The DC of
Kimba incorporating the localities of Bama,
Caralue, Cootra, Cortlinye, Cunyarie, Kelly,
Kimba, Moseley, Panitya, Solomon, Wilcherry
and Yalanda, portions of the localties of
Buckleboo, Pinkawillinie and Lake Gilles and the
remainder of the localties of Koongawa and
Waddkee,

Continued Over Page
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Boundary changes — elector impact

District

Before
Redistribution

Electors

Quota

Transfers { Comments

Change

After
Redistribution

Electors | Quota

Flinders
Cont'd

From Giles

~the Local Government Area of Maralinga Tjaruja
incorporating the locality of Oak Valley and
portion of the locality of Maralinga Tiarutja and
portion of the Pastoral Unincorporated Area
incorporating the localities of Chundaria and
Nerlaby, and the remainder of the localities of
Ganler Ranges, Lockes Claypan, Mitchidy
Moola, Nullarbor, Pinkavilinie, Pureba and
Yellabinna

24550 -58%

Florey

26988

+3.6%

From Playford

Into Enfield
Into Newland

Into Torrens
Into Wright

- The suburbs of Para Hills, Para Hills West and
Parafield and portion of the suburb of Mawson
Lakes

- The suburb of Walkley Heights and the
remainder of the suburb of Northfield

- Portion of the suburb of Modbury North and the
remainder of the suburb of Modbury

- The suburb of Valley View

- Portion of the suburb of Modbury North

+11968

-3062
-3819

-4537
-1750

25788 1%

Frome

23434

-101%

From Narungga

From Schubert

From Stuart

From Taylor

Into Nerungga

~Portion of Adelaide Pains Coundll incorporating
the locallties of Barabba, Calomba, Dublin,
Grace Plains, Lower Light, Mallala, Parharn,
Thompson Beach, Webb Beach and Windsor
and portions of the localities of Long Plains and
Wild Horse Plains and portion of Wakefield
Regional Council incorporating the localties of
Avon and Pinery and the remainder of the
localities of Long Plains and Wild Horse Plains

- Portion of Adelaide Plains Council incorporating
the locallties cf Fischer, Korunye, Lewiston and
Redbanks and portion of the locality of Reeves
Plains, portion of Light Regional Council
incorporating the localities of Freeling, Kangaroo
Flat, Linwood, Magdala, Morn Hil, Pinkerton
Plains, Roseworthy, Templers, Wasleys and
Woolsheds and the remainder of the localities of
Hamley Bridge and Reeves Plains

- The Regional Council of Goyder incorporating
the locallties of Apoinga, Australia Plains,
Baldina, Booborowie, Brady Creek, Bright,
Buchanan, Bundey, Burra, Burra Eastern
Districts, Canowie, Collinsville, Emu Downs,
Eudunda, Franklyn, Geranium Plains, Gum
Creek, Hallelujah Hills, Hallett, Hampden,
Henson, Julia, Koonoona, Leighton, Mongelata,
Mourt Bryan, Mount Bryan East, Neales Flat,
Ngapala, North Booborowie, Peep Hil, Pine
Creek, Point Pass, Porter Lagoon, Robertstow,
Rocky Plain, Sutherlands, Terowie, Ulooloo,
Whyte Yarcowie, Willalo, Wonna and Worlds
End and portions of the locaiities of Bower,
Brownlow, Canowie Bett, Dutton, Farrell Flat,
Frankton, Hansborough and Steinfeld; portion of
Light Regional Council incorporating the
localities of Bagot Well, Bethel, Fords, Harnilton
and Kapunda and the remainder of the locality of
Hensborough; portion of Mid Murray Council
incorporating the locality of Dutton East and the
remainder of the localities of Dutton and
Frankton and portion of Northern Areas Council
incorporating the localities of Andrews, Belalie
East, Belalie North, Broughton River Villey,
Bundaleer North, Euromina, Hacklins Cormer,
Jamestawn, Mayfield, Spalding and Washpool
and the remainder of the localty of Canowie Belt

- Remainder of Adelaide Plains Counci
incorporating the localities of Middle Beach, Port
Galer and Two Wells

- Portion of Port Pirie Regiona Council
incorporating the localities of Collinsfield,
Koolunga and Redhill and the remainder of the
localities of Clements Gap andMundoora and
portion of Wakefield Regional Council
incorporating the localities of Blyth, Bowilia,
Brinkworth, Burnsfield, Condowie, Everard
Central, Hart, Kybunga, Lake View, Marola,
Mourt Templeton, Rochester, Saints, Stow and
Whitwarta and portion of the locality of Hoyleton

Continued Over Page

+1792

+5751

+7206

+1800

-1145
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Boundary changes — elector impact

District

Before
Redistribution

Electors

Quota

Transfers { Comments

Change

After
Redistribution

Electors | Quota

Frome
Cont'd

Tnto Stuart

~ Portion of Northern Areas Council Incor poraing
the locallty of Narridy and the remainder of the
localities of Georgetown, Gladstone, Huddleston
and West Bundaleer and portion of Port Pirie
Regional Council incorporating the localties of
Bungama, Coonarnia, Crystal Brook, Germein
Bay, Lower Broughton, Merriton, Napperby,
Nelshaby, Nurom, Pirie East, Port Davis, Port
Pirie, Port Pirie South, Port Pirie West, Risdon
Park, Risdon Park Solth, Solomontown,
Wandearzh East, Wandearah West and
Warnertown

-12774

26064 0.0%

Gibson

26672

+2.3%

From Morphett
Into Black

- Portion of the suburb of Somerton Park
- The suburb of South Brighton

+2551
-2006

2717 +4.4%

Giles

23403

-10.2%

From Stuart

Into Flinders

~Portion of Port Augusta City Counci
incorporating the localities of Blanche Harbor,
Commissariet Point and Port Augusta West and
portions of the localtties of Carriewerloo, Cultana,
Lincoln Gap and Mourt Arden

- The District Council of Franklyn Harbour
incorporating the localities of Cowell, Lucky Bay,
Midgee, Miltalie, Minbrie, Micheliville and Port
Gibbon, The DC of Kimba incorporating the
localities of Bama, Caralue, Cootra, Cortiinye,
Cunyarie, Kelly, Kimba, Moseley, Panitya,
Solomon, Wilcherry and Yalanda, portions of the
localities of Buckleboo, Lake Gilles and the
remainder of the locallties of Koongawa,
Pinkanillinie and Waddikee, Maralinga Tiarutja
incorporating the locality of Oak Valley and
portion of the Pastoral Unincorporated Area
incorporating the localities of Chundaria and
Nerlaby, portion of the locality of Pinkawillinie
and the remainder of the localties of Gawler
Renges, Lockes Claypan, Mitchidy Moola,
Nullarbor, Pureba and Yellabinna

+3140

-1666

24877 -4.5%

Hammond

25449

-2.4%

From Heysen

Into Chaffey

Into Finniss

Into Mackillop

The localities of Belvidere, Germnrells, Highiand
Valley, Red Creek, Salem, Strathalbyn, Willyaroo
and Woodchester andthe remainder of the
localities of Bletchley and Hartley

- The DC of Karoonda East Murray incorporating
the locallties of Bakara, Borrika, Copeville,
Halidon, Karoonda, Marama, Minderie,
Perponda, Sandatwood, Wanbi and ‘Wynarka,
portion of the locality of Bowhill and the
remainder of the localities of Galga, Mantung
and Mercunda and portion of Mid Murray Council
incorporating the localities of Angas Valley, Black
Hill, Cambrai, Caumamont, Claypans, Five
Miles, Forster, Frahns, Julanka Holdings, Lake
Carlet, Nildottie, Old Teal Flat, Pellaring Flat,
Purnong, Rocky Point, Sanderston, Sunnydale,
Teal Flat, Walker Flat, Wongulla, Younghusband
and Younghusband Holdings, portion of the
locality of Mannum and the remainder of the
locality of Bowhill

- The localities of Clayton Bay, Milang, Nurragi
and Point Sturt and portion of the locality of Lake
Alexandrina

- Southern Mallee DC incorporating the localities
of Geranium, Karte, Lameroo, Parilla, Parrakie
and Pinnaroo, portion of the locality of Jabuk and
the remainder of the locality of Ngarkat and the
remainder of Coorong District Council
incorporating the localities of Carcuma, Cooke
Plains, Coornandook, Ewornple, Ki Ki, Malinong,
Moorlands, Netherton, Peake, Poltalloch,
Sherlock, Tailem Bend, Wellington East and
Yumali, portions of the localities of Lake
Alexandrina and Naturi and the remainder of the
localities of Ashville, Coonalpyn, Jabuk and
Meningie East

+6061

-1760

-1073

-3310

25367 27%

Hartley

25005

-4.1%

From Dunstan
From Torrens
Into Morialta

~The suburbs of Felixstow and Glynde

- The suburb of Dernancourt

- The suburb of Newten and portion of the suburb
of Magill

2556
+2841
5644

25058 -3.9%
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Boundary changes — elector impact

Before After
Redistribution Redistribution
District Electors | Quota | Transfers { Comments Change | Efectors | Quota
Heysen 25260 | -3.0% | From Davenport - The locally of Chierry Gardens 437
From Kavel - The localities of Carey Gully, Hahndorf, Mount +3093
George, Paechtown, Piccadilly and Verdun
FromMorialta - The localities of Ashton, Basket Range, +2320
Castambul, Cherryville, Marble Hill, Norton
Sumrmit, Summertown and Uraidia and portion of
the locailty of Montacute
From Waite - The localities of Coromandel East and Crafers +1325
West
Into Finniss - The locality of Sandergrove 61
Into Hammond - The localities of Belvidere, Gemmells, Highland 6061
Valley, Red Creek, Salem, Strathalbyn, Willyaroo
and Woodchester andthe remainder of the
localities of Bletchley and Hartley
Into Hurtle Vale - Portion of the suburb of Onkaparinga Hills 371
Into Kavel - The localities of Bugle Ranges and Wistow 280 | oss62 | 19%
Hurtle Vale 26497 | +1.7% | FromHeysen - Portion of the suburb of Onkaparinga Hills 371
FromKauma - The suburbs of Hackham and Huntfield Heights +7481
and the remainder of the suburb of Onkaparinga
Hills
From Reynell - The suburb of Hackham West +2743
Into Reynell - The suburb of Old Reynella and portion of the 11427
suburb of Morphett Vale 25665 | -1.5%
Kaurna 27770 | +6.6% | FromReynell - The suburbs of Noarlunga Centre and Port w7875
Noarlunga and portions of the suburbs of Christie
Downs and Christies Beach
Into Hurtle Vale - The suburbs of Hackham and Huntfield Heights 7481
and the remainder of the suburb of Onkaparinga
Hills
Into Mawson - The suburb of Maslin Beach 002 | 27262 | +46%
Kavel 75602 | -14% | FromHeysen - The localities of Bugle Ranges and Wistow +389
FromMorialta - The locallties of Forest Range, Lenswood and +2424
Lobethal
Into Heysen - The localities of Carey Gully, Hahndorf, Mount -3093
George, Paechtown, Piccadilly and Verdun 25412 | -2.5%
King 27358 | +5.0% | Into Schubert - The locallties of Bibaringa, Uleybury and 7
Yattalunga 26641 | +20%
Tee 27189 | +43% | From Cheltenham - The suburbs of Albert Park and Hendon 2178
Into Colton - Portion of the suburb of Grange 4349 | 25018 | -4.0%
Tight 27731 | +6.4% | From Schubert - The locallies of Gawler Belt, Ganler Rver and 756
Ward Belt
Into Taylor - Portion of the suburb of Munno Para West 3610 | 24877 | -4.5%
MacKillop 73254 | -10.8% | From Hamrmond - Southern Mallee DC incorporating the localiies +3310
of Geranium, Karte, Lameroo, Parilla, Parrakie
and Pinnaroo, portion of the locality of Jabuk and
the remainder of the locality of Ngarkat and the
remainder of Coorong District Council
incorporating the localities of Carcuma, Cooke
Plains, Coornandook, Ewornple, Ki Ki, Malinong,
Moorlands, Netherton, Peake, Poltalloch,
Sherlock, Tailem Bend, Wellington East and
Yumali, portions of the localities of Lake
Alexandrina and Naturi and the remainder of the
localities of Ashville, Coonalpyn, Jabuk and
Meningie East 26564 | +19%
Mawson 25710 | -14% | FromKaurna - The suburb of Maslin Beach w002 | 26612 | +21%
Morialta 26253 | +0.7% | From Bragg “The suburb of Auldana +478
From Hartley - The suburb of Newton and portion of the suburb | +5644
of Magill
From Newland - The suburb of Vista +776
Into Heysen - The localities of Ashton, Basket Range, -2320
Castambul, Cherryville, Marble Hill, Norton
Sumrmit, Summertown and Uraidia and portion of
the locailty of Montacute
Into Kavel - The localities of Forest Range, Lenswood and 2424
Lobethal
Into Schubert - The localities of Birdwood, Cudlee Creek, 2635
Gurneracha, Kenton Valley and Mount Torrens,
portion of the locality of Chain of Ponds and the
remainder of the locality of Cromer 25772 | 1.1%
Morphett 76367 | +2.5% | From Colton ~The suburb of Glenelg North 4554
Into Badcoe - The suburb of Plympton Park and the remainder -4031
of the suburb of Plympton
Into Gibson - Portion of the suburb of Somerton Park 2551 | 25239 | 3.0%
Mount 29865 | -46% | No Change
Gambier 24365 | -4.6%
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Boundary changes — elector impact

District

Before
Redistribution

Electors | Quota

Transfers { Comments

Change

After
Redistribution

Electors | Quota

Narungga

24979 -4.2%

From Frome

Into Frome

~Portion of Port Pirte Regiona Councl
incorporating the localities of Collinsfield,
Koolunga and Redhill and the remainder of the
localities of Clements Gap andMundoora and
portion of Wakefield Regional Council
incorporating the localities of Blyth, Bowilia,
Brinkworth, Burnsfield, Condowie, Everard
Central, Hart, Kybunga, Lake View, Marola,
Mourt Templeton, Rochester, Saints, Stow and
Whitwarta and portion of the locality of Hoyleton

- Portion of Adelide Plains Council incorporating
the locallties of Barabba, Calomba, Dublin,
Grace Plains, Lower Light, Mallala, Parharn,
Thompson Beach, Webb Beach and Windsor
and portions of the localities of Long Plains and
Wild Horse Plains and portion of Wakefield
Regional Council incorporating the localities of
Avon and Pinery and the remainder of the
localities of Long Plains and Wild Horse Plains

+1145

-1792

24332 -6.6%

Newland

26229 [ +0.6%

From Florey

Into Morialta
Into Schubert

~Portion of the suburb of Modbury North and the
remainder of the suburb of Modbury

- The suburb of Vista

- The localities of Forreston, Houghton, Hurmbug
Scrub, Inglewood, Kersbrook, Lower Hermitage,
Millorook, Paracormbe, Sampson Flat and Upper
Hermitagee and the remainder of the locality of
Chain of Ponds

+3819

-776
-2934

26338 +1.1%

Playford

26999 [ +3.6%

From Ramsay

Into Florey

“The suburb of Salisbury Downs and portion of
the suburb of Paralowie

- The suburbs of Para Hills, Para Hills West and
Parafield and portion of the suburb of Mawson
Lakes

+11078

-11968

26109, +0.2%

Port
Adelaide

28422 [ +91%

Tnto Enfield
Into Taylor

“The suburb of Gepps Cross
- The suburbs of Bolivar, Globe Derby Park and St
Kilda

-422
-507

27493 +55%

Ramsay

27646 | +6.1%

From Elizabeth
From Taylor
From Wright

Into Playford

~The suburb of Elzabeth Vale and portion of the
suburb of Elizabeth South

- The suburbs of Burton and Direk and the
remainder of the suburb of Salisbury North

- The suburbs of Brahma Lodge and Salisbury
South

- The suburb of Salisbury Downs and portion of
the suburb of Paralowie

+2760
+5522
+2321

-11078

27171 +43%

Reynell

25624 -1.7%

From Hurtle Vale

Into Hurtle Vale
Into Kaurna

~The suburb of Old Reynella and portion of e
suburb of Morphett Vale

- The suburb of Hackham West

- The suburbs of Noarlunga Centre and Port
Noarlunga and portions of the suburbs of Christie
Downs and Christies Beach

+11427

-2743
-7875

26433 +1.4%

Schubert

26415 | +14%

From King

From Morialta

From Newland

From Stuart

Into Frome

Into Light

The localities of Bibaringa, Uleybury and
Yattalunga

- The localities of Birdwood, Cudlee Creek,
Gurneracha, Kenton Valley and Mount Torrens,
portion of the locality of Chain of Ponds and the
remainder of the locality of Cromer

- The localities of Forreston, Houghton, Hurmbug
Scrub, Inglewood, Kersbrook, Lower Hermitage,
Millorook, Paracormbe, Sampson Flat and Upper
Hermitagee and the remainder of the locality of
Chain of Ponds

- Portion of Licht Regional Council incorporating
the locallties of Ebenezer, Koonunga, Moppa, St
Johns and St Kitts and portion of the locality of
Truro and portion of Mid Murray Council
incorporation portion of the locality of Truro

- Portion of Adelaide Piains Councilincorporating
the locallties cf Fischer, Korunye, Lewiston and
Redbanks and portion of the locality of Reeves
Plains, portion of Light Regional Council
incorporating the localities of Freeling, Kangaroo
Flat, Linwood, Magdala, Morn Hil, Pinkerton
Plains, Roseworthy, Templers, Wasleys and
Woolsheds and the remainder of the localities of
Hamley Bridge and Reeves Plains

- The localities of Gawler Belt, Gawler River and
\Ward Belt

+T17

+2635

+2934

+604

-5751

-756

26798 +2.8%
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Boundary changes — elector impact

District

Before
Redistribution

Electors | Quota

Transfers { Comments

Change

After
Redistribution

Electors | Quota

Stuart

23147 [ -11.2%

From Frome

Into Frome

Into Giles

Into Schubert

~ Portion of Northern Areas Council Incor poraing
the locallty of Narridy and the remainder of the
localities of Georgetown, Gladstone, Huddleston
and West Bundaleer and portion of Port Pirie
Regional Council incorporating the localties of
Bungama, Coonarnia, Crystal Brook, Germein
Bay, Lower Broughton, Merriton, Napperby,
Nelshaby, Nurom, Pirie East, Port Davis, Port
Pirie, Port Pirie South, Port Pirie West, Risdon
Park, Risdon Park Solth, Solomontown,
Wandearzh East, Wandearah West and
Warnertown

