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INTRODUCTION

Strathfield Council has extensively consulted with its local community since the
commencement of the Local Government Reform process to ensure that Council was guided
by the views of its community in responding to these processes.

In each engagement with the local community, the community has indicated overwhelmingly
that they support Strathfield Council to stand alone and are opposed to Council
amalgamation.

The most recent engagement was a community survey conducted by independent research
company IRIS, which indicated that 81.4% of the Strathfield community supported a stand-
alone Strathfield Council with working with other councils on regional issues as opposed to
the merger of the six Inner West Councils. This result was similar to the online survey
conducted by Council using similar questions.

Community consultations
The following direct consultations have been undertaken:

Community views on ‘Fit for the Future’ (May-June 2015)

12 page ‘Future of Strathfield Council: Information Pack’ Community
issued to all households in Strathfield with copies available Information
at Strathfield’s libraries and customer service centres

Independent Telephone Community Survey — Fit for the Survey/Interviews
Future Options

Online Community Survey — Fit for the Future Options (1- Survey/Interviews
28 June 2015)

Information Sessions at Strathfield Library — 6 June 2015 Information sessions
Information Sessions at Strathfield Library — 13 June 2015 Information sessions

Community views on amalgamations (March-April 2015)

Community information issued to all households on the ‘Fit Community
for the Future’ program containing financial information Information
provided by Morrison Low.

Community petition and online survey Surveys

Amalgamation awareness (February 2013)

Council commissioned independent polling company |-view Community Survey
to ascertain community views on amalgamation
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Community Consultation on ‘Fit for the Future’ Options

In May 2015, information outlining Council’s options, consistent with the Independent Local
Government Panel recommendations on Strathfield Council was issued to each household
in Strathfield Local Government Area.

The information titled ‘Future of Strathfield Council: Information Pack’ provided balanced
information on Council’s options and information relevant to each option.

The community were invited to participate by:

e Phone survey - Random sample community survey conducted by independent
research consultant

e Online survey - Complete the survey online via www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

o Displays - Drop in to our display of information at Council’'s customer service centre
and libraries, view the information and complete the community survey.

e Information Sessions - Meet with Council representatives to discuss the proposals on
Saturday 6 June, 10am — 12 noon or Saturday 13 June, 10am — 12 noon at
Strathfield Library.

e Website - View up to date information on Council's website -
www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Phone Survey

To ensure that this process was supported by independent analysis, Council commissioned
IRIS Research to conduct an independent community phone survey on Fit for the Future
program. Over 805 interviews were conducted. The ‘Future of Strathfield Council:
Information Pack’ was issued in early June and a copy of the survey gquestions was issued
with Strathfield Scene in early June 2015, so that participants would have knowledge of the
issue prior to the interview.

The survey has overwhelmingly confirmed that the Strathfield community support Strathfield
as a stand alone council working with other councils and rejected the option of Inner West
council amalgamation.

81.4% supported Strathfield as a stand alone Council. The suburbs of highest support were
Homebush West (85%), Strathfield (82.8%), Greenacre (81.5%) and Homebush (80%).

All age groups were recorded over 70% in support. The two highest groups were aged 65+
(91.5%) and 18-29 years (85.9%).

75.6% considered the local identity of Strathfield to be ‘important’ or ‘very important’ to them.
The highest areas of response were Homebush West, Strathfield, Chullora and Strathfield
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South (note that both Greenacre and Chullora reported 100% agreement to the question of
importance of local Strathfield identity).

The majority of people agreed that a large council would be less responsive, rates would
increase and that representation in a larger council would reduce. The majority did not
support the proposition that a large council is more cost effective and delivers better services
for residents.

Online Survey

Council conducted online survey hosted via the Council website www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au
using Survey Monkey software. The survey was open from 1 June 2015 to 28 June 2015.
This survey asked similar questions to the telephone survey but gave residents and
ratepayers the opportunity to directly comment on the Options presented in the Fit for the

Future flyer.