- The Regional Council of Goyder incorporating
the locallties of Apoinga, Australia Plains,
Baldina, Booborowie, Brady Creek, Bright,
Buchanan, Bundey, Burra, Burra Eastern
Districts, Canowie, Collinsville, Emu Downs,
Eudunda, Franklyn, Geranium Plains, Gum
Creek, Hallelujah Hills, Hallett, Hampden,
Henson, Julia, Koonoona, Leighton, Mongelata,
Mourt Bryan, Mount Bryan East, Neales Flat,
Ngapala, North Booborowie, Peep Hil, Pine
Creek, Point Pass, Porter Lagoon, Robertstow,
Rocky Plain, Sutherlands, Terowie, Ulooloo,
Whyte Yarcowie, Willalo, Wonna and Worlds
End and portions of the localities of Bower,
Brownlow, Canowie Bett, Dutton, Farrell Flat,
Frankton, Hansborough and Steinfeld; portion of
Light Regional Council incorporating the
localities of Bagot Well, Bethel, Fords, Harnilton
and Kapunda and the remainder of the locality of
Hensborough; portion of Mid Murray Council
incorporating the locality of Dutton East and the
remainder of the localities of Dutton and
Frankton and portion of Northern Areas Council
incorporating the localities of Andrews, Belalie
East, Belalie North, Broughton River Villey,
Bundaleer North, Euromina, Hacklins Cormer,
Jamestawn, Mayfield, Spalding and Washpool
and the remainder of the localty of Canowie Belt

- Portion of Port Augusta City Council
incorporating the localities of Blanche Harbor,
Commissariet Point and Port Augusta West and
portions of the localtties of Carriewerloo, Cultana,
Lincoln Gap and Mourt Arden

- Portion of Light Regional Council incorporating
the locallties of Ebenezer, Koonunga, Moppa, St
Johns and St Kitts and portion of the locality of
Truro and portion of Mid Murray Council
incorporation portion of the localty of Truro

+12774

-7206

-3140

604

24971 -4.2%

Taylor

28892 | +10.9%

From Lignt
From Port Adelaide

Into Frome

Into Ramsay

~Portion of the sUbUD of Munno Para West

- The suburbs of Bolivar, Globe Derby Park and St
Kilda

- Remainder of Adelzide Plains Council
incorporating the localities of Middle Beach, Port
Ganler and Two Wells

- The suburbs of Burton and Direk and the
remainder of the suburb of Salisbury North

+3610
+507

-1800

-5522

25687 -1.4%

Torrens

25702 -1.4%

From Florey

Into Hartle:

- The suburb of Valley View

- The suburb of Dernancourt

+4537
-2841

27398 +5.1%

Unley

26058 0.0%

From Elder
From Waite

Into Bragg

The suburb of Hawthorn

- The suburbs of Kingswood, Netherby and
Urtbrae

- The suburbs of Eastwood, Frewville, Glenside
and Glenunga and the remainder of the suburb
of Glen Osrnond

+1647
+3671

4554

26822 +2.9%

Waite

27460 | +54%

From Davenport
From Elder
Into Heysen

Into Unley

~The suburb of Bellevue Heights

- The suburbs of Clapham and Lower Mitcham

- The localities of Coromandel East and Crafers
West

- The suburbs of Kingswood, Netherby and
Urtbrae

+2020
+2832
-1325

-3671

27316 +4.8%

West
Torrens

26241 +0.7%

From Croydon

Into Badcoe.

- The remainder of the suburbs of Allenby
Gardens, Welland and West Hindmarsh
- The suburbs of Marleston and Netles

+1860

2617

25484 -2.2%

Wright

26923 [ +33%

From Florey
Into Ramsay

- Portion of the suburb of Modbury North
- The suburbs of Brahma Lodge and Salisbury
South

+1750
-2321

26352 +1.1%
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APPENDIX 14

Present and projected enrolments for Assembly Districts after redistribution

Relevant Date Projected Date Enrol .
% Quota hrolment
District 30/06/2020 o Quota 30/06/2022 variane Variance
‘ADELAIDE 25460 23 26382 02 922
BADCOE 26328 +1.0 26599 707 271
BLACK 25950 04 26497 103 547
BRAGG 25896 06 26015 6 119
CHAFFEY 25208 EX) 25957 EX) 749
CHELTENHAM 26423 T4 26636 708 213
CoLTon 27577 1538 26997 w22 580
CROYDON 26768 w27 27915 156 1147
DAVENPORT 26349 1 27198 129 849
DUNSTAN 26388 13 26724 A 336
ELDER 26951 w34 27461 139 510
ELZABETH 26769 w27 27534 w42 765
ENFELD 26043 01 26674 109 631
FINNISS 25670 N 26441 0.1 771
FLINDERS 24550 58 24370 78 180
FLOREY 25788 EX] 26295 05 505
FROME 26064 00 26590 706 526
GBSON 27217 w44 27238 31 21
GILES 24877 45 24838 60 39
HAMMOND 25367 27 26049 4 682
HARTLEY 25058 59 25826 23 768
HEVSEN 25562 EX) 25526 54 36
HURTLE VALE 25665 N 25789 24 124
KAURNA 27262 w46 27621 w45 359
KAVEL 25412 25 25804 24 392
KNG 26641 w22 26652 709 1
LFE 25018 40 25388 39 370
LiGHT 24877 45 26823 5 7946
VACKILLOP 26564 19 27301 w33 737
MAWSON 26612 2.1 27331 w34 719
MORIALTA 25772 EX] 26005 6 233
MORPHETT 25239 32 25101 50 138
MOUNT GAMBIER 24865 46 25703 27 838
NARUNGGA 24332 66 24708 65 376
NEWLAND 26338 K 26999 w22 661
PLAYFORD 26109 +02 25443 37 666
PORT ADELAIDE 27495 55 27547 w42 5
RAMSAY 27171 43 27250 31 79
REVNELL 26435 14 26220 08 215
SCHUBERT 26798 w28 26953 720 755
STUART 24971 42 25776 25 805
TAYLOR 25687 4 26734 2 1047
TORRENS 27398 5.1 26912 18 486
UNLEY 26822 w29 26913 18 o1
WAITE 27316 48 27057 w24 259
WEST TORRENS 25484 22 25677 28 195
WRIGHT 26362 K 26532 704 180
Total 1224894 1241999 17105
Quota 26062 26426

October 2020
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APPENDIX 15

Swing-to-lose figures based on the 2020 redistribution

Flinders
MacKillop

144
02!

L8 Croydon
Mount Gambier* 011t
t2.0 Playford Chaffey 061
©13 Ramsay Narungga 04t
jo.A Elizabeth _ R .
0.1 Port Adelaide P a2l
105 Cheltenham
Frome* 521
"0l Kauma

Schubert 031
031

a4l

Finniss.

tos West Torrens

Kavel

114 Giles Stuart 964
~2.3 Florey*
0.4 Taylor Unley 024
Morphett 02t
43 Reynell
Morialta 084
Gibson 051
14 Light Black 051
~3.0 Hurtle Vale Davenpart
Heysen
Dunstan
Los
Enfield i
109 Torrens Hartley 144
115 Lee Colton 184
L11 Badcoe
wright
301
& %
& B >
2
Labor - 20 Liberal - 27

48.1% Change from 2018 Election 51.9%

* Based on the 2018 Labor/Liberal two-party preferred figures, Frome, Maunt Gambier and Waite are notional Liberal seats
and Flarey is a notional Labor seat
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APPENDIX 16

District allocation based on 50:50 vote following the 2020 redistribution

Croydon
Flinders

MacKillop
Playford

Ramsay
Elizabeth
Port Adelaide
Cheltenham
Mount Gambier*

Chaffey

Narungga

Kaurna

West Tarrens

Giles

Flarey* Hammond
Bragg

Frome*

vel Schubert

Finniss.

eyl Kavel

B Stuart
Hurtle vale

Enfield ey

Moarphett

Morialta

Torrens Gibsan

Lee Black

Badcoe Davenpart

Heysen

Dunstan

Wright Waite*

Hartley
Colton

Labor - 23 Liberal - 24
50.0% 50.0%

» Based on the 2018 Labor/Liberal two-party preferred figures, Frome, Maunt Gambier and Waite are notional Liberal seats
and Flarey s a notional Lakior seat
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The Order of the Commission

Pursuant to Part 5 of the Constitution Act 1934 (SA) the Commission now makes and
publishes an ORDER making an electoral redistribution, namely, the redistribution
delineated and described in the district plans contained in the Schedule to this Order.
The names at the top of the plans are the names of the electoral districts. The
relationship of the electoral districts to one another is delineated in the three Rack
Plans numbered 1502, 1503, and 1504 which are deposited with the Surveyor-General,
Adelaide. (Any inconsistencies between the Rack Plans and the district plans are to

be resolved in favour of the district plans.)

The Commission DECLARES that the relevant date for the purpose of section 77 of
the Constitution Act is 30 June 2020. The total number of electors on the electoral roll
that day was 1,224,894 so that the quota for each of the 47 House of Assembly districts
is 26,062.

This Order shall be published in the Gazette.

Made at Adelaide this 18" day of November 2020 by the Electoral Districts Boundaries

Commission.

The Honourable Justice P Kelly — Chair

///i v{'(é-L/
Mr M Sherry — Member
/7%
Mr M P Burdett — Member

I/

Mr D Gully — Secretary
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Preliminary

The Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission was established by an amendment to
the Constitution Actin 1975. The Commission is a permanent and independent body.
Its statutory members are the senior puisne Judge of the Supreme Court, the Electoral
Commissioner and the Surveyor-General. Provision is made for a replacement in the
event of a nominated officer not being available. It is the task of the Commission to
redistribute the 47 electoral districts comprising the House of Assembly pursuant to
the Constitution Act whenever a statutory occasion arises. This occurs after the
holding of a general election for the House of Assembly. The Commission is required
to commence proceedings for the purpose of making an electoral redistribution within
24 months after each polling day and to complete the proceedings with all due

diligence.

The present members of the Commission are the Honourable Justice Patricia Kelly
(Chair), Mr Mick Sherry (the Electoral Commissioner) and Mr Michael Burdett (the

Surveyor-General).

A general election for the House of Assembly took place on 17 March 2018. The
Commission commenced its present proceedings in December 2019 after publishing
an advertisement in October 2019 in “The Advertiser” newspaper and other
metropolitan and regional newspapers inviting representations from interested
persons in relation to matters relating to the effect of amendments enacted by the
Constitution (One Vote One Value) Amendment Act 2017 (SA) (Amendment Act). The
form of the advertisement and a list of all the newspapers in which it was published,
with the respective publication dates, are set out in Appendix 1 to this Report. The
Commission published a second notice in “The Advertiser” and other metropolitan and
regional newspapers in December 2019 inviting representations from interested
persons in relation to the proposed redistribution. The form of the advertisement and
a list of all the newspapers in which it was published, with the respective publication
dates, are set out in Appendix 2. Appendix 3 contains the form of an advertisement
relating to the Commission’s regional hearing and a list of newspapers in which it was
published in June 2020.
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The persons and bodies from whom the Commission received written representations
are listed in Appendix 4. The Commission has considered each of these written
representations. All of these persons were given the opportunity of appearing before
the Commission, in person or by counsel or other representative, and of giving or
calling oral evidence. The Commission held public hearings in Adelaide and Port
Augusta. They began on 3 December 2019. They were held in the Supreme Court
Complex, 1 Gouger Street, Adelaide and the Court House in Port Augusta.

Appendix 5 contains the form of an advertisement, published on Saturday 15 August
2020, advising the Commission’s publishing of its Draft Report and calling for written
submissions pursuant to section 85 of the Constitution Act. A further advertisement
advising a public hearing to allow for oral submissions in respect of written
submissions, published on Saturday 22 August 2020, is shown in Appendix 6.

A list of persons and bodies making written submissions on the Draft Report, with the

dates received, is included as Appendix 7.

Particulars of all public hearings are given in Appendix 8, along with the names of
withesses called before the Commission and the names of persons and bodies who

made oral submissions. A list of all exhibits received is presented in Appendix 9.

During the ongoing work of the Commission, the public has had access, via the
Commission’s website, to the representations lodged, transcripts of hearings and
exhibits received by the Commission, as well as advance notice of future hearings. In
addition, general information about the Commission, relevant legislation and previous
Reports and exhibits dating back to 2003 are allavailable for viewing. Exhibits referred
to in this Report but not reproduced as appendices may be viewed on the website at:

http://edbc.sa.gov.au.

By early October 2020 about 6,550 unique users had visited the website, many of
them more than once. Total visits are currently over 12,553. The large number of visits

since May demonstrates a keen interest in the work of the Commission.
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During the hearings, the Commission had the valuable assistance of Mr T Besanko,
who was instructed by the Commission, as well as Mr T Duggan QC with Mr J Teague
for the Liberal Party of Australia (SA Division) (the Liberal Party), Mr B Doyle and Mr
A Tisato for the Australian Labor Party (SA Branch) (the Labor Party), and Mr P Black

for the Australian Democrats (SA Division) (the Democrats).
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The 2016 Redistribution and the 2018 Election results

The last South Australian election was held on 17 March 2018. Going into that
election, the Labor Party held 24 seats and the Liberal Party held 20 seats. There
were three independent Members, being Mr Bell, the Member for Mount
Gambier, Mr Brock, the Member for Frome and Mr Hamilton-Smith, the Member
for Waite. The two-party preferred figures for the 2014 election were 47.0 per
cent for Labor and 53.0 per cent for the Liberals. Fisher and Frome were
notionally Liberal. Afterthe 2016 redistribution, Frome was notionally Liberal and
Fisher, while won by Labor at a by-election in late 2014, was subsequently
redrawn and renamed Hurtle Vale as a notional Labor seat. That redistribution
also placed Colton, Elder, Mawson and Newland on the Liberal side, giving it
notionally 27 seats against 20 for Labor. Accepting that classification, the Liberal
Party would be able to form government should it retain a majority of the two-
party preferred vote. The Labor Party — relying on the 2016 post redistribution
pendulum — achieving a uniform swing to it of 3.2 per cent would gain the seats
of Adelaide, Black, Gibson, Mawson and Newland giving it 25 seats and enabling
it to form government. The notional Labor Party two-party preferred vote would

then have been 50.2 per cent.

To demonstrate this in a more simplified manner, the Commission, at the request
of parties making representations to it, prepared a pendulum based on a 50:50
vote with 24 seats on the Liberal side against 23 seats for Labor. The most
marginal seats were then Gibson and Mawson on the Liberal side, both with a
swing-to-lose figure of 0.2 per cent, and Black on the Labor side at 0.4 per cent
(Appendix 13 to the 2016 Report).

At the 2018 election, the Labor Party won 19 seats in its own right and the Liberal
Party 25. The seats of Florey, Frome and Mount Gambier were retained by the
sitting members, Ms Bedford, Mr Brock and Mr Bell respectively, who had
contested their seats as Independents. On a notional two-party preferred basis
the Liberal Party won 51.9 per cent of the vote and the Labor Party 48.1 per cent.
The swing away from the Liberal Party was not uniform.  Again, those figures

were reached by conducting a re-throw of the votes of the winning independent




image9.png
candidates in the seats of Florey, Frome and Mount Gambier, and by doing the
same in the seats of Chaffey, Elizabeth, Finniss, Giles, Hammond, Heysen,
Kavel, MacKillop, Narungga, Port Adelaide, Ramsay and Taylor in relation to the

second placed candidates.

The 2018 election saw a third political party gain considerable support with
candidates endorsed by Nick Xenophon's SA-BEST contesting 36 seats and
achieving 14.1 per cent of the first preference votes across the State. While not
winning a seat, SA-BEST candidates finished second in 12 of the 15 districts
where the Labor or Liberal candidate finished third in the final outcome. The
Labor Party finished third in nine contests, seven to SA-Best and two to
Independents, while the Liberal Party finished third in six contests, five to SA-

Best and one to an Independent.

These outcomes were published by the Electoral Commission of South Australia
in its publication “Election Statistics”. The two-party preferred split is given at
page 237 of that publication. That publication was received as Exhibit 4 by the

Commission.

The Liberal Party was able to form government on the floor of the House of

Assembly in its own right without the support of any Independents.

By-elections for the districts of Cheltenham and Enfield were held on 9 February
2019. Labor candidates won both seats, against a Liberal Democratic Party
candidate in Cheltenham and an Independent candidate in Enfield, with no change

to the majority on the floor of the House of Assembly.

At the 2018 election, Mr Duluk, the then Member for Davenport, stood for re-
election as a Liberal Party candidate for the district of Waite. Subsequent to
being re-elected and in February 2020, he suspended his membership with the

Liberal Party and took up a position on the cross-bench.
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2.1

Appendix 10 shows the swing-to-lose figures following the 2018 election.
Appendix 11 contains the comparison of the number of electors enrolled at the

election, as against the number projected at the 2016 redistribution.

Particular issues confronting the Commission during this redistribution

Introduction

There are two issues that arise for consideration in the current electoral

redistribution which the Commission has not had to address previously.

First, the Constitution Act has been amended since the Commission conducted
its last electoral redistribution. It is therefore necessary for the Commission to
consider the effects of amendments made to the Constitution Act and what its

statutory task is in light of the amendments that have been made by Parliament.

Second, as a consequence of the global COVID-19 pandemic, the State has
experienced a sustained period of travel restrictions, amongst other restrictions,
which have resulted in international and interstate travel being significantly
curtailed for a number of months. It is necessary for the Commission to consider
what, if any, effect these restrictions will have on the population projections for

each of the electoral districts between the relevant date and the next election.

There is a further matter which the Commission must address. It is a submission
made by the Liberal Party that the Commission is not permitted to have regard
to certain materials provided by the Labor Party shortly prior to and at the public
hearing on 18 May 2020, by reason of section 85(2) and (3) of the Constitution
Act. The Commission indicated at the hearing on 18 May 2020 that it would
consider this submission and determine whether it can and should have regard
to this material. This issue is addressed in section 3.1. Each of the first two

issues will be considered in turn.
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2.2 Amendment to the Constitution Act 1934 (SA)

The Commission is required by section 82 of the Constitution Act to commence
proceedings for the purpose of making an electoral redistribution within 24
months after each general election of members of the House of Assembly is held.
Division 2 of Part 5 of the Constitution Act, in which section 82 appears, governs
how each electoral redistribution undertaken by the Commission must be

conducted.

The most recent general election for the House of Assembly was held on 17
March 2018. The Commission commenced proceedings for its present
redistribution within 24 months after this date, as required by section 82. The
Commission’s last redistribution was commenced in February 2016 (within 24
months of the general election for the House of Assembly held on 15 March
2014).

Between the Commission completing its last redistribution, and its order being
published in the Government Gazette pursuant to section 86(1) of the
Constitution Act, and the last general election being held on 17 March 2018, the
Constitution Act was amended by the Amendment Act. The Amendment Act
commenced on 12 December 2017. As a consequence of the Amendment Act,
the Constitution Act, and more specifically section 83, is in different terms to that
which was in force at the time the Commission conducted its last redistribution,
after the general election held on 15 March 2014. It is therefore necessary for
the Commission to consider the effects of the amendments enacted by the

Amendment Act in its present proceedings for a redistribution.

Prior to the commencement of the Amendment Act, section 83 of the Constitution

Actread as follows:

83—Electoral fairness and other criteria

(1) In making an electoral redistribution the Commission must ensure, as far as
practicable, that the electoral redistribution is fair to prospective candidates and
groups of candidates so that, if candidates of a particular group attract more than
50 per cent of the popular vote (determined by aggregating votes cast throughout
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the State and allocating preferences to the necessary extent), they will be elected
in sufficient numbers to enable a government to be formed.

(2) In making an electoral redistribution, the Commission must have regard, as far as
practicable, to—

(@) the desirability of making the electoral redistribution so as to reflect
communities of interest of an economic, social, regional or other kind;

(b)  the population of each proposed electoral district;
(c)  the topography of areas within which new electoral boundaries will be drawn;

(d) the feasibility of communication between electors affected by the
redistribution and their parliamentary representative in the House of
Assembly;

(e) the nature of substantial demographic changes that the Commission
considers likely to take place in proposed electoral districts between the
conclusion of its present proceedings and the date of the expiry of the present
term of the House of Assembly,

and may have regard to any other matters it thinks relevant.

(3) For the purposes of this section a reference to a group of candidates includes not
only candidates endorsed by the same political party but also candidates whose
political stance is such that there is reason to believe that they would, if elected in
sufficient numbers, be prepared to act in concert to form or support a government.

The Amendment Act made three changes to the Constitution Act. First, it
removed section 83(1). Second, it removed section 83(3). Third, it added a new

provision: section 83A.

Section 83A does not impose any requirement or obligation on the Commission.
Rather, it provides that the Premier must undertake a review of the operation of
section 83, as amended by the Amendment Act, with that review to commence
within 12 months of the last State election (i.e. by 17 March 2019), and following
that review prepare a report, which must be laid before each House of Parliament
within 12 days of being prepared. No such report has been brought to the
attention of the Commission. In these circumstances, section 83A need not be

considered further by the Commission.

What then are the effects of the deletion of section 83(1) and (3) from the
Constitution Act by the Amendment Act?
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In light of the deletion of section 83(1) and (3), there is, self-evidently, no longer
a requirement on the Commission to ensure, as far as practicable, that the
electoral redistribution it is required by section 82 to undertake is fair to
prospective candidates and groups of candidates in that if candidates of a
particular group attract more than 50 per cent of the State-wide two-party
preferred vote they will be elected in sufficient numbers to enable a government
to be formed. What has been described as the “fairness clause” or the “electoral

fairness clause” has been removed from the Constitution Act.

Section 83(2) of the Constitution Act was not amended by the Amendment Act.
it remains in the same form as set out above. The heading of section 83 has
changed from “Electoral fairness and other criteria” to “Criteria”. However, since
section headings do not form part of the Constitution Act by reason of section
19(2) of the Acts Interpretation Act 1915 (SA), this amendment has little, if any,
relevance. In any event, the change merely reflects the removal of section 83(1)
and (3).

Section 77 of the Constitution Act was also not amended by the Amendment Act.

It continues to read as follows:

77 — Basis of redistribution

(1)  Whenever an electoral redistribution is made, the redistribution shall be made upon
the principle that the number of electors comprised in each electoral district must
not (as at the relevant date) vary from the electoral quota by more than the
permissible tolerance.

(2) Inthis section —
electoral quota means the nearest integral number obtained by dividing the total
number of electors for the House of Assembly (as at the relevant date) by the
number of electoral districts into which the State is to be divided as at the first polling
day for which the order is to be effective;

permissible tolerance means a tolerance of ten per centum;

the relevant date means a date specified in an order as the relevant date, being a
date falling not earlier than six months before the date of the order.

In light of the removal of section 83(1) and (3), the two critical sections that govern
the electoral redistribution the Commission is required to undertake are sections

77 and 83(2). Both of these sections were interpreted and ascribed meaning by
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the Full Court in Martin v Electoral Districts Boundaries Commission (Martin).1
The delivery of this decision preceded the introduction of the bill which became
the Amendment Act. The Commission is bound to apply the interpretation given
to sections 77 and 83(2) of the Constitution Act by the Court in Martin, subject to

whatever the effects of the Amendment Act are.

The Commission called for and received written submissions about the effect of
the Amendment Act. It also conducted a public hearing on 3 December 2019 for
the purpose of receiving submissions about this issue. At that hearing, Counsel
assisting the Commission advanced submissions to the Commission in relation
to the issue. Submissions were also advanced on behalf of the Democrats, the
Labor Party and the Liberal Party, both in writing prior to the hearing on 3
December 2019 and at that hearing. The Australian Greens SA and the Electoral
Reform Society of South Australia made written representations to the
Commission about the issue prior to the hearing, but did not appear before the
Commission at the hearing. The Commission is grateful to these parties for their
submissions, which it has considered. In large measure, the parties that
appeared at the hearing on 3 December 2019 did not disagree with the
submissions advanced by Counsel assisting the Commission as to the effect of
the Amendment Act. However, they did advance different submissions at the
hearing on 3 December 2019, and subsequently, both in writing and orally, about
the methodology that the Commission ought (but was not required) to adopt,

including in light of the amendments made by the Amendment Act.

Three issues arise for consideration consequent on the passing of the

Amendment Act.

1. What was the meaning ascribed to sections 77 and 83(2) by the Court in
Martin, and do those sections continue to bear those meanings

notwithstanding the passage of the Amendment Act?

(2017) 127 SASR 362.
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2. Can the Commission have regard to the principle that was contained within
section 83(1), notwithstanding that section 83(1) was repealed by the
Amendment Act?

3. Can the Commission have regard to the existing electoral boundaries

having regard to the changes effected by the Amendment Act?

By way of summary, it is the view of the Commission that sections 77 and 83(2)
continue to bear the meanings ascribed to them by the Court in Martin,
notwithstanding the passage of the Amendment Act, and the Commission is
bound to undertake the electoral redistribution in accordance with those sections,

as interpreted by the Court.

In respect of the second question, it is the Commission's view that,
notwithstanding the passage of the Amendment Act, it is permitted but not
required for it to have regard to the principle that was contained in section 83(1)
of the Constitution Act. No party submitted to the contrary. The Commission
considers that it is appropriate for it to have regard to this principle. The manner
in and extent to which it has had regard to the principle is addressed in the section
headed “Methodology of the Commission”. However, it should be noted at this
juncture that the principle is subordinate to section 77 (as was the position prior
to the commencement of the Amendment Act in any event), and it rises no higher
than a consideration to which regard may be had by the Commission: it is a
discretionary consideration, not a mandatory consideration to which the
Commission must have regard (see section 83(2)(a)-(e) for the mandatory

considerations).

As to the third question, the Commission is of the view that it can have regard to
the existing boundaries notwithstanding the passage of the Amendment Act.
Once again, no party submitted that it was precluded by the Amendment Act from
doing so. It is also of the view that it will have regard to the existing boundaries,
for the reasons explained in the section headed “The Methodology of the

Commission”. The Commission’s reasons follow.
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In order to address the effects of the Amendment Act, it is necessary to set out
what the proper construction of sections 77 and 83 was prior to the passage of

the Amendment Act.

In Martin, both Kourakis CJ and the majority (Kelly, Blue, Bampton and Hinton
JJ) rejected the contention that section 77 implicitly required the Commission to
pursue the objective of achieving an electoral redistribution in which each

electoral district has an equal number of electors.2

The majority reasoned that there was nothing in the text, context or purpose of
section 77 or section 83 which supported such a contention. Rather, section 77,
properly construed, is an “absolute” or “paramount” requirement on the
Commission, which focuses on the outcome of the redistribution. The section
says nothing about the matters or objectives the Commission is to have regard
to when undertaking an electoral redistribution (except to the extent that the
Commission is required to make the redistribution on the basis that the number
of electors comprised in each electoral district must not vary from the “electoral
quota” by more than 10 per cent at “the relevant date”). Section 77 only requires
“substantial equality”, in the sense that the number of electors in each electoral
district cannot vary by more than 10 per cent from the electoral quota at the

relevant date; absolute equality is not required.

By contrast, section 83 set out the matters to which the Commission was to have
regard when conducting an electoral redistribution, with the requirement set out
in section 83(1) assuming primacy over the criteria set out in section 83(2). In
other words, there was in effect a hierarchy between the relevant provisions.
Section 77 was paramount — the Commission was required to comply with it.
Section 83(1) prescribed a matter that the Commission had to ensure, as far as
practicable, within the parameter set by section 77. Section 83(2) contained

criteria to which the Commission was required to have regard, within the confines

Martin at [8], [71]-[73], [80] per Kourakis CJ; [184], [195], [200], [202], [207], [208], [209], [212],
[214]-[216] per Kelly, Blue, Bampton and Hinton JJ.
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of section 77 and the requirement to ensure, as far as practicable, that section

83(1) was complied with.?

The Chief Justice held that it was implicit from sections 77 and 83 that the
Commission was required to have regard to the desirability of achieving a
redistribution in which each electoral district has an equal nhumber of electors on

both “the relevant date” and the date of the next election.#

However, his Honour rejected the contention that it was implicit that section 77
required the Commission to pursue the objective of achieving numerical equality,
essentially for two reasons. First, the asserted implied objective would
undermine the principle upon which the objective was said to be based, namely
that each vote should have an equal “value” (compare the majority at [189]).
Second, the implication of the objective would be inconsistent with the expressly
imposed predominant objective contained in section 83(1): the asserted implied

objective was inconsistent with section 83(1).

The majority held that it was not necessary to address whether it was implicit in
section 77 that the desirability of achieving a redistribution in which each electoral
district had an equal number of electors on both “the relevant date” and the date
of the next election was a mandatory relevant consideration because it had not
been properly raised by the appellant. In any event, it was clear that the
Commission did in fact have regard to this desirability, pursuant to its “residual
discretion” conferred by section 83(2), in making its last order (which was the

subject of the challenge in Martin) 5

The reasoning of the majority in Martin is inconsistent with the conclusion that
the desirability of achieving numerical equality is an implied mandatory
consideration to which the Commission must have regard when conducting an
electoral redistribution. The Commission is obliged to follow and apply the

reasoning in Martin; the reasoning summarised above forms part of the ratio of

Martin at [214].
Martin at [60}-[70].
Martin at [215], [234], [236].
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the decision of the majority, the appellant’s fundamental contention being that it
was an implied requirement that the Commission pursue the objective of
achieving a redistribution in which each electoral district has an equal number of
electors. Therefore, whilst the majority did not expressly address the contention
that the desirability of numerical equality between electoral districts is a
mandatory consideration, the reasoning of the majority requires the Commission

to reject such a contention.

However, as the majority made clear, the Commission may have regard to the
desirability of achieving numerical equality between electoral districts on the
relevant date, and indeed on election day, if it thinks this is appropriate to do so,
pursuant to section 83(2), along with the matters identified in section 83(2)(a)-
(e). It is not required to do so, but it may permissibly do so. This is
notwithstanding that section 83(2)(b) and (e) address, in part, the size of electoral

districts.

The Amendment Act did not effect any amendments to sections 77 or 83(2).
Therefore, the only reasons why sections 77 and 83(2) would not continue to
bear the meanings given to them by the Court in Martin are if the other
amendments made by the Amendment Act, viewed in context, evidence an
intention on the part of Parliament to alter the meanings given to sections 77 and
83(2) by the Court. If the reasoning of the Court in Martin as to the proper
construction of sections 77 and 83(2) was based upon the existence of sections
83(1) and 83(3) such that by the deletion of sections 83(1) and 83(3) the decision
is distinguishable or otherwise of little assistance to the Commission in
determining what it is now required by sections 77 and 83(2) to do when

conducting an electoral redistribution.

The Commission does nhot consider that the Amendment Act evinces an intention
on the part of Parliament to alter the meaning given to section 77 or section 83(2)

by the Court in Martin. It holds this view for the following reasons.

First, the text of section 77 and section 83(2) was not altered by the Amendment
Act.
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Second, whilst the context in which they appear has altered, in that
sections 83(1) and 83(3) have been removed, the absence of section 83(1) or
section 83(3) does not lead to any different construction of section 77 to that
reached by the majority in Martin. Section 83(2) is now no longer subordinate to
section 83(1), but whilst the Commission must have regard to the matters
prescribed by section 83(2), it can only do so within the confines of section 77,
which continues to impose the parameter or mark the boundary within which the
Commission must conduct the electoral redistribution. In effect, all that has
happened is that the paramount “input” has been removed as the “input” the
Commission is required to pursue as far as practicable in preference to the other

“inputs” in section 83.

Third, the title of the Amendment Act, to the extent that regard may be had to the
short title or the long title of the Act,¢ does not assist in the interpretation of Part
5 of the Constitution Act in light of the amendments made by the Amendment
Act. The long title of the Amendment Act is simply “An Act to amend the
Constitution Act 1934”. This provides no insight into the effect of the
amendments made by the Amendment Act. The short title of the Amendment
Act is the Constitution (One Vote One Value) Amendment Act 2017. This again
provides no insight into the intended effect of the Amendment Act. This is
because the meaning of the words “one vote one value” is “contested”. As
Kourakis CJ said in Martin at [33], “The meaning of, and fairness of, the catchcry

‘one vote one value’ were, and remain, contested ground”.

The Commission may have regard to the long title of the Amendment Act but it is unclear whether
it may have regard to the short title: see D C Pearce and R S Geddes, Statutory Interpretation in
Australia (7" ed., 2011) at [4.46] and [4.47] (and the authorities cited therein). As a matter of
principle, regard may be had to the short title of an Act when construing it, since the short title is
passed by Parliament, and therefore forms part of the Act. Indeed, in the case of the Amendment
Act s 1 of the Act is the short title. The Constitution Act must be read in light of the Amendment
Act, includings 1. Atthe very least, the short title and the Amendment Act form part of the context
in which Part 5 must be construed, the latter being part of the legislative history of Part 5.
However, as the short title is frequently a mere statement of identification, it will rarely be of
assistance in construing an Act.
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The meaning of the statement is also unclear. In Martin, Kourakis CJ stated:

[34] The appellant relies heavily on the aphorism ‘one vote one value’ in support of its
contention that s 77 of the Constitution implies numerical equality of electors as an
objective or relevant consideration. Generally the phrase means that electorates
should be as close to numerically equal so that each elector’s vote carries the same
‘value’ in electing a representative. In a simplistic, non-party, representative model
electors in numerically equal electorates may have votes of equal value if the
interests of electors within each electorate are largely homogenous but different to
the interests of electors in the other electorates. That might be the case if electorates
are constituted solely by communities of interest of the kind referred by s 83(2)(a) of
the Constitution Act. However that is not a contemporary political reality.

However, the majority said:

[189] ...“One vote one value” refers to the value of an individual elector’s vote; whereas
subsection 77(1) is concerned with substantial equality of numbers of electors
across electoral districts. The former encompasses the latter but the reverse is not
necessarily the case. In any event, to suggest that a principle of “one vote one value”
is embodied in subsection 77(1) begs the question as to its meaning and any
implication to be drawn from it.

[224] ...the Commission adopted from the Labor Party’s submissions the shorthand term
“one vote one value” as designating an objective of numerical equality of electors in
each electoral district (although as observed above that slogan in fact refers to a
different concept).

Assuming, consistently with the reasons of the majority, that the phrase “one vote
one value” refers to the value of an individual elector's vote, the remarks of
Gleeson CJ, writing extra-judicially, are pertinent (and indeed consistent with
what the majority said at [189]): “[e]xactly how a vote is valued is not clear”.”
Therefore, whilst it may be inferred from the short title, to the extent that regard
may be had to it when construing the effect of the Amendment Act, that the
purpose of the amendments was to further the objective of achieving equality of
value or influence between individual elector’'s votes, the mere removal of section
83(1) and (3) is on one view consistent with this purpose. Thus, it cannot be
inferred from this purpose, arguably expressed in the short title of the Act, that
Parliament intended to alter the interpretation given to sections 77 or 83(2) by
the majority Court in Martin. It is not possible to draw any further conclusions

about the purpose of the Amendment Act from its short title.

Chief Justice Murray Gleeson, “The Shape of Representative Democracy” (2001) 27 Monash
University Law Review 1 at 6.
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Fourth, whilst the change to the heading of section 83 is a matter to which regard
may be had in construing section 83, and indeed Part 5, as it either was effected
by section 3 of the Amendment Act (which is not clear) or forms part of the context
in which section 83 is to be construed, it does not assist; the change merely

reflects the removal of section 83(1) and (3).

Fifth, the Second Reading Speeches for the bill which became the Amendment
Act do not assist in the interpretation of the effect of the Amendment Act. Regard
may be had to the Second Reading Speech for an Act to identify the mischief to
which the Act is directed, and otherwise its purpose, as such speeches form part
of the context in which the text must be construed, and must be construed from
the outset, but extrinsic materials cannot be used to identify the meaning the
speechmaker attributed to a legislative provision or to displace the clear meaning
of the text of the Act.®

The Second Reading Speech for the bill in its original form does not assist in
identifying the purpose or mischief that the Amendment Act was intended to
address because the bill as originally proposed was in a materially different form
to the Amendment Act. it would have replaced section 77 with a very different
provision, as well as removed section 83(1) and (3), and would have, by reason
of section 88 of the Constitution Act, required a referendum in order to receive
assent and come into operation (indeed a separate bill dealing with a referendum

was proposed).

Martin at [187], [222] per Kelly, Blue, Bampton and Hinton JJ. See also CIC Insurance Ltd v
Bankstown Football Club Ltd (1997) 187 CLR 384 at 408 per Brennan CJ, Dawson, Toohey and
Gummow JJ; Project Blue Sky Inc v Australian Broadcasting Authority (1998) 194 CLR 355 at
[69]{71] per McHugh, Gummow, Kirby and Hayne JJ; Alcan (NT) Alumina Pty Litd v
Commissioner of Territory Revenue (2009) 239 CLR 27 at [47] per Hayne, Heydon, Crennan and
Kiefel JJ; Certain Lloyd's Underwriters v Cross (2012) 248 CLR 378 at [23]{26] per French CJ
and Hayne J, at [68]-[70] per Crennan and Bell JJ and at [88]-{89] per Kiefel J; Commissioner
of Taxation (Cth) v Consolidated Media Holdings Ltd (2012) 250 CLR 503 at [39], Thiess v
Collector of Customs (2014) 250 CLR 664 at [22]-[23], North Australian Aboriginal Justice
Agency Ltd v Northern Territory (2015) 256 CLR 569 at [11]; Firebird Global Master Fund Il Ltd
v Republic of Nauru (2015) 258 CLR 31 at [173] per Nettle and Gordon JJ; Military Rehabilitation
and Compensation Commission v May (2016) 257 CLR 468 at [10] per French CJ, Kiefel, Nettle
and Gordon JJ; Tabcorp Holdings Ltd v State of Victoria (2016) 90 ALJR 376 at [8], SZTAL v
Minister for Immigration and Border Protection (2017) 262 CLR 362 at [14] per Kiefel CJ, Nettle
and Gordon JJ and at [36]-[38] per Gageler J.
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The Second Reading Speech for the bill as passed also does not assist in the
identification of the purpose of the Amendment Act. In delivering the Speech in
the House of Assembly, the then Attorney-General, the Honourable John Rau

MP, said, relevantly:

The amendments to section 83 of the Constitution Act bring the task of the Electoral
Districts Boundaries Commission more into line with the task of the equivalent bodies in
other jurisdictions in Australia. The commission will in future be required to make its
redistributions on the basis of the principle in section 77 of the Constitution Act, as well as
having regard, as far as practicable, to the factors in section 83(2) of the Constitution Act.

The bill seeks to reinstate the primacy of equality between electorates and acknowledges
the obvious political reality in contemporary politics that a notion of voters only directing
their minds to one of two parties is transparently not in accordance with reality.

What this means, so far as the intended purpose of the Amendment Act, or the
mischief it was intended to address, is not immediately apparent. The statement
that the bill “seeks to reinstate the primacy of equality between electorates”
appears to reflect a misunderstanding as to the meaning of sections 77 and 83,
and implicitly the decision in Martin. Section 77, as interpreted in Martin,
provided for equality between electorates, albeit only to the extent that the
Commission was required to ensure that the number of electors in each electoral
district was within 10 per cent of the electoral quota at the relevant date, and it
had “primacy” over section 83(1) and (3), in that it was the parameter in which
the Commission was required to operate — the Commission was not required to
and could not depart from the requirement contained in section 77 in order to
achieve the aim in section 83(1) or in drawing the boundaries by reference to the
matters set out in section 83(2). The removal of section 83(1) and (3) does not

change this.

The Amendment Act was passed following the last electoral redistribution
conducted by the Commission. In conducting the last electoral redistribution, the
Commission gave full effect to section 83(1), as it was required to do, properly
construed, within the context of sections 77 and 83(2). In doing so it departed
from the approach it had previously undertaken during prior redistributions, as it
noted in its report for that redistribution. It can be inferred from this fact and the

statements in the Second Reading Speech that the purpose of the Amendment
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Act was to remove the requirement placed on the Commission by section 83(1).
However, it does not follow that the purpose of the Amendment Act was to alter
the meaning of section 77 in light of the decision in Martin. Indeed, there is no
reference to the decision in Martin, or the interpretation placed on section 77 by
the Court, in the Second Reading Speech. Rather, the Second Reading Speech
refers to the effect of the amendments being to require the Commission to
undertake electoral redistributions on the basis of the “principle in section 77~
and the criteria in section 83(2) —i.e. what it is required to do putting aside section
83(1).

The statements that the Amendment Act would require the Commission to make
its redistributions on the basis of the “principle in section 77...as well as having
regard, as far as practicable, to the factors in section 83(2) of the Constitution
Act”, and that its purpose was “to reinstate the primacy of equality between
electorates and [acknowledge] the obvious political reality in contemporary
politics that a notion of voters only directing their minds to one of two parties”,
are consistent with the purpose of the Amendment Act being simply to remove
section 83(1) as a requirement on the Commission when conducting electoral
redistributions. The Second Reading Speech does not support the conclusion
that the purpose or one of the purposes of the Amendment Act was to alter the
interpretation of sections 77 or 83(2) of the Constitution Act, in light of the
decision in Martin, or to overcome the decision in Martin. The purpose of the
Amendment Act, as apparent from the text of that Act itself and the Second
Reading Speech, was to remove the requirement on the Commission imposed
by section 83(1); the “mischief” addressed by the Amendment Act was the

existence of the requirement imposed on the Commission by section 83(1).

Accordingly, the meaning of sections 77 and 83(2) has not been affected by the

Amendment Act.

In the Commission’s view the removal of section 83(1) has not affected the
majority’s reasoning on the proper construction of section 77 or section 83(2).
Even if the decision of Martin could be distinguished or was no longer binding on

the Commission by reason of the Amendment Act, and the process of
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construction was to be undertaken without reference to the decision, the
Commission is of the view that properly construed sections 77 and 83(2) have

the meanings ascribed to them by the majority in Martin.

As such, the Commission is required to undertake the current electoral
redistribution on the basis that the electoral districts cannot contain a number of
electors that varies from the electoral quota at the relevant date by more than 10
per cent. Within that parameter, it is required to have regard to the matters set
out in section 83(2)(a)—(e) in conducting the electoral redistribution and drawing
the electoral districts. It can also have regard to the desirability of numerical
equality between electoral districts at the relevant date, and also at election day,
when conducting the electoral redistribution. That said, giving effect to the
desirability of achieving numerical equality between electoral districts should not
be at the expense of giving consideration and effect to the mandatory
considerations listed in section 83(2)(a)—(e). It is a matter of considering and
weighing up each factor, and seeking to give effect to each one, in light of the

other considerations.

However, this leads to the second and third questions earlier identified. To what
extent can the Commission have regard to the desirability of achieving “electoral
fairness”, which was enshrined in section 83(1), in light of the repeal of section
83(1), and the existing boundaries, given that they were drawn when section

83(1) was in force?

Turning to the second question, the Commission considers that it can have
regard to the desirability of achieving State-wide “electoral fairness” pursuant to
section 83(2). This is because the Amendment Act, construed in context, does
not evidence an intention on the part of Parliament that the Commission is not
permitted to have regard to this desirability pursuant to section 83(2),
notwithstanding the repeal of section 83(1). The repeal of section 83(1) does not
evince an intention on the part of Parliament to reinstate the mischief that
Parliament was intending to address by the introduction of section 83(1) in the

first place, and that Parliament intended that the Commission would not be
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permitted to consider and seek to address this mischief when undertaking an

electoral redistribution.

It emerges from the text viewed in context, and in particular by reference to the
Second Reading Speech, that Parliament intended to remove the obligation
imposed upon the Commission by section 83(1), hence its repeal. It can be
inferred that the purpose behind the removal of this requirement was the
Commission’s previous electoral redistribution, which proceeded on the basis (as
required by sections 77, 83(1) and 83(2)) that within the 10 per cent tolerance
parameter set by section 77 the Commission was required to ensure as far as
practicable that it undertook electoral redistributions upon the principle
enunciated in section 83(1), with the matters set out in section 83(2) being
mandatory relevant considerations, but subordinate to the overarching
requirement contained in section 83(1). But it does not follow from this that the
removal of the overarching requirement to pursue “electoral fairness” imposed
upon the Commission, that the purpose of the Amendment Act was to prevent
the Commission from ever having regard to the desirability of achieving State-
wide “electoral fairness”. Parliament did not say thisin the text of the Amendment
Act, viewed in context, including in the context of the Second Reading Speech
for the Amendment Act. The concluding words to section 83(2) remain
unchanged. It cannot be inferred that Parliament intended to limit those words
to exclude the desirability of achieving State-wide “electoral fairness” in the
absence of anything express in the Amendment Act, or the identification of such
a purpose in the Amendment Act. This is particularly so in circumstances where
there is a difference between being required to pursue as the primary objective
State-wide “electoral fairness” and simply having regard to the desirability of
State-wide “electoral fairness” as one factor among a number; the mere repeal
of the former does not lead to the conclusion that Parliament implicitly intended
to limit the very broad words at the conclusion of section 83(2) by excluding the
latter from the Commission’s consideration. Moreover, such an inference cannot
be drawn in circumstances where inequality in the “value” or “influence” of a vote
may be caused intentionally (through a gerrymander) or unintentionally by
“locking up” votes for one political party, or electors who support it, into one ora

handful of electoral districts, as much as the drawing of electoral districts with an
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unequal number of electors may create such inequality. Naturally occurring
disproportion in the number of electors supporting one political party in particular
districts has in the past been an issue in this State. It cannot be inferred that
Parliament intended to prevent the Commission from having regard to, and
seeking to redress, subject to the express requirements of sections 77 and

83(2)(a)—(e), such naturally occurring disproportion, in these circumstances.

As the Chief Justice pointed out in Martin the democratic principle that there
should be equality of influence or between votes will be undermined where

gerrymandering or naturally occurring disproportion is allowed to occur.

In light of the importance of this democratic principle, which is the same principle
that underpins the desirability of numerical equality between electoral districts,
Parliament would have used express words if it had intended to prohibit the
Commission from having regard to, as a relevant consideration, the desirability
of achieving State-wide “electoral fairness”. It has not used express words, and
in any event it cannot be inferred from the text of the Amendment Act, viewed in

context, that it intended this Act to have that effect.

In short, the Commission can have regard to both the desirability of achieving
numerical equality between electoral districts and State-wide “electoral fairness”
when conducting the present electoral redistribution, pursuant to section 83(2).
However, the Commission should not give such consideration or weight to these
matters that the mandatory considerations contained in section 83(2)(a)-(e) are
ignored or excluded from its redistribution; they should not be considered to the
exclusion of the mandatory considerations set out in section 83(2)(a)-(e).
Rather, the Commission can consider each of these two matters, along with each
of the matters contained in section 83(2)(a)-(e), having regard to the evidence
obtained by or placed before the Commission as to each of these 7 matters (and
any others the Commission considers relevant), and give effect to each of them,

to the extent the Commission deems appropriate.

The third question earlier identified is whether the Commission have regard to

the existing boundaries?
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It is clear that the Commission is bound to operate within the parameter set by
section 77 of the Constitution Act. The number of electors in each electoral
district cannot vary by more than 10 per cent from the electoral quota as at the
relevant date. In the first instance, the Commission must ensure, when
conducting the electoral redistribution, that the number of electors in each
electoral district is within 10 per cent of what it determines the electoral quota to
be (in accordance with the formula contained in section 77) as at the relevant
date. Subject to the question of whether the Commission commences with the
existing boundaries, this must be its starting point, because this is an outcome

that it is required to ensure.

The Commission must then consider each of the matters set out in section
83(2)(a)-(e), and the extent to which the boundaries of each electoral district
need to be drawn so as to take into account these matters. The Commission can
also take into account both the desirability of achieving numerical equality
between electoral districts, at the very least as at the relevant date, and the

desirability of achieving State-wide “electoral fairness”.

The Commission must also comply with section 82(5), which provides that except
where discontinuous or separate boundaries are necessary for the purpose of
including an island within an electoral district, the boundaries of an electoral
district must (and “shall” means “must” in the context of section 83(5) — “shall’ is
imperative and if it meant only “may” the subsection would have no purpose)

form an unbroken line.

The Commission is of the view that it is entitled to have regard to the existing
boundaries pursuant to section 83(2). They are clearly relevant matters to which
the Commission is entitled to have regard, in light of the words appearing at the
conclusion of section 83(2). None of the provisions contained in Part 5 of the
Constitution Act require the Commission to start afresh each time it conducts an
electoral redistribution, in that they prohibit the Commission from having regard
to the existing boundaries when commencing a redistribution. No such

requirement is stated expressly, and it cannot be implied. Parliament has not
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said in section 77 or elsewhere that the Commission is to commence each
redistribution by dividing the total number of electors in the State into 47 electoral
districts without regard to the existing boundaries, and then amending those
boundaries to take into account the matters the Commission is required to take
into account in section 83(2). The fact that section 77 is expressed in terms of a
“principle” supports the conclusion that Parliament intended or at least
recognised that the Commission would undertake the redistribution holistically,

having regard to and within the limits of the requirements of sections 77 and 83.

In summary, the Commission considers that:

1. Sections 77 and 83(2) continue to bear the meaning ascribed to them by

the majority in Martin, notwithstanding the passage of the Amendment Act.

2. It can have regard to the principle of State-wide “electoral fairness” which
was enshrined in section 83(1), notwithstanding the passage of the
Amendment Act, but it is not required to have regard to it, and it cannot
have regard to it to the exclusion of the matters identified in section

83(2)(a)-(e), which are mandatory relevant considerations.

3. It can also have regard to the principle of the desirability of achieving
numerical equality between electoral districts but, once again, it is not
required to have regard to it, and it cannot have regard to it to the exclusion

of the matters identified in section 83(2)(a)-(e).

4. It can have regard to the existing boundaries, notwithstanding that they
were drawn at a time when section 83(1) and (3) were in force and the
Amendment Act has since repealed those provisions.

COVID-19

The Commission conducted a public hearing on 11 February 2020 at which the

Commission received evidence in relation to demographic data and projections,
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including from Mr Chris Rudd, an experienced demographer who gave evidence

before the Commission during its last redistribution.

Subsequently, a global pandemic caused by COVID-19, led to unprecedented
travel restrictions, amongst other restrictions, in Australia, culminating in the
Commonwealth Government effectively closing Australia’s borders and the State
Government heavily restricting access to the State from 24 March 2020.

Restrictions remain in place.

Following the introduction of these restrictions, a number of parties raised with
the Commission in their written representations, received by 24 April 2020, the
possibility that the restrictions in place due to the pandemic might have an impact
upon the projections that the Commission has undertaken in past redistributions,
and proposes to undertake in this redistribution, specifically, the projection of the
number of electors in each proposed electoral district as at 30 June 2022 (this
projection being used by the Commission to consider what the likely elector
numbers will be in each proposed electoral district as at the next election day, in
March 2022). The Commission is required by section 83(2)(e) to have regard to
the nature of substantial demographic changes that the Commission considers
likely to take place in proposed electoral districts between the conclusion of its
present proceedings and the date of the expiry of the present term of the House
of Assembly. Evidence received by the Commission at the hearing on
11 February 2020 addressed this issue, as did data provided to the Commission
by Mr Rudd (which the Commission then made available to interested parties)

after the hearing on 11 February 2020.

As a consequence of this issue arising, the Commission recalled Mr Rudd to give
evidence about the effect of COVID-19 on the population projections that had
been prepared for and received as evidence by the Commission, and in respect
of which Mr Rudd had given oral evidence at the public hearing held by the
Commission on 11 February 2020. Mr Rudd gave evidence about the impact of
COVID-19 on the projected population of the State as at 30 June 2022 on 18
May 2020. At this hearing, Mr Rudd provided a short paper he had prepared
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which addressed this issue. That paper was received by the Commission at the
hearing on 18 May (as Exhibit 13).

The effect of Mr Rudd’s evidence was that it was now anticipated that as a
consequence of the travel restrictions in place due to the COVID-19 pandemic
South Australia’s population was not expected to grow by the amount, or at the
rate, previously predicted, because the bulk of South Australia’s population
growth was expected to come from net overseas migration but it was now
anticipated that such migration would effectively cease as a result of the travel
restrictions. However, his view was that this would not likely have an effect on
elector numbers because most of the anticipated net overseas migration, which
would no longer be occurring, was anticipated to occur not from Australian
citizens returning home or moving to South Australia from overseas but from
foreign citizens moving to South Australia on visas, and most visa holders are
ineligible to vote. In other words, South Australia’s previously anticipated growth
was to be driven by an influx of persons who would not be able to vote and this

group of persons was the group that would be affected by the travel restrictions.

The Commission accepts Mr Rudd’s evidence. It was not challenged or
contradicted. As a consequence, the Commission does not consider that the
travel restrictions in place due to the COVID-19 pandemic are likely to affect in
any material way the elector projections that have been received by it as

evidence.

Evidence and argument before the Commission

Following receipt of written representations, the Commission arranged for a
public hearing to be held on 18 May 2020 for the purpose of permitting those

parties who had made written representations to advance oral representations.

Shortly prior to the public hearing on 18 May 2020, but after 24 April 2020, the
Labor Party provided certain documents to the Commission that had not
previously been provided by it to the Commission. These documents were a

further written submission and a series of maps. Unlike the Liberal Party, the
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Labor Party had not provided maps to the Commission with its written
representation sent on 24 April 2020. The Democrats also provided further
documents to the Commission that had not previously been provided, prior to the
hearing on 18 May 2020.

Moreover, both the Labor Party and the Democrats provided further documents
at the hearing on 18 May 2020.

Objection by the Liberal Party to the receipt of late documents

The Liberal Party objected to the Commission receiving the further documents,
including the maps, that the Labor Party had provided to the Commission after
24 April 2020. It did not refer to the further documents that the Democrats had
provided.

There were two alternative bases for the Liberal Party’s objection. The first was
that the Commission was precluded by section 85(2) and (3) of the Constitution
Act from receiving the documents. The second was that if section 85(2) and (3)
did not preclude the Commission from receiving the documents, the Commission
had a discretion to receive them, and it should refuse to receive them in the

exercise of that discretion.

The Commission does not accept the Liberal Party’s submissions in respect of
this issue, except that it accepts that it has a discretion whether to receive the
documents. It is of the view that it can have regard to the further documents

provided by the Labor Party, and it has done so.

In fact, the Commission received further documents from a number of parties
after 24 April 2020 including Mr Gordon, Mr Black and the Honourable Dan van
Holst Pellekaan, the Member for Stuart, and the Commission has had regard to

them all.

The Commission does not accept that section 85(2) and (3) of the Constitution

Act prevent it from considering further submissions or representations received
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after the date specified for the provision of written representations. The relevant
provisions of the Constitution Act are section 83(2), which has been set out

above, and section 85(1)—(3), which state as follows.

85 — Representations to the Commission

(1) Before commencing proceedings for the purpose of making an electoral
redistribution the Commission shall, by means of an advertisement published in a
newspaper circulating generally throughout the State, invite representations from
any person in relation to the proposed electoral redistribution and in any such
advertisement a date must be specified as the date before which such
representations must be made.

(2) A person who desires to make representations to the Commission in relation to the
proposed electoral redistribution may do so by instrument in writing served
personally or by post upon the secretary of the Commission before the date
specified in the advertisement.

(3) The Commission shall consider all representations made in accordance with
subsection (2), and may, at its discretion, hear and consider any evidence or
arguments submitted to it in support of those representations by or on behalf of any
person.

It follows that the Commission is required to invite representations in the manner
specified in subsection (1) and is required to consider all representations that are
made in accordance with subsection (2). The use of “shall” in subsections (1)
and (3) is imperative, particularly when contrasted with the subsequent use of
“may” in subsections (2) and (3). Therefore, to the extent that a submission is
made in accordance with subsection (2), which includes a requirement that the
submission is made by the date specified in the advertisement, the Commission

must consider it; it has no discretion to ignore it.

However, there is nothing express in the text of these subsections which
precludes the Commission from considering other representations or
submissions advanced to it, to the extent that it considers this to be appropriate

in the circumstances.

The Liberal Party’s submission proceeded on the assumption that subsection (3)
prohibited the Commission from considering a representation or submission that

was not made in accordance with subsection (2) or which could not be described
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as “evidence or [an] argument” within the meaning of those words as used in
subsection (3), with it conceding that the Commission had a discretion to hear
and consider “evidence or arguments” put to it “in support of’ written
representations that it received in accordance with subsection (2). However,
subsection (3) only addresses submissions that have been received by the
Commission in accordance with subsection (2); it says nothing about what the
Commission can or cannot do with a submission or representation that does not
conform with subsection (2). It does not refer to such submissions or

representations.

Whilst it was not put precisely in these terms, the effect of the Liberal Party’'s
submission was that section 85(1)—(3) was intended by Parliament to be a
complete code for the receipt of representations, submissions, documents and
arguments by the Commission; that is, the Commission is precluded by section
85(1)—(3) from receiving any document from any interested person (or body)
except in accordance with those subsections. There is nothing in the text or
structure of the subsections, or the balance of the provisions in section 85, or
Division 2 of Part 5 of the Constitution Act that supports such a construction.
Indeed, the words “and may have regard to any other matters it thinks relevant”
at the conclusion of section 83(2) point to the contrary. They are words of wide
import that confer a broad discretion on the Commission to consider whatever
matters it considers to be relevant to its statutory task of undertaking an electoral
redistribution (subject to the balance of section 83(2) and section 77), including
submissions and representations made to it. There is no reason to read section
85(1)—(3) as limiting that discretion insofar as representations and submissions
to the Commission are concerned. In other words, there is no reason to read
down the wide discretion conferred by section 83(2) by reason of section 85(1)-
(3). Section 84 is also inconsistent with such a construction. Pursuant to that
section, the Royal Commissions Act 1917 (SA) (Royal Commissions Act) applies
to the proceeding conducted by the Commission. Pursuant to section 7 of the
Royal Commissions Act, the Commission may conduct its proceeding and inform
itself in such a manner as it considers appropriate. The conferral of such a

power is incongruous with an intention to limit the manner in which the
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Commission can call for submissions or representations and consider

submissions and representations received by it.

The evident purpose of section 85(1)-(3) is to create a regime whereby the
Commission must call for representations, in a prescribed manner, and,
importantly, must consider those representations that are made in that manner.
These subsections set, in effect, minimum requirements on the Commission to
call for and consider representations. They strike a balance between affording
interested members of the public the opportunity to be heard by the Commission
prior to preparing its Draft Report and allowing the Commission to fulfil its
statutory task of conducting an electoral redistribution without becoming inhibited
by having to consider submissions and evidence that may be presented to it,
including on an unsolicited basis, at any stage of the redistribution. Once this is
accepted, there is no basis to construe section 85(1)—(3) as providing a complete
code for the making of representations to the Commission, or the Commission’s

consideration of representations made to it.

The words “and may, at its discretion, hear and consider any evidence or
arguments submitted to it in support of those representations by or on behalf of
any person” clarify that the Commission is not obliged to hear and consider any
evidence or arguments in support of the written representations, notwithstanding
that it is obliged to consider representations made in accordance with subsection
(2); it has a discretion whether to do so, but it can. It may be said that they do
not add to the words at the conclusion of section 83(2), but their meaning is,
evidently, to make it clear that nothing in subsections (1), (2) and the first part of
(3) requires the Commission to consider any evidence or argument advanced to

it, beyond a written representation made in accordance with subsection (2).

Subsections (1)—(3), including the words in the second part of subsection (3),
delineate the scope of the Commission’s duty to afford procedural fairness up to
the point that it publishes its Draft Report pursuant to section 85(4), with its
obligation to afford procedural fairness from that point onwards defined and
confined by section 85(4)—(7). The analogous structure of subsection (6) and in

particular subsection (7) support such a conclusion.
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For these reasons, the Commission is not precluded from receiving the
documents provided by the Labor Party, and the Democrats, after 24 April 2020
by section 85 of the Constitution Act.

The Commission does not accept the Liberal Party’s submission that it should
exercise its discretion to decline to consider the material and has, in the exercise
of its discretion, considered the material. The Commission considers it
appropriate to consider the material in circumstances where (1) it is relevant to
the Commission’s task, (2) whilst the material raised new issues and made new
submissions, most of it was provided to the Commission and the other parties
that appeared at the hearing on 18 May 2020 (including the Liberal Party) several
days in advance of that hearing, (3) the hearing on 18 May 2020 occurred prior
to the Commission preparing its Draft Report, (4) the material assisted the Labor
Party and the Democrats, respectively, in making their oral submissions at the
hearing and likely truncated those submissions, (5) the other parties (including
the Liberal Party) had the opportunity to address the material at the hearing on
18 May 2020, (6) no party asserted that it would suffer prejudice if the
Commission was to consider the material notwithstanding that it had not been
received by 24 April 2020 and (7) the Commission has during past redistributions
and during this present redistribution called for submissions on specific issues
and topics outside of the regime created by section 85(1)—(3), which each of the
Labor Party, the Liberal Party and the Democrats have answered, such that it
cannot be said that the receipt of material outside of the regime created by
section 85(1)—(3) is unprecedented or unusual — the Commission is frequently
assisted greatly by the submissions it receives outside of the regime created by
section 85(1)—(3).

Notwithstanding that it has exercised its discretion to consider this material, the
Commission wishes to state in strong terms the importance of parties adhering
to due dates and timetables set down by the Commission. Nothing that the
Commission has said or done in relation to this issue should be construed as an
invitation to ignore due dates or that the Commission would, in the future,

countenance the receipt of material outside of timetables, or past the due dates,




image36.png
3.2

33

set by the Commission. Each application to rely on material outside of the due
dates or timetables set by the Commission falls to be considered by the
Commission in the context of the particular circumstances of the application. It
may be that in certain circumstances the Commission will not receive late
material, or will require an explanation on oath for the failure to comply with the

due date.

However, the Commission notes that no other representations as to the issue of
splitting Port Augusta were made after the due date by persons who had not
already made them by the stipulated date, other than where the Commission
itself called for further representations in respect of the proposal to split Port

Augusta and the adoption of the new SA2 methodology.

Methodology of the Commission

Having concluded that it can but is not required to have regard to the desirability
of achieving numerical equality between electoral districts and the State-wide
“electoral fairness” principle previously enshrined in section 83(1), as well as the
existing boundaries, but that it is required to have regard to the considerations
identified in section 83(2)(a)-(e), notwithstanding the passage ofthe Amendment
Act, the Commission must determine what methodology it should adopt when

conducting this redistribution.

The Commission considers it appropriate to take into account the desirability of
achieving numerical equality between electoral districts as at the relevant date,
and on election day, along with the other matters to which it is required to have

regard pursuant to section 83(2). It holds this view for four reasons.

First, the Commission is permitted to have regard to this matter. It is clearly a
relevant matter according to the Court in Martin, even if the Commission is not

required by the Constitution Actto have regard to it.

Second, the Commission has, when conducting previous electoral

redistributions, taken the desirability of numerical equality into account, including
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during the last electoral redistribution. There is no reason not to take it into

account during the present electoral redistribution.

Third, no party that has made an express representation to the Commission has
submitted that the Commission should not have regard to the desirability of
numerical equality, and the Labor Party has submitted that the Commission
should have regard to this desirability (indeed the Labor Party’s submissions
appear to go further than this — it submits, it would seem, that the Commission
should start from the proposition that all electoral districts should be equal and
only depart from this to the extent necessary to give effect to section 83(2)). The
Commission says express representation because the Liberal Party's
submission was that the Commission should only disturb the existing boundaries
to the extent necessary to comply with section 77, and it would appear to be
implicit in this submission that the Commission should not have regard to the
desirability of numerical equality, except perhaps to the extent the existing
boundaries reflect the extent to which the Commission had regard to the
desirability of numerical equality when drawing the existing boundaries during

the last redistribution.

Fourth, and most importantly, numerical equality of electoral districts is a
desirable aim, and one consistent with the principles of representative
government that are set out in the Constitution Act, to the extent that the pursuit
of this aim assists in achieving, and does not undermine, voting equality: that is
each vote in a representative body (such as the House of Assembly of this State)

having the same “value” or “influence”.® As Kourakis CJ said in Martin:

[61] Moreover, equality of influence in selecting the government is now a generally
accepted democratic value in Australia. It is the value underlying the
recommendation of the 1990 Select Committee Report to enacts 83(1) of
the Constitution Act. In a district based electoral system, and save for naturally
occurring disproportion and gerrymandering, numerical equality of electors
preserves that democratic principle.

9

Martin at [40], [44], [47], [48], [61], [72] per Kourakis CJ.
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However, as his Honour also acknowledged, consistently with the remarks of
Barwick CJ in Atftorney-General (Cth); Ex rel McKinlay v Commonwealth'® and
Dawson J in McGinty v Western Australia," the pursuit of absolute numerical
equality does not necessarily ensure equality in the “value” of votes, or equality
in “influence” in selecting the government; indeed its pursuit can, where there is
a disproportion in the distribution of a party’s vote throughout the State, in fact

lead to inequality."2

That said, numerical equality is not a consideration that can exclude
consideration of the mandatory relevant considerations set out in section
83(2)(a)-(e); the Commission cannot have regard to it to the exclusion of the
mandatory criteria. It is a matter to be taken into account, along with the other
matters that section 83(2) requires and permits the Commission to take into
account. To hold otherwise would be to, in practical terms, give effect to the
implied objective expressly rejected by the Full Court, and place the Commission
in a position where it may not consider at all or appropriately, or may not be seen
to have considered at all or appropriately, the express mandatory considerations

set out in section 83(2)(a)-(e).

The Commission also considers it appropriate to have regard to the principle of
“electoral fairness”. In the Commission’s view, the pursuit of numerical equality
between electoral districts and State-wide “electoral fairness” are two ways in
which the fundamental democratic principle of equality of “influence” or equality
between the “value” of each elector’s vote may be achieved. They are frequently
inconsistent, indeed in conflict, with each other. Yet they exist to achieve the
same ultimate outcome. If either is pursued to the exclusion of the other, it is
likely that this outcome will not be achieved. But balanced against each other,
with the application of each principle tempering the application of the other, that
outcome can be achieved. For this reason, the Commission considers it

appropriate to have regard to the desirability of achieving State-wide “electoral

10
1"
12

(1975) 135 CLR 1 at 25.
(1996) 186 CLR 140 at 185.
Martin at [471-[48], [61], [72] (Cf the majority at [189], [224]).
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fairness” when conducting the present electoral redistribution, pursuant to
section 83(2).

The Liberal Party submitted that the Commission ought to have regard, and
indeed give primacy to, the principle of minimising the disturbance to the existing
boundaries. The Commission is permitted to take into account the desirability of
minimising the disturbance to the existing boundaries when conducting the
electoral redistribution. The majority observed in Martin that this was a matter
that the Commission could take into account pursuant to section 83(2),
notwithstanding that it was repealed as a mandatory consideration expressly set
out in the list of considerations contained in section 83(2) in 1991.1 It should
also be noted that it only appears to have been removed as a mandatory
consideration to give effect to the changes enacted in 1991, one of which was

the introduction of the now repealed section 83(1).

Whether the Commission should take into account the desirability of minimising
disturbances to the existing boundaries in conducting this electoral redistribution,
in contradistinction to future electoral redistributions, is a complex question in
light of the Amendment Act. On the one hand, the existing boundaries were
drawn when section 83(1) imposed a requirement on the Commission to pursue
State-wide “electoral fairness”, and section 83(1) has been repealed. The
pursuit of “electoral fairness” is no longer an overarching objective (within the
parameter set by section 77), and so the factors set out in section 83(2)(a)—(e)
and indeed the desirability of numerical equality (which was taken into account
by the Commission during its last redistribution, as found by all members of the
Court in Martin) may assume greater significance. Ifthe Commission has regard
to the desirability of minimising disturbances to the existing boundaries, it may in
effect give paramountcy to the desirability of achieving “electoral fairness”, given
the basis upon which the last redistribution was conducted. On the other hand,
State-wide “electoral fairness” is a matter that the Commission can have regard

to pursuant to section 83(2) when conducting an electoral redistribution, and the

Martin at [215].
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Commission had regard to the matters set out in section 83(2)(a)—(e) when

drawing the existing boundaries.

While this Commission acknowledges that it is not constrained as was the
previous Commission by section 83(1), nevertheless the Commission accepts as
the starting point for consideration in this redistribution that the election of 2018
was fought on “fair boundaries” meaning electoral districts that gave effect to

“electoral fairness” being the principle that was enshrined in section 83(1).

The results of the 2018 election show that the party which gained 51.9 per cent
of the notional two-party preferred vote, in fact won the election and were able to

form a majority government.

The Labor Party submitted that whilst the Commission ought not to begin the
task of redistribution by treating the existing boundaries as presumptively correct,
the outcome of the last redistribution was largely dictated by the application of
the compulsory provision in section 83(1) (since removed). It also submitted that
the existing boundaries, in any event, require at least some adjustment in order
for the Commission to comply with section 77 as a number of seats are already

outside of the 10 per cent tolerance.™

Accepting that this Commission is bound by the majority reasoning in Martin, the
Labor Party nevertheless submitted that even the 2016 Commission identified as
an appropriate starting point equality of numbers rather than simple compliance
with the 10 per cent tolerance requirement, before discussing specific
requirements and justifications which compelled it to move away from that

starting point.

For that reason, the Labor Party submitted that even though this Commission is

not required to adopt that as the appropriate starting point, that is an appropriate

As at 29 February 2020, on the current data, the following four districts were outside the 10 per
cent tolerance: Elizabeth +12.6; Flinders -11.8; MacKillop -10.1; and Stuart -10.7. Additionally,
there were another four districts at or above £9.5 per cent: Chaffey -9.5; Frome -9.7; Giles -9.7,
and Taylor +9.8. All of these were at or above the 10 per cent figure by the Relevant Date.
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and available approach in light of the fact that the 2016 redistribution has, in

effect, created another innate imbalance this time against the Labor Party.

The Liberal Party on the other hand submitted that the amendments do not
prohibit this Commission from mitigating, within the tolerance allowed by section
77, the effects of any naturally occurring disproportion by which they were

referring to the “locking up” of Liberal votes in country regions.

As to that submission, the 2016 Commission concluded that the only way to
mitigate the naturally occurring disproportion was to use the tolerance level to

the full extent.'®

Having taken all these matters into account, the Commission has endeavoured

to proceed by adopting the following approach.

First, the Commission has started with the existing boundaries. Second, the
Commission must and will keep all districts within a 10 per cent tolerance at 30
June 2020, as required by section 77 of the Constitution Act. Third, the
Commission will set all districts within the 10 per cent tolerance at election day
based on its projections. Fourth, the Commission has had regard to the
mandatory relevant considerations contained in section 83(2)(a)-(e) and has
sought to give effect to those considerations to the extent possible having regard
to the requirements of section 77. Fifth, the Commission has had regard to the
pendulum to determine the extent to which its proposed boundaries achieve
State-wide “electoral fairness” and has made adjustments to the existing
boundaries which as set out above gave effect to the now repealed section 83(1)

when they were drawn.

To give effect to the desirability of achieving numerical equality between electoral
districts, the Commission has approached its task in this redistribution by trying,

where possible, to achieve electorates which do not vary by greater than 5

Martin at [159].
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per cent to 7 per cent, however the Commission recognises that in some of the

country regions this is simply not possible.

Methodology used by this Commission to calculate the elector to population ratio

As a consequence of submissions made by a number of parties with respect to
the accuracy of past projections made by the Commission during previous
redistributions as to the number of electors in each electoral district in the year
of the next election, this Commission has decided to adopt a new methodology
to calculate the elector to population ratio to make its predictions for the purpose
of this report. It considers that this methodology should produce more accurate

projections.

At the public hearing held on 18 May 2020 a document described as Exhibit 11
entitled “Process of Calculating the Elector to Population Ratio” was received by

the Commission.

This document is similar in part to a document tendered during previous
redistributions conducted by the Commission. It addresses the process used in

calculating the elector to population ratio.

In the past, the Commission has used projected population data provided to it by
the Department of Planning, Transport and Infrastructure (DPTI) in respect of
Local Government Areas (LGAs) and data about the number of electors in each
LGA available to it through the Electoral Commission to create a ratio for each of
the LGAs in the State. The Commission has then applied the ratio calculated for
each LGA to arrive at a projected number of electors in an electoral district as at

approximately the date of the next election.

It is this projection which has then been used by the Commission when
considering whether existing electoral districts are projected to be within 10 per

cent of the electoral quota at the date of the next election.
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It was this methodology which has been employed by past Commissions, as

explained in Exhibit 11.

After submissions made by the parties during the hearings on 11 February 2020
and 18 May 2020, the Commission gave some consideration to what the cause
of the discrepancies between its projections and actual elector numbers may be
and, importantly, whether there is a more accurate method for projecting the
number of electors in each electoral district in the year of the next election having

regard to the population projections provided by DPTI.

For example, the point was made that the last projection made by the
Commission in the course of its 2016 redistribution for the electoral district of Port
Adelaide was significantly under what actual elector enrolments proved to be as
at the date of the last election in March 2018.

In fact, since 30 June 2012 the actual elector enrolments in the district of Port
Adelaide have been increasing, yet the Commission’s projected elector
enrolments have continued to fall with the consequence that in first adopting the
Commission’s current “LGA methodology”, the actual enrolments in the current
district of Port Adelaide as at 29 February 2020 were 28,139 but the projected
enrolments in the district as at 30 June 2022, which is the year of the next

election, is only 25,378, a difference of some 2,761 electors.

The Commission considered that the likely cause of the discrepancies between
actual enrolments and projected enrolments in some districts (e.g. Port Adelaide)
is the fact that there are significant levels of migration populations who are often
not on the electoral roll and are concentrated in particular or discrete
geographical areas within a very large LGA that covers multiple electoral districts.
Therefore, a ratio calculated on the LGA basis may understate the number of
electors in one district within that LGA and overstate the number of electors in
another district within that LGA.

In light of that the Commission identified a new methodology for calculating the

elector to population ratio based upon SA2 population projections. SA2 refers to
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the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) “Statistical Area 2”. In short, this new
methodology involves a process of aggregating the projected 18+ population
data and enrolled elector data to each of the 172 separate SA2 areas across the
State. That process is considered to provide a finer grain assessment for the

ratio of electors to population.

The apportioning of the SA2 ratio to the projected 18+ population for each SA1
within that SA2 thus provides a more geographically specific estimation of
enrolled electors. The resulting SA1 elector estimates can then be aggregated
or summated by electoral district to provide the number of projected electors for

each electoral district.

The new methodology is explained and compared with the old methodology in
Exhibit 15 “Revised process for calculating the elector to population ratio”, which

was tendered at the Commission hearing in Port Augusta on 24 June 2020.

After tender of that document, the Commission gave all of the concerned parties
a further period of time within which to make any submissions on the proposed

new method.

Four submissions were received acknowledging the Commission’s work in
proposing the new method. While there was general support for the resulting
projection outcomes, some caution was suggested as to placing too much

reliance on population projections, given past experience.

The Commission acknowledges that there is a need for caution when it comes
to the use of projections. However, pursuant to section 83(2) it is required to
have regard to likely demographic changes when conducting the redistribution
and it anticipates that the adoption of the “SA2 methodology” will lead to more

accurate projections.
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3.4 Issues in respect of the north-west country regions

Successive Commissions have been troubled by the issue of declining
population and falling elector numbers in country regions. In some parts of the
State, notably Flinders, that trend has continued. As flagged in the 2016
Commission report, it has been necessary for this Commission to consider again

splitting Port Augusta between two electoral districts.

Both Flinders and Stuart, on the 2018 boundaries, were outside the 10 per cent
tolerance range on 29 February 2020. Hence, it became apparent that
substantial changes would be needed in the three electoral districts of Flinders,
Giles and Stuart to comply with section 77 of the Constitution Act. Specifically,
it is necessary to move a substantial number of electors from Giles to Flinders,
because of the low numbers of electors in Flinders and to remedy that the only
district from which Flinders can draw electors is from Giles. Giles too already
has low elector numbers, further compounded by the necessary movement of
electors into Flinders, which in turn gives rise to the need to move electors from

Stuart to Giles and ultimately to realign the boundaries of Frome.

The Commission received a humber of written submissions after announcing it
was considering splitting Port Augusta and convened a regional hearing to allow

those most affected to address the Commission.

On 24 June 2020 the Commission held a public hearing at Port Augusta and
invited oral submissions from interested parties on possible changes to the
existing boundaries of Giles, Stuart, Flinders and Frome, likely to affect a material
number of electors living in the communities within those districts, in particular,

Port Augusta.

Ms Gillian Fennell, on behalf of Livestock SA, expressed strong opposition to any
substantial changes to the Giles and Stuart electorates noting, to quote her

submission:
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We strongly oppose any substantial changes to the electorates of Giles and Stuart.
Already the pastoral community is split into the haves and have nots, with those lucky
enough to be included in Stuart having an electoral office based in Port Augusta, whereas
those in Giles find themselves included with the industrial town of Whyalla, and their local
State representative located there as well, a town that provides no services to the pastoral
regions and is as strange to us as Adelaide.

Port Augusta is the natural place for any representative of the Far North to be based, given
that most pastoralists have strong ties to the Port Augusta community. ...

To a large extent oral submissions made by the Honourable Geoff Brock MP,
Member for Frome, echoed the views of both the Port Augusta City Council and
Ms Fennell. He made the point that if Port Pirie was joined with Port Augusta
people would have to travel too far to see their representative. Mr Brock referred
to potential projects about to commence in Port Pirie such as potential renewal
energy projects, abattoirs setting up and highway works which may have the
effect of bringing further electors into Frome. In Mr Brock’s submission now is
not the time to be moving electorates around in the manner contemplated by the
Commission. For the same reason he expressed a degree of caution about the

reliability of any population projections affecting his electorate.

Mr John Banks, on behalf of the Port Augusta City Council, also submitted that
any boundary changes which require the division of the city of Port Augusta is

not in the best interests of the city.

Mr van Holst Pellekaan MP echoed the view that any splitting of regional centres

between electorates is a bad one.

The Labor Party originally proposed three options for redrawing the regional

boundaries which it presented in three maps described as Options A, B, and C.

The Labor Party also commissioned and tendered a report by an expert, Dr Scott
Cane, as to the likely impact of these various redistribution proposals on
Aboriginal Communities within the affected areas. We will return to that particular

issue later in the report.
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The essential feature of Option A submitted by the Labor Party was to
consolidate the regional districts from five to four to overcome low elector
numbers in Flinders, Giles and Stuart.

The Commission does not find it appropriate or possible as a matter of practicality
to consolidate regional electorates in the manner proposed by the Labor Party
on this occasion. Previous Commissions have documented the extent of the
problem of the unique geographical features of this State which make
redistributions in the regional electorates particularly complex. That complexity
is added to by the fact that most of the population is concentrated in a very few

regional towns, being Port Lincoln, Whyalla, Port Augusta and Port Pirie.

In the north-west of the State the requirements of section 83(2)(a) to have regard
to communities of interest has, in the case of Port Augusta, had to give way to
the primacy of the requirements in section 77. This has meant that the
Commission sees no alternative but to split the township of Port Augusta into the
two electoral districts of Giles and Stuart. The representation of the pastoral
lands between the electorates of Giles and Stuart has remained largely

unaltered.

The suggestion to simply amalgamate the regional districts into three districts is
not as simple as it seems. There is always a cascading effect of moving numbers
around which affect all of the other districts. In any event the members for
Flinders, Giles and Stuart already have to travel vast distances to support their
electorate. As Ms Fennell from Marla pointed out she has not had the opportunity
to see her local member out there. To give these members even further

distances to travel is in the Commission’s view unworkable.

For these reasons, although the Commission has aimed not to deviate from the
quota by more than 5 to 7 per cent for the bulk of electorates, in four electorates
the quota variance at the projected date is greater than 5 percent and in the case

of Flinders, it is above 7 per cent.
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The expert report of Dr Scott Cane

As part of its submissions the Labor Party presented an opinion from Dr Scott
Cane as to the impact of the electoral distribution proposed on Aboriginal

Communities in horthern South Australia.

Dr Cane’s report was presented to the Commission with the intent of assisting
the Commission to align electoral boundaries as far as practicable in a manner
that accords with the Aboriginal geography and their respective social and

economic needs within the affected areas.

The Commission notes that there is already a connection between Port Augusta
and the Anangu Pitjantjatjara Yankunytjatjara (APY) Lands, both of which are in
different electoral districts currently. In addition, the splitting of the township of
Port Augusta will not make any substantial changes to the existing Aboriginal
population both in the APY Lands which remains in the electorate of Giles, and
the population of Davenport which remains in Stuart. The only other substantial
community affected by the change to the electoral boundary of Flinders is the
community of Maralinga Tjarutja (Oak Valley) which the Commission considers,
given its connection with Yalata and Ceduna, is far more appropriately contained

within the electorate of Flinders.

Broader regional impacts

As mentioned in section 3.4, there is a cascading effect of moving numbers
around which affects all other districts. The methodology used by the
Commission and the population changes in the four northern and western
electorates of Flinders, Giles, Stuart and Frome have created two factors leading

to an ever increasing magnitude of this cascading effect.

First, the population of these electorates is declining whilst the quota has risen
by almost 1,000 electors due to the generalised increase in the State’s
population. Second, where these electorates had enrolments ranging from -8.2

per cent to -11.0 per cent below quota, at the last election, they have had
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enrolments increased to bring them nearer the projected quota. The variances
against the projected quota for these four electorates now range from -7.8 per

cent to +0.6 per cent.

Over these four electorates the cumulative shortfall against quota as at the
relevant date was around 7,500 electors, representing slightly less than one third
of one electoral quota. The impact of this is significant and has required the
Commission to consider cascading changes to electoral boundaries well into the
peri-urban areas to the north of the Adelaide metropolitan area, the Adelaide Hills

and a number of electorates in the northern and western suburbs.

The Adelaide escarpment

Previous redistributions have created electorates which incorporate a mix of high
density metropolitan suburbs with low density peri-urban localities on the eastern
side of the Adelaide Hills’ escarpment. Although these peri-urban areas are
serviced in part from those suburban centres the Commission has taken the view
that the community of interest connection between urban and peri-urban is not

strong.

Both Newland and Morialta have been transformed into truly metropolitan
electorates with their peri-urban parts transferring to the electorates of Schubert

and Heysen.

Naming of the electoral districts

In his written submission following the publishing of the Draft Report, Mr Scott
Davis suggested the electorate of Light could be considered a suitable candidate
for a change of name as it had been significantly altered by removing the
township of Gawler. The suggestion was to reinstate the name Napier, after Sir
Mellis Napier, a former Supreme Court Chief Justice. However, for reasons that
will become clearer later in this report, it will not be necessary to consider a name

change for the electorate of Light.
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The Commission also notes the submission made by Mr Black, on behalf of the
Democrats, to consider renaming the electorate of Frome as its boundaries have
been substantially changed with it now more centred around the Clare Valley and

lower mid-north.

Mr Black identified that C J Dennis, the famous poet and author, was born in
Auburn which is located within the southern part of the Clare and Gilbert Valleys
Council. As these were the only suggestions, with no other opinions tendered in
support of them, the Commission does not consider that the name of any
particular electoral district should be changed during this redistribution.

Therefore, the Commission has not considered this issue further.

The relevant date

The Commission must specify a relevant date for the purpose of defining the
electoral quota under section 77 of the Constitution Act. It must be a date falling
not earlier than six months before the date of the Commission’s final order. ltis
necessary in specifying the relevant date therefore to have regard to the
Commission’s timetable and to the state of the joint electoral roll that is used by
the Australian Electoral Commission and the Electoral Commission of South
Australia within the relevant period. This redistribution is made on the basis that
the relevant date is 30 June 2020.

The electoral quota

The State’s enrolled elector population on the relevant date was 1,224,894. The
electoral quota, which is the basis of every redistribution, is obtained by dividing
the total number of electors at the relevant date by the number of electoral
districts and is the nearest integral number which results. The quota for this
redistribution is therefore 26,062.

The elector numbers for any electoral district must not diverge from the quota by
more than 10 per cent. However, pursuant to the requirement in section 83(2)(e)

of the Constitution Act the Commission is required to have regard to any
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substantial demographic changes that are likely to take place in the proposed

electoral districts before the expiry of the present term of the House of Assembly.

The Commission heard some evidence during submissions made in the hearings
in Adelaide on 11 February 2020 and 18 May 2020. The Commission was

assisted by the evidence of Mr Rudd. There was no challenge to that evidence.

Population projections are formulated by reference to 30 June 2022. The elector
population at that time based on the projections is estimated to be 1,241,999.
On that basis, the projected quota is 26,426. These figures appear in Appendix
12 “Present and projected enrolments for Assembly Districts before

redistribution”.

Appendix 13 describes the boundary changes and their impact on electors. It

also includes the number of electors affected by the proposed changes.

The total number of electors affected by the redistribution is in the order of
222,000 a reduction of around 18,000 from the draft redistribution. The number

of electors moved as a result of the 2016 redistribution was 398,710.

Appendix 14 sets out the present and projected enrolments for each district after

the redistribution.

Final submissions

Approximately 66 written submissions were received in response to the

publication of the Commission’s Draft Report on 14 August 2020.

In light of the intimation by several of the interested persons who made
submissions that they would like the opportunity to supplement their written
submissions orally, the Commission conducted a further public hearing in
Adelaide on 21 September 2020 to enable anyone who wished to make oral

submissions to do so.
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On that date Mr Duggan QC, Mr Doyle, Mr Black, Mr Cregan MP, Member for
Kavel, and Ms Ferguson OAM, Mayor of the Mount Barker District Council, made

oral submissions.

At the hearing on 21 September 2020 the Commission also received a further
report in addition to the two previous reports from Mr Rudd, the demographer, in
relation to population growth in and around Mount Barker. Mr Rudd expressed
the view that there was a greater level of population growth and new dwelling
completions in and around Mount Barker than had been projected in data
available at the time when he had prepared his earlier reports. He expressed
the view that in light of the housing stimulus package implemented in response
to the economic impact of the Covid-19 pandemic, that in the short term this trend

is likely to continue.

Ms Ferguson who addressed orally the written submissions of the Mount Barker
District Council dated 10 September 2020, made a compelling argument in
support of the Council's submission that Mount Barker, Mount Barker Summit
and Mount Barker Springs should not be removed from the existing communities

of interest in Kavel.

Mr Cregan made oral submissions to the same effect.

Both Mr Duggan and Mr Doyle made detailed submissions in relation to a number
of proposed boundary changes in a number of metropolitan and inner country
electorates. Mr Duggan queried the necessity to make changes as substantial
as those proposed in the Draft Report including, in particular, Adelaide, Newland
and Elder. Critically, the Liberal Party’s submission was that all of Gawler should
be kept in Light and that Schubert should comprise the bulk of the Barossa Valley
wine region. A number of the written submissions also addressed the Barossa
region and a desire to retain it within the electorate of Schubert. While the Liberal
Party acknowledged the need for some far-reaching changes to the northern
country regions, Mr Duggan emphasised the Liberal Party’s submission that the

disturbance to the existing boundaries could be and should be kept minimal.
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Mr Doyle submitted, contrary to the Liberal Party’s submission, that the
Commission should continue to factor the voter numbers on the projected
election date as not to do so would ignore the requirements of sections 83(2)(b)
and 83(2)(e) of the Constitution Act and in any event, as a matter of discretion,

the Commission is permitted to do so.

The Labor Party made detailed submissions as to potential adjustments to the
draft boundaries, in particular, in relation to Kavel, Light and Stuart. Mr Doyle
acknowledged that if the many objections to the moving of Mount Barker into
Hammond were upheld, that would consequently involve, to some extent, a
redrawing of the boundaries of the seats of Hammond, Chaffey, Kavel, Heysen

and Finniss.

Consequent on the submissions made in response to the Draft Report, it is fair
to say that in response the Commission has made a number of substantial
changes to the boundaries in the Draft Report to accommodate both the
arguments put forward by Mr Cregan and Ms Ferguson and, to some extent but
not wholly, the submissions made by the major parties in response to some of

the adjacent electorates.

The Commission considers that it is appropriate that Mount Barker and
surrounding districts remain in Kavel, however to accommodate that it has been
necessary to move Hahndorf into Heysen and extend the northern boundary of
Heysen almost to Gorge Road. By making that adjustment, Mount Barker

remains the “economic centre” for Kavel and Stirling, the equivalent for Heysen.

The Commission has effected substantial changes to the electorate of Schubert
in response to those compelling submissions to have it encompass most of the
wine region. Crystal Brook is now moved to the electorate of Stuart and the

Regional Council of Goyder is how wholly contained in the electorate of Frome.

As a result of the changes to Schubert, the electorate of Light has been

subsequently altered by returning the township of Gawler as its hub and including
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Gawler Belt which was also a community of interest suggestion within a number

of submissions.

To accommodate all of those changes it has been necessary to effect some
changes to the proposed boundaries in Elizabeth, King, Ramsay, Playford,
Florey, Wright, Newland and Torrens, and to some extent, some of the

electorates within the inner western suburbs to keep them within quota.

The Commission has reinstated the previous Adelaide/Enfield boundary and has
made adjustments to the boundaries between Elder, Badcoe and Morphett, with
the result that Elder will require a 2.0 per cent swing-to-lose. This addresses
those submissions which proposed that there should be 24 seats on the Liberal
side of the 50:50 pendulum, with Elder positioned at 0.1 per cent should there be

a uniform 1.9 per cent swing to the Labor party.

The Commission accepts the oral submission of Mr Black, contrary to the Liberal
Party’s submission, that Frome is appropriately classified as a notional Liberal
seat by applying the two-party preferred vote. As described earlier in section 1
of this report, the notional two-party preferred result for Frome was achieved by
conducting a re-throw of the votes of the winning independent candidate,
Mr Brock, by reallocating between the Labor and Liberal candidates all of the
ballot papers he received. On that basis, Frome is not only classified on the
Liberal side of the pendulum, with a notional swing-to-lose figure of 11.2 per cent,
but the votes so attributed contribute to the overall Liberal state-wide two-party
preferred result of 51.9 percent. In any case, the electorate of Frome, having
been significantly moved into the lower mid-north of the State, not only remains
on the Liberal side of the pendulum but increases its swing-to-lose margin to

16.4 per cent.

The Commission acknowledges that many of the adjustments made as a result
of various submissions has delivered stronger community of interest outcomes
as well as a better balancing of projected quota variances between a number of
electoral districts with only four projected to be greater than 5.0 per cent from the

projected quota.
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The Commission appreciates the many strong submissions made that the
township of Port Augusta not be split between electorates. Regrettably, it has
not been possible to accede to those submissions for the reasons explained in
the Draft Report. In short, it has been impossible to keep either Flinders or Giles
in quota without splitting one of the major regional centres, the obvious centre
being Port Augusta.

In respect of this issue, the Commission has rejected the Labor Party proposal
to eliminate one of the country electorates. The Commission notes that while
there was a significant shortfall in electors in the Upper Spencer Gulf electorates,

the extent of that shortfall was less than one third of an electoral quota.

Conclusion

The Commission has in the past, and again in this redistribution, used what has
been referred to as the “swing-to-lose pendulum”. We agree with the

observations made in the 2016 Report of the Commission that:

... The use of the swing-to-lose pendulum is familiar to those with an interest in the work
of the Commission. That familiarity has been assumed for the purposes of this Report. The
pendulum is a tool available to the Commission, but its limitations must be acknowledged.
... They include that swings are not uniform and that it is not possible to estimate accurately
numbers of swinging voters, that it is not possible to assess precisely the impact of
movement of boundaries and that the greater the number of voters moved in or out of a
district, the greater the “error” will be.

Appendix 15 represents, in a revised form, the swing-to-lose pendulum depicting
the political consequences of this redistribution. It can be seen that the number
of districts notionally held by each of the major parties is unchanged from the
2018 election.

Appendix 16 illustrates the district allocation based on a 50:50 split of the two-
party preferred vote on the basis of the 2020 redistribution. It can be seen that

on that basis the Liberal Party would hold 24 seats and the Labor Party 23 seats.
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The Commission notes that while the required swing of 1.9 per cent places 24
seats on the Liberal side of the pendulum, the most marginal seat of Elder at
0.1 per cent reflects a margin of approximately 26 votes. The Commission

considers that it has provided a set of boundaries that affords a fair contest.

The work of the Commission is always challenging, having to balance the many
and often conflicting criteria and then apply them to the unique geography of

South Australia.

This Commission faced the challenge of another change to the legislation,
however was greatly assisted by the analysis of the Full Court decision in Martin

when considering the implications for the work of the Commission.

The Commission has not before had a single event arise during the redistribution
that could have a significant impact on its work. Although, the impact of the
COVID-19 pandemic has not proved to have had any marked impact on this
redistribution, the full effect of that pandemic may well impact the work of future

commissions.

The Commission cannot work in isolation and has been greatly assisted by the
contributions of many including the political parties, democratic followers,
individuals who hold dear their representation and the professional legal,
administrative, demographic and mapping staff who have assisted the
Commission. We also thank the staff of the Commission including, in particular,
Mr David Gully (the Commission Secretary), Ms Pam Walker (Research Officer),
Mr Tom Besanko (Counsel assisting the Commission) and Ms Monique Bergsma
(Personal Assistant). We also thank the Courts Administration Authority for
allowing the Commission to use the newly opened Court 6 in the old Supreme

Court complex for the public hearings.

The Commission has applied itself to achieving a sound result for the democratic

process within our State.
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The Schedule

The district plans of the 47 electoral districts for the House of Assembly which follow
in this Schedule and are named, delineated and described therein, define the

boundaries of the electoral districts consequent upon this redistribution.




image61.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or

Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn. AD E LAI D E

Clearview
Blair Atnol
A Kilburn Akl

Greenacres
Regency Park ENFIELD
Prospect Hampstead
(portion) = s
Northern boundaries - 5 ardens
D27262A22, D44T4ATE & F218698A50 Sefton Park 5
Churchill Road Prospect Road £ TORRENS
‘ 5
! = Kiernzig
Crggion Dudley Park Abert Street et Sredt S
NG FEa (portion) California Street Nortt East Road
CROYDON . Howard Street
Elen
Street §=Drtanger Avenue Vale Park
Prospect Collinswood T S
Devor Park (portion) Nailsworth et
(portion)
Raibway
Renown Medindie
Park
Gardens hiterle
Fit Medihd! Royston
itzro edindie
Bt Y. | Thorngate Park
Joslin

River Torrens/ Karrawirra: Parri

St Peters
Park Terrace
Hindmarsh Norin A dolaide 2 DUNSTAN
%,
N
V4 Stepne:
Port Road Hackney x i
Thebarton
James Congdon
Drive.
Kent Town Norwood
Glover Avenue
Mile End
Dequetteviie Terrace
WEST
TORRENS

Adelaide

Etige of parkands Rose Park

Keswick
Mile End el Dulwich
South

BRAGG
Greenhill Roadl

Anzac Highway
Eastwood
Glenside
Keswick
o Wayville Parkside
Unley
Ashford
UNLEY
BADCOE Goodwood
Forestville 0 1 2
———
Everard
Park

Kilometres





image62.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or

Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

BADCOE

Underdale
Lockleys N
Mile End
Tomensvile
WEST TORRENS
Brooklyn Park
ADELAIDE
Cowandilla Inliiem
Adelaide
Keswick
Mile End } Terminal
o South
s Richmond
COLTON Richmond
Richmond Road Azec Hghway
Adelaide Airport Keswick
P Marleston Wayvills
} Ashford Iy
Netley Kurralta b UNLEY
orestville
Park Goodwood
r Park
Millswood
Miliswood N (portion)
North Plympton {portion)
|- Morphett Road Goodwood Road-
: A Forest
Mooringe sk Glandore
Avenue PI t Wine
ympton Clarence Park Pelix
Camden Park |, 715701%
Pacget Street A —
umbertar
Edwardstown| Sarency Park
South (portion)
Plympton
Plympton
Park Terrace Park
Tarranna DEIRER3
MORPHETT Tarane Raibay
Colonel Light
Gardens
Morphettville Ascot Park Melrose Park
{portion)
Marion Road Edgzﬁi‘n")w e e
ELDER e
Park Holme ‘Ascot
Glengowrie Park
(portion)
Clovelly Park
GIBSON
Pasadena
y Mitchell Park StMarys
arion
Warradas | Oaklands Park
Tonsley
0 1 2
——————
kilometres.
——





image63.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn. B LAC K

N Marion
Nerth Brighton
Oaklands
Warradale Park
Hove
GIBSON
Brighton
Edwards Street | yis Street Sturt
Dover Seacombe
Brighton Gardens Gardens
Road South
Brighton

Seacombe Road.
Neath Avenue

Seacliff Seacombs
Heights
Morphett Road
Kingston Darlington
Park
Seacliff Seaview
b Downs
=
©
[o]
o
Marino =
S
4
a
Majors Road
OHalloran
Hil
Trott Park

Southern Expressway

Hallstt Cove
Sheidow Park Happy.
Valley
Main South Road,
Reynella
East
Field River
Reynella 0ld Reynella o
<
>
w
REYNELL =
Lonsdale =
=)
I
a 1 2 9 Morphett Vale
kilometres





image64.png
sanawon

v € [3 v 0
BuIns 158 SU04BID
SRR Aemsal] waise3 yios
3LIVM
g
WL EICHE
a1 I umolg
AllIpEadld PEOY IBiEg nop
pleybuuds
NIsAIH
suspen poomes] Aassuen poomSBLIY
‘peay jutung A0T Junow Aemsa] waise3 yos
e|piein uejo aRIqLN
ey B6uds Ll
puowSQ JunoW
AJINN
212661
PECY Jutiing AT irop SUEg BILAR
UMOpBLILING puowsQ uslD LB A
PEOY (jiuPBID)
1 uopE|ing
PeoK 380 pecy PEOK PUOLISO) UBYD)
JainuE)
5861009 35
juownesg ebunua i faiun
apispied
oSy spisusIn
- poomyses
Hed
episwing poomjazeH
Peoy (jusaID
uamng
PEOH I1iH SO In9 |1eusioH asowsny.
lIs}iuols suspie
Hed00) |—peoy uopegng
looduyesH
e d 950
Hoouqee Wedpeod aplefepy
Sfepul3 slayeAueN
sded 91Hem aaiviaay
‘peoy uojbuisua)
elrs UojBLISLB|
PEOY 10200
JWWNS UoYioN wed UAISsoN POONION Umo] Jua}|
Hed
e s vopon o Losemee 1 o
euepiny speied 4 >Hed yeineg NYLSNNd
aibuL]
Aatvoey
Koudeis &@Q
YLIVIMOW ATTLYYH btz SO IS suspiEg AjULL | SPUBHREIN
N spiojpog
PIOPOOAA dpas
UIOYS BSINIBLIC SSEJUN SBLIENLNOY BalY JUBLILIBACE (B30T
oovig 10 4118907,/ s oy SeUEpUNC (10T





image1.jpeg




image65.png
® o

sanauiop

4

sapmiy mos MopT

R0

puepaAly
vin

SSINNI4
PUNOD LS
dOTINIVIN £U0.000
purioD
BULIPUEXS 1Y
O 88llEW WeLinos
. SPIMA abpLg ABLNA
EHEUAM o 10D [BINY BU L
epucoizy e 10Ny PUSIq
e now
g e ANOWNYH
puEgsnYyBUNO)
poomjepues s Aiepuinog Lwajsap, d
PR ol Mot ) (oned)
uoplIeH & J00deuL Jigpunog uizrog N e AELTIA P
Buouing . VTR
POy 280y Alepunog wiajsam RUAED)
uEpuI & — SliH epieispy
R oo sebuy uOjIBPUES AiEpUTOG,
s 1quem Auzpunog wayog” - N tueuinos
e
Jepunossp feaqued o Kepiron oy, 101000
uepag Aiepunog wssam essoled UL
uoeay wems uzpos o Ly38nHsS
EHIOL loUnos
suieyIEp UOJXOT uepes Aepurgd A S
1000 8uL Jugpunog wiayyol epmor
o eaBBely PUOT LIBON, GG e apieiepy
oo spepeLLy (uopod)
Aepuriog wajsai 11UNOY) [ELoIBey
AemBi s e
umodtouelg IR bwnqgan
«cueiny wepaly
\weg
wowea g yoosoon (uopiod) Jloune
unog Reaanjy-uo-uo3sBuny unod AeLiniy pIW |BUOIBaY
Jsueem Plaus et
Arey Junopy o
PUNOD SAalen
fopes® » ueBiopy 18q19 pUE alED
JNoyd
ealy pejesodioouiun [eojsed
18pA0S JO
IoLN03 [eLOIBaY BUL
bunoS
Seay LISLHON
Aoz Jo Aunog Bunoj, o Aunog £aung 40 Aoy
Aigpunog wsypon Argpunog watuon Argpunog wisyuon
Il
(uoiod)
ey pajelodiooun [Biojsed lavnls

AJ44VHO

UMOYS BSINBYIO SSBIUN SBLIBPUNOY BalY JUSLLIBAOD (BI0T
10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image66.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

CHELTENHAM

Birkenhead PORT ADELAIDE
Gillman
Port Adelaide Wingfield
Ottoway
Rosewater. Grand Junction
{portion) Reze)
Rosewater
(portion)
Athol Park lemeinatd
. Park
Pennington
Queenstown \  AlPertn
Hanson Road
Ol Port Road! Woodville North Woodville
Cheltenham Gardens
West
Lakes
Royal Park CROYDON
Port Road
Torrens Road
Hendon Kilkenny
Woodville
David Terrace
LEE Woodville
Park
Woodsville 2
Kilkeriny Road
Woodbille ook
Minns Strest East South o
Croydon
Seaton Port Road
Trirmmer Parade
Pioneer Street
Balcombe Avenue
Grange Beverley
Mill Street East Avenue”
Findon
Allenby
Falkirk Avenue Cagm
Grange Road
Flinders Park
Fulham Gardens KidmanPark WEST TORRENS
Henley
Beach
COLTON 2L
=
2
2
. d s Underdale 5

————————

Kilometres Lockleys





image67.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

COLTON

West
Lakes

Shore Royal Park
West Lakes

Military Road!

Frederick

Road Findon

Grange
{portion)

Grange Road

St Clair L N

Woodville
z
Woodville 9
3 Grange LEE Woodville Park Q
3 ortion West 5
2 (p ) o
9 CHELTENHAM o

)
Trimmer Parade Wo e
Beverley

Kidman Park
Fulham Gardens
Henley Beach

Lockleys
(portion)

Henley Beach,
Road

Henley Beach
South

May Terrace

Findon Road.

Flinders Park

Lockleys Underdale

(portion)

WEST TORRENS
Brooklyn Park

Sir Donald B
Drive.

‘West Beach Adelaide Airport

Morphett Road.

Patawalonga

Cllfford Street

!
racman

West
Richmond

Netley

North Plympton

Jarmes Melrose

Road
Tapleys Hill
Road Waren
Avenue Novar,
Gardens
Glerelg North

MORPHETT
0 1 2
———— Glenelg Gg”et‘g

Kilometres B Glengowrie

BADCOE
Plympton
Carnden o
Park
Plympton
Park
Morphettville





image68.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

CROYDON

N
A Dry Creek
PORT ADELAIDE
Wil Gepps Cross
Grand Junction
Ottoway Road
ENFIELD
Mansfield
Aol Park st Angle Park
Kilburn Blair Athol
—1—J_I__— Regency Park Prospect
Hanson Reze]
Road
Woodville Woodville
North Gardens Ferryden
Park
Prospect
{portion)
Torrens Road Northern boundaries
D27262A22, D447 4AT6 & F218638A50
Woodville
Churchill Road
CHELTENHAM [ Kilkenny L
Croydon Park D",‘::y Albert Street
David Terrace
Woodville Prospect
Park {portion)
Kilkenny Road D;;’:("
West Croydon Railway
Beverley
IS Fitzroy | thorngafe
z North South Motofway — Brompton g
g &
& S
o]
Findon & z z
& & 2 ADELAIDE
S 2 T
o =]
E Miimslereh Park Terrace
i
g
Flinders Park = North Adelaide
WEST TORRENS Thebarton
Winsleretlo Torrensyille
. : 2 Adelaide
Kiometres MieEnd





image69.png
—_— SEATRERN
; . T > " S|IH EBLURdEYUO
peoy abuey jobbiy
peoy uojseg
uopuaIEd JOLPOOM
e RRELVEN
peoy uoyeonp
peoy uopusIEr) FIVAITLANH EllouAex|pIO Bllouiey
peoy 1990
peoy AuayeT
(uoiod)
e 1523 BIjSUABY
H sie|pueyd PO [ SisjpuEy)) as0i0 saeig.
beoy sueyua peoy yinog uiEw
0y jeysi
PEOY feySIE Wl
N3sSA3H
suspIes ALsLD
sed a1kopeqy
Aemssaidx3 waynog
MEd oIl
ey Ui, 8400 JielieH
(uonod)
AalleA AddeH
oy ueI0|[EH,0 RO
Jsouads
PEOY JiiH shedny peay siofep
oL
1523 [epUBLI0I0D g IH Weisbeld
[EA [8PLIBWIOI0D oy pys
Hed
sumoQ
ULieS wngbield Ny B
ed
UoREBLIN
uoyBuIpeq sBIoH 2O Rclop
squiooeag 1oE8S
TSI SiUBlaf snrsleg
ENTET ooy | pec squioosas
suspLIOLIMEH oS oL LInos
susplEs)
pooMpEIg #ed piojpeg s om.%mmwww 1800
SliiH usp3 ey uotien
s snaag—
uoyBUg
NosgIoD
PeOY UG
Jieeg S
B0 jliH spiaydays — e,
BIEIEE) PEO [ SpiBYTBYS: ‘peoy Hed e D SIEPELEA
N CUEpEERy —_ unos e 1BUSHA
oty Aelstiol. ar0H
dereg d3aan3a

130dN3IAvA

UMOLYS BSIMIGLIO SSEJUN SBLIBPUINOY BaIY JUBUILIBAOD [BO0T

10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image70.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

DUNSTAN

N
A Lightsview Hillcrest
- Windsor Derrancourt
carew Gardens
TORRENS
Greenacres
ENFIELD
Paradise
Hampstead
g Gardens
Broadview =)
2
£ |
g Klernzi
2 g
Campbelitown
Collnswood Vi HARTLEY
River Torrens / Kamawirra Parti Felbestow
06 Read Payneham
Walkervills
Marden Foad Hectonville
Avenue Road
Glynde
Gilberton Sovston
Joslin Payneham erian Rosd
Payneham d
Firt
North St Peters Evanidals South e Tranmere
Adelaide —1 Glynburn Road Magil
& i
& Mayland: rinity St Morris
4, Stepney. aylands Gardens Magill Road.
Hackney N % |
Hackney
Road
Beulah Park :
Kensington Kensington
Park Gardens
Kent Town Norwood Rosslyn
Park
Kensington
Dequettevilie Terrace’ Kensington Road
Wattle
Marryatvil Park
ADELAIDE LI Erindale
Leabrook
Rose Park
Adelaide T Heathipool
Gardens Storiyfell
Tusmore
Dulwich
Hazelwood Bumside
Eastwood Park
Glenside
Linden Park
Parkside
Frewville BRAGG
Unley
UNLEY Glenunga Beaumont
StGeorges
Fullartor . : .
Malvern —————

Kilometres





image71.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or

Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

ELDER

[ —
Keswick N
Marleston W
aehrord Unley,
Netiey Kurralta shfor
Park
Forestville Goodwaod
BADCOE Everard
Park
UNLEY
MNorth Millswood
Plympton Hyde Park
Black Forest
Glandore
Plympton Gooayood Road i Urlley Park
Clarence Park Parc
Cross Road Relvay
Claronce Cumberland Wes;::;""e Hawtnorn
Sl Edwardstown Gardens Park Sussex Temace
Plympton (portion) P
P‘yp’”;io” Raiway.
Grange Road
Daw Park
Lower:
——/L Mitcham
i Colonel Light Gardens View Sireet
Holme Ascot Park Melrose Park
(portion)
[ Edwardstown
im {portion) Daw Park
= scot Clapham
o Park
o (portion) Strathcona.
= Avenue
Lynton
Clovelly Park
Panorama
Pasadena Railway
Merem Mitchell | [ ] StMarys
Park Belair
Marion Road
Tonsley
GIBSON Shepherds Hill
Main!South Road, Road i
Blackwood
Mill Terace
Sturt Road
Eden Hills
Bedford Park
Sturt
WAITE
’ DAVENPORT Bellevue
Heights
0 1 2
Darlington ——————
Flagstaff Kiometres

Hill

="





image72.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn. E L IZAB ET H

N
A Kudla
Munno Para
Downs LIGHT
Evanston
Angle Vale
Mo Para
West
Munno Para
Andrews Farm Blakeview =
Smithfield f
Plains o
TAYLOR 2
Main North Road: )
2]
Smithfield
Uleybury
Eyre
Davoren Park
Elizabeth i
Elizabeth Downs Craigmore
North
Edinburgh
North Dauntsey
Road
Elizabeth
Park Whitford One Tree Hil
Road
Edinburgh
Raibway-
Elizabeth
East
Elizabeth
South
{portion) KING
Southern boundary " ‘Blackburn Road
e nne gV Elizabeth o
Ketiering e
Road Gould Creek
Hogarth Road
Elizabéth South Hillbank
(portion) Elizabeth
Vale
RAMSAY
o 1 2 3
Salisbury ———— —
ey Salisbury Heights —





image73.png
S~——"\

sonsuop NYLSNNQ e Uopfosn
suspIES
€ z b sIpuPal uoyialply
CLRER B aaaay
{uorod)
Sed
UHOMSIEN
mojsxie o) el Loreq umousY
uopod;
HedoleA ETTE R ey
P84S prEwOH
ATTLYYH 12243 BILIO}ED PECK YUON Ui
(uopod)
tpomsireN jeans Jeue >ed Aslpng MEd LUopAoiD
umojjaqdie) Bizwely| =y L
WeLBUILLELy
Hied uoyss
melapeolg
sUspleo
peOy (uopod)
preisduet | peajsdier Yodsaid
ssipeIEy
=
S810BUSRIS NOQAOYD
anuany prespay
SUsPIES JOSPLIAA
158.011IH
monnsIuBIT pe0y padsoiy .
e d Aousboy
SNI¥YOL
loupy Jieig wngi
IHUSPIoH PEOy siBs0y
uspeQ peBuioN
peCY
Suleid S3lliD uoypung puesd
i
PIaLJULION
peOy wopung pueiD
ss01) sddeg
PloUBLIAA
MBIA ABIIA SWBioH Aopiient ‘peoy ueneo
peoy shapem
peoy susug
3aIvI3ay Lyod
PEOY PIBUSHEM MO
PEOX HOUAM
EjsIA Bled
U elbu|
B)2100d
UBABD o8l Aig
AJHOTd

an3idNg

UMOLYS BSIMIGLIO SSEJUN SBLIBPUINOY BaIY JUBUILIBAOD [BO0T

10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image74.png
sanauiopy

e — ——
o

dOTTAIVIN
PEOY Griog MO

PEOY UOSLIGOY JNO

o Joque 1031

pUNOD JLSI
6UCI00D)

(uoiod)
eIll[RiUEA JO DA SUL

Uo3IPPIA *

.
emio0n
404U JORIA J0 41D

peoy

SiiH pieg.

el sauer

peoy unowbudS
(uotiod)

EAUE A 4O DA BUL

oy Jog Bt

(uoiod)

119UN0D BULPUEXS|Y
ssectiiog Junop.

Jiepunog wajsa,

eupuexayy sy
Jiepunog wiation

(uoiod)
el UEA
J00aeuL

peoy suolyes

ssuuig'e

Busipy
Jiepunog wajses

ssectuon junopy
Jiepunog uizisa

ey Bugiy
peoy euoodeue

ssedwog®

PO 43810 jing.
unopy

peoy epaunyy
(Uomod) 1ounos

BULIPLEX]Y

peoy umopueeg
s

Jiepunog wiaon

Buepf
Jiepunog wiation

ssectuon) oy
epsbuen Aepunog watuon
Aiepunoq waypon PEOY

{PUTA PIO)

snoibispuES
fuepunog waypoy;,

PEOY S BN

NOSMYIN

SnoibispuES x00
Arepunog waypion

N3IsSA3H

ANOWWYH
(uoipod)
BULEdEALC J0 A1

IoLINOD) BULIPLEXENY

JoUNoY JoLsIa
Jexeg JUnop

Bpug AeLni

10 AYD [edny eUL
UMOUS SSIMIBUIO SSEILIN SBLIBPLNOY Baly JUBLILISAOS) [890T

10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T

SSINNIL





image75.png
sauuiop
—— —— —
[i:4 [ii4 o5t ol i3 0

FLpela LUTR

a0
L1

Jnoyd

L)

ANgGIeH UlpURLy
J00aeuL

ane|n
400aeuL

FLpela LUTR

BlIEALUA 10 A1, BUL
40 LogeI0dI0T AL
SiiMENLI AIEPUNOG LISYNON

fReg Aoeans
J0008uL

sabuey 8jmesy
Aiepunoq wose3

1PUNOD A1
Ej5snBy 1od

sabuey ajwecs
Aiepunoq ooy
egaing

Arepunog wsjse3

Jlunoy eunpag
FLpela LUTR

SSbuB Y S19pUILL

feg
oMoy

SO
T
fepunog wsjses, hathd ®J0queliny
(uood)
ey pajesodiooulun [eojsed
sumod Agxoy Buuige|aL %000
10 IbUNod [edioiniy Aigpunog iaupon
eBulEIE 0
(Lompod)
ay pejeiodiooliin [B10jsed
L4vNLS N
s3119 3
Y
£
efuel; ebueE o foleA K20 3
e s g
fAped 160000
0008yl
efjnuell ebuleren
efuel] ebupeie
Aiepuno wagpon
N BIBAEAALNLEA BIEEAUEAIY NBLELY

UMOYS BSINBYIO SSBIUN SBLIBPUNOY BalY JUSLLIBAOD (BI0T
10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T

SY3ANIT4





image76.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

FLOREY

TAYLOR
Edinburgh

Elizabeth South
Salisbury North

Elizabeth Vale

Paralowie

Paralowie

Salisbury Paic
RAMSAY KING
Salisbury Salisbury
Bolivar Salisbury.Plain Heights
Salisbury Downs
©
o Brahma Lodge Sl Bz
; PLAYFORD
&
Parafield Gardens Salisbury South
Globe iingslgoach Salisbury East
Derby
Park
Green Railva Gulfview
Fields & Parafield Heights
Meintyre Road W
Vale
S WRIGHT
Mawson Lakes “V’Ces; S Nefson Road
(portion}
Mawson Lakes
(portion) Modbuiry
Helghts
Dry Creek Levels Road
Cavan sty
PORT Pooraka Ingle Farm
ADELAIDE

Goldsborough Road

ParaVista | | NEWLAND
Whight Road

Bridige Road,

>
B
e
-
2
Briens || Wallley Heights Vallsy View
Road
Gepps Cross
Norhfield Gillss Plains
ENFIELD Northgate Oakden TORRENS Holden Hill
Cloarview
Blair Athol
Enfield
Lightsview Hilerest NN Demancouirt
Gresnacres
HARTLEY
= IR Broadview : ; - ) ;
spec
Ssgrin kilometres. e |





image77.png
o ®

(uopod)
unoS AEUMAL PIA

A3ddVHD

Jse3 uoyng
Jiepunog wajse

J5e3 uoyng
Jiepurog wiayyos:

i3 o 0

JoUNoY essoleg auL

fupomasoly]
1y¥3gnHIsS Alepunog waiios

AypomEE0y
Arepunog wsjse3

Il o0iEuEy]

o Juzpunog uisymnos

(uoiod) fupromasoy
uney [euoibey 1UBIT
Buyaaid Aepunog
wajsEa-yIN0S shojsem @

spiog Aiepunog
uispsEs-4n0S,

je3 uoyng
Aepunog oy
wess,  fuepunog wiagnos

(uoniod)
uno3 [euoiBay BT

epundey Aiepunog
uopng wajsesynos
Auepunog
wisjsa

(uotiod)
unog Aeuniy

9Bpug fojurey ®.

Jon b7 e epundey)

liam jobeg

N

Juswiebieug

figpunog uianos

ynosogsuer
fiepunog wanos

BUERY

epunpne

o uoeary
Paeien o

upoms|ppes 8

wnanye

umosHaqoY & I1pUN0y

sAelleA HoqIID PUE oJ21)

(uoiod)

19phoD Jo

U &

eld l1sued &

pu3 splof e

|~ eoncq iosea

|~ tiepunog wisjses

) 4

HOTAVL

plojhe|d o AD

e ENBIN £ IBNY Jotme:
wopinet HEA ENBIN / 481 J] 12D

ss|PMm oML

suEjg Sansay

5Uno0y
sule|d 3plejepY

sanauiop

[i4
A3ddVHO

1y¥38NHIS

Jusliebiejug 993

®sopieL

epunpnge
punpna e uoyieAn N enzpiereg
PqeLEy o eaTpereg UEpunog wagEam
10M3|Ppe: haid]
UMOMOIPPES @ fumpunog wisyuoN i e
uingnye -
ueuidpiE
umolsiRqoY o 2Un0g AiEpunog waLyoN

shalleA Hodiin

pue ae|)

.m__0>> omL

unios
suleld oplejepy

ina

.
ereien

sueig asio P
Jfugpunog wiaon

wony
iepunog wiation

(uonod)
5UNn0d
[eUOIBSY Ploljosem

(uopiod)
N0 [2L0I5SY PlaYSHEM

Ba1y pajplodioouun) [BI0jsed

eung s

18phog Jo
15UNn03 [eUOIBaY BUL

BelleH e

smoss) &

(

yuoN issjepung Aiepunog wiayos

o

yuoN issjepung Aiepunog Wi
-

upoy ayEjeg
Jfuepunog uszion

1

waypioN

YOONNEYN

eyoes @

U0 [BUoiBey
sl pod

Bupjeds.
.

sreung v

uoiiod)
5UNn0g
sealy

sieuing Alepunog wajsay

Bl A1EpUNOg LIBYUON
Joodysem Atepunog wajsa,

(uopod)
[1UNoD Lyvnls
S LUSLON

usopatier AlEpunoq LBiSa

N yno.ogieled Jo O euL

UsojsauIER AlEpUnoq WaiUON

- 1

JFNOHA

UMOYS BSINBYIO SSBIUN SBLIBPUNOY BalY JUSLLIBAOD (BI0T
10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image78.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

GIBSON

Plympton N
Novar
Gardens Camden
Glenelg North Park
BADCOE
MORPHETT
Plympton South
Park Plympton
Clerielg
Glenelg East
Morphettvile
Glengowrie
Glerielg South s Ascot Pk
Yarrum Streot Somerton Park Park Holme
Grove (portion)
Boundary
Road - Diagonal Road T Road,
i
Somerton Park Chambers
{portion) Street
ELDER
North Brighton Mitchel
Marion Park
Warradale. | Oaklands Park
Marion Road
Brighton
Bedford
Edwards Street Loy Stroat Park
Dover Seacombe
Gardens Gardens Sturt
wain
Sl b neath avenve South Road,
Brighton

Seaciif
Kingston BLACK
Park
Seadliff Sovion
Park 2ne

Marino

1 2

————————

Kiometres

Seacombe Road.

Seacombe
Heiohts Darlington
DAVENPORT
O'Halloran Hill





image79.png
e ¢ >
Jophoo YOONNYVN PlUElS Ee] o . —
40 1oUnoS 1050 8L J0.oa UL Jsii3 40 00
[euoiBey M-Mm“w [i=4 o [i= ook [ 0
a
o widypoN _._ QI
IS | Bogen ounos
PLISI] BLUPIA
uBnoJogIsled
Jo-od UL a[gErEWay oogappng
Junop wom:ﬁﬁ_woho.w M__u..__.. Jigpurnog wasa,
UORLED 10 5@ ey L - eapie, Aeg fxeans .
001010 2Ey g by Augpunog waynos 10 00 8L L %
1o oa el fuepunog waisa igpunog uizsapy
oo » E4100pLOY, * %
iepuoq LBl HTo: N
{uoryiod) Jiepunog wisyinos EUTOA USRS -

unog A

eunped)
woye)s eueluig

00 o
B)snBNY Uod Tuepunog weisap s
eyjoopLoy
AIBPUROG LIS
paeiend oyey
-AIBPUNOG LS
Aemjrer e
A
eisuoo § o -, sy3aaNd o
Bupeiny Baly pajelodioouiun [pojsed
Aepunog waynog
uopine; jo Aunod
AT LS ejooosel & Aewmjey
sumog Aqxoy
suanoj aye Aepuinog wajses sumoqg Aqzoy E Jo 11pUNog fedpuUny
004¥p0. 1924 Aigpuinog wayinos A
ury jeiojseg euebiny Aepunog wases
uny ei0jSEd BRID SpEN)S Alepunog wjsed {uonod)
a1y pajesodiosulun [eio)se,
2Z¥2parea Aepunoq wapses v ey 1 [e103sed
efjuel) ebuyeen
Aepunog wajpes
Aemjies pauopuogy
Apad 184000
& 3
$o8:0 wiEy fpadieqoog 40 D0 8UL efinue(L eBUIRIEA W
ABpUnog wsyuon
Y
:
£
eaefeliune), elefefuelid nbueuy
Aemjies pauopuogy bmnczaw weynog
lavnls
BJEpEUpOD) eNEPRUPOD
Aepunog wapes
{uorod)
eSS PP SJEEAUNAEA BIEfERUEfId MBUEUY
1WA &
(uoBaud) nibiey o
Aemjies pauopuogy
» (elpqew) ehesngd
Liopadal wirION N
SI19 UMMOYS BSINBLIO SIS SBLIEPLNCG BAlY JUBLILIBACS) [E00T

10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image80.png
sauuiop

i3 14 o

dOTTIMIVIN

PUNOD JoUsI] BLIOI00D)

Sfesnyy sany,

Aeunp 1583 BpLOCIEY|
0o eul

o on® 9BpLIE AeLINy o A1 eany auL

»3Bpug feuny

oyreuop &

weBuolodfyy

©00duiod o

AddVHO

330020

yaping
Arepunog wsjses

#eping » wnuuey
Arepunog wayon eumon (womiod)
Arepunog wisjses oune e
Aesunpy sony
peoy asopy el e
{uopyiod) o2
10UN0D ABLINA PIAI oETRy epunog weyon
Aepunoq wese3 wewpng
fuepunog waypon J—
L Auepunog waisa
eyspuay
Auepunoq woses
eyapusy’
Aiepunoq woypon

(uoiod)
10D ABLINA PIN ¢/ Gepuinion isspion

sueig ye1 SSINNI
Auepunog wsynog
sl ayeT
Arepuinog wajsan (uompiod)
10iapog 10UN0D) EULIPUEXS)
om0 peoy Bueyy 1UN0D) BULPLEXA]Y
peoy unopueyed
sureyg sebuy PEON Bl U
Auepunog weynos
yo219 swoyBueT
ugreyens
urgpeypens pecy AlEpunog wesaos
Aepurnoq walnos x00
{uorpod) ukqpeyiens
udgeyens
PECH IS AiEpunog Lssam-yLON
Ja15349poO @
PeOY MBI,
peOy EjemeLEL
syaeD)
peox stinais, - apinog wsiean
peoy tojL, N3sA3H
PEOY BBy

PEON JiH 12421
hs
Relfe puenBiH Arpunoq waypon

uabulEd Y8au) pay Alepunog wajsa,
{uoiod)
POOMIE] UNOB}oLISIA JexIed MO
Aiepunog uissay
JoxIeg Junop
AemaaL) WaKEed os
oopenEs i
Aiepunog el ot
‘Rewubit Saoulld PO
pedy Aem
sppBoLer
fuepunog waisa, ‘peoy 2100
T3AVH
uny LojBUILUEA (uompiod)
unod PUSIa
J1axIeg JUNOW
oy

Aigpunog wajsa
(uomod)
P~lounoD ABLNA pIAl

olbuny e

obun

JouUNoy essoleg aUL

10UN0Y) S[lIH SpIEfePY

1y¥39nHOS

ANOWWVH

UMOYS BSINBYIO SSBIUN SBLIBPUNOY BalY JUSLLIBAOD (BI0T
10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image81.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or
Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn.

=

HARTLEY

Modbury
Walkley Heights N
Valley View
ENFIELD
NEWLAND
Hope Valley
Gilles Plains
Ko Holden Hill
Lyons Road,
Highbury
Lower
TORRENS Reids Road- North East Road
Hillcrest S Demancourt
indsor River Drive
Garderis
River Torrens /.
Karrawirra Parm
Schuize
River Torrens / Kamawirra Parti . Road
Paradise e
Terace Schuize
Court
Wi i Gorge Road Athelstone
Campbelltown Mool
Newton Road
Felixstow
QG Road-
Payneham MORIALTA
Marden e Hectorville
Rostrevor
Glynde
|- Avenue Road St Bernards Road
Paynefiarm
Marian Road Woodforde
Payneham L
Evandale South irle Tranmere
Magill
Glynburn Road (portion)
Trinity Magill
Maylands Gardens St Morris {portior)
DUNSTAN Teringie
T
fizgl Rezel Penfold Road
Beulah Park The Parade Auldana
Kensington Kensington
Park Gardens
Norwood
Rosslyn Park
Kensington =
Wattle Park
Marryatville
Leabrook EimeE
TR Heathpool
oardens Storyfell
BRAGG 2 ) . )
fflusmars Hazelwood —————
Park EUmslEle idloretres





image82.png
ssiuu
g o sseduwiog unop
epiBuen
SSINNI4 (ERERESE 1814 sabed
PEGH LA PIO
anibiapues
ueoyuBey tpung pe0y e Sebeg
unop NOSMYIN
sumoqusy H eBunig 3
PEOY UBwyo0lg Jeam pey sbuey
N0 eBuniing.
\o,_“_”__no . 150104 adoy
euss:
o0 ) e peoy abuey
BaeHoW ebuips|qebuig eBuning
esiemon
o010 hoad PEON JiH tosjaer
uAgieyens TIRET:
- oduny sBuey ayL
ANOWWYH ing
yoedsoid
9210 stie 20y sbues
PEOY oIS b e S
alEA UBIE I
20 i1 ey JelfUBE N peoy
PECH IHUEHHA D pooy sbuuds pelg
uoyier
SipwEg RO MAINH y peoy frauy
peOy i Scdoo pECy
peoy epemene, Prouseiooen smopeay T e
pe0Y
Jeig uaieopy, SBUMdS BIMe|g YNINYA
peoy jesing
eC8 pjoUNE/ eluBue)
(RIS oy eBuuEdBD
pEOY fojxey SiiH
sbuey m\mzm oy ks eBuyedesuc
sabuey yooun pE0Y
alfng Jaydnp ket m.m_._.._MDI
MOISIA POy Asixe) ) uopuase|d TIENATY
eBunyog BleARsIoq UDIOPOOAA
H
Ssaipue:
Jaieg JUnop Je1q PYesS
6B
ndpeig suspaen Asyo
¥o213 L¥0dNAAYa AovTE
Ssaun) \Yumoyose Jo1fyy fode)
jse3 ol
Uoiduieyamr poomBucT I Auequoi L ppueuioiod ,mncmpeau
{Uonuod)
siopuyeH ploUEaH e
PEOy Bucity2lg pe0Y Sauop “opsod) BUBPLIOLMEL]
soyemeBpug | @3eBply NS soddn e
£0 181013 38,
peoysisupigozd” unpas! P
uted 5. s
RENS] Aoz wzn_ooosm 124010 ¥aala
)
AEGHED veudedieg IIH umbg
peosacio o rtas Li1FHdxon
- puEiRID =g
®2' - umopB UG i) e
RIpten U BT
apISpaoA 302avs
PEOY [EUIGOT, Mifiz219
poowmsua uomsy Ang 2ovd
sBury IBUSIDH
oo usgme_J oot 3aivEay NOL109
by o SNIFHOL
KA 3uuing
Jseiod uopioN aiBua) 1S3aM
nAusyy NYLSNNQA
seoss SpI0JpdoA 1
Ieutano Pyt
(uonsod) VYLIVIROA
anoseop Nonod) ATTLAVH
waa10 oauebuEy snoeioi WYHNILIHD,
g’ NOGAQYD 2=
Ly38nHsS e BN IE UL 18NS SNIHHOL Tt Gmidng
i
faaIg aalpng aquindese

[i4

s o

sauauiopy

5
JewemeBpug TR,

Bi0ag Junopy

fiing Ao

oBury oSy

193508

peoy saioop

{(uonod)
snoeyuoly

Inquieysen

.
Lhleg BllmELEY] /SUBLIOL JBNY

squodeiey \

ainoeop

suled UOYEAIBSUOD IiH 4B

Juequos

plUUEaH
10Un00) SitH B[S0y

fuepunog waisa,
{(uonuod)
umg Jaddn

pEOY
Iavseg oy

pugieID
ey jang AyoT Junop

yuzIg

PEOY NS UOKON PIO

A

y ase3
JepuewoI0n

Jlivm
150 SI2JEI)
fewoary
wajse3 4o
ere)
H uig

Janpg Hrys

{uomiod)
ung saddn

suapUIDLMEH

‘pe0x prys J8ddy

g
PEON HEOBUS

SUapieg)
poomea]

no
LN

oovyd

NYLSNNAd

POy Jurng UOUON)
abuual

BRIDJOTHA

ied UOHEAIBSUOD BB
Jiepunog waseg

pevY SinoEop

(uomod) Y1IVIYOW

Jiepunog wizjses

ATTLEVYH

N

Juswebirejug

N3ISA3IH

UMOYS BSINBYIO SSBIUN SBLIBPUNOY BalY JUSLLIBAOD (BI0T
10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image83.png
sanauiop

[ € [3 [ [i

sbuudg amaig

sene EBuLIEGRO),

Lebuey|

N3SA3H

oy 8Buey §OBBi,

uopuzie

peoy uopEanpI.

eBuedeuo

oIopoo]

NOSMYIAI

aleA U TN

(uonuod)
areA naydiow

2¢ 950066044
Aiepunaq wisoy

weyyoeH

eBUNpEON PO

peoy
aBuey obBiy

PEOY IH Y2440

SMOpE3 A PIDjERS

peoy oS uen

SIBIRH PlauIUnH

353/ WeyyoeH

1060K5Pa
Aiepuncq wisguon

peoy ebuejeuey

ellauAay pio

IH SIBpUELD

(uomiod)
falen Addery

N 1¥0dN3IAYa
*Hed alhopa gy

{uoniod)
folrep Adden

o senig

‘peoy susiuzy

hied o1l

Rewsseidy
wenog

Linog
ebunpeon uog

YNNYA

Sump( eBUNEDN
eBunjieoN Uod

s ebunjzon

Lpeag
peoy Suo0g (g safsuip
SuMDQ B S D
b peoy samis.
(uomoc)
aleAnBUdOp
TIANATY
aepsun
eljaufey
SUEAMOPIBUS AT
Movia

VA IT1LANH

UMOLYS BSIMIGLIO SSEJUN SBLIBPUINOY BaIY JUBUILIBAOD [BO0T

10 ABO0T / QNGNS MO} SEUBPUNOY (BI0J08T





image84.png
Electoral boundaries follow Suburb / Locality or

Local Government Area boundaries uniess otherwise showrn. KAU RN A

Lonsdale

0O'sullivan Beach REYNELL
Christie Downs

(portion)

Christies Beach

Morphett Vale
(portion)

Flaxmill Road

Gulfview Road Christie Downs
{portion)
Christies Beach
{portion)

Noarlunga Centre Southern Expressway

Hackham West

Port Noarlunga

Noarlunga Downs

Huntfield Heights

HURTLE VALE

Port Noarlunga
South

Hackham

Main South Road Onkaparinga

Hills
Seaford
Meadows'

Church Hill Road

Piggolt Range
Road

Old Noarlunga

B Road
Seaford EiES RS

Cuiany Road,

Victor Harbor Road

Seaford

Heights Cstrich Farm Road

Seaford
Rise

McLaren Vale
Moana

Main South Road MAWSON

Commercial Road

Maslin Beach o 1

Kilometres