A full copy of the survey results is attached including individual comments from survey
respondents.

Total survey responses — 202
Preferred options for Strathfield Council
1. 85.15% supported stand-alone Strathfield Council but working in collaboration with
other councils on regional issues
2. 14.85% support merger of the six Inner West Councils
Reasons for support for preferred options

o Refer to full survey results

Agreement statements

Statements Strongly | Agree Neutral | Disagree | Strongly | Can't
agree Disagree | say

Representation for local residents in an
amalgamated council will be reduced

Larger local councils would deliver more

72.96% | 12.58% 5.66 3.77% 3.77% 1.26%

effective and better services for residents 6.96% 10.13% | 6.33% 24.68% 45.57% 6.33%

and communities

A larger local council would be less | 67.50% | 15.63% | 5.63% 3.75% 5.00% 2.50%
responsive to local communities and
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rates would increase

Importance of Strathfield's local identity

Very important 77.50%
Important 10.63%
Somewhat important 7.63%
Not very important 2.50%
Not at all important 3.75%

Personal data:

o 91.77% of respondents were home owners.

o 65.82% had lived in Strathfield more than 10 years, the next highest was 15.82% of
persons living in Strathfield 1-5 years.

e 64.10% lived in Strathfield, the next highest were Strathfield South (12.82%) and
Homebush (12.82%)

o 39.10% of respondents were aged 30-49 years, 28.21% were 50-64 years, 25% were
65 and over.

Community Views on Amalgamation of Strathfield Council

In March 2015, Council issued a flyer to residents regarding the outcomes of the report from
Morrison Low on financial modelling of the Inner West Council proposal. Council requested
responses from the community regarding the proposal to amalgamate Council with other
Inner West councils.

e Atotal of 395 responses were received to the online petition. The results were 383
against amalgamation representing 96.96% of responses received.

o A total of 306 responses were received in the mail using the tear off sheets. The
results were 306 against amalgamation representing 97.06% of responses received.

A copy of the comments made by the community is attached.
General Community views on Amalgamation

Strathfield Council commissioned polling company I-view to undertake a phone poll of the
Strathfield community regarding their views on amalgamation. The poll was conducted
between 20 May 2013 and 24 May 2015. |-view is a leading market and social research
data collection agency with over 30 years’ experience.
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I-view phone polled a group of 800 residents from the Strathfield Local Government Area.
The margin of error for a sample size of 800 is approximately 3.5%..

87% of respondents were aware of the amalgamation debate. 84% believed that no
decision should be made to amalgamate Strathfield Council without it first being put to a
referendum or Strathfield residents.

Respondents were asked about the NSW Government plan to amalgamate Strathfield
Council with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay (with possibility of Leichhardt and Marrickville
Councils), 70% indicated their opposition to this proposal. specifically-to-Strathfield-being
speslesipe i

Reasons for opposing amalgamation included:

e Strathfield should stay Strathfield. | don’t want it to merge its identity with
neighbouring councils (37%)

o Strathfield is well managed. Merging with neighbouring council areas would drag
Strathfield down (33%)

e Concern that council rates would increase and would not stay in Strathfield (18%)

e Concern about impact on property values (10%)
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Inventory of consultations, meetings and engagements on local government reform
process including Fit for the Future

Dates

Action

Type

28 June 2015

Online Community Survey closes -— Fit for the Future
Options (1-28 June 2015)

Survey

18 June 2015

Council considers and endorses the
Council’s Fit for the Future submission

report on

Council meeting

16 June 2015 | Council Column in Inner West Courier — ‘Future of | Newspaper
Strathfield Council: Information Pack’ has issued
reminding residents and businesses to have their say

13 June 2015 | Information Sessions at Strathfield Library — 13 June | Information
2015 sessions

6 June 2015 Information Sessions at Strathfield Library — 6 June | Information
2015 sessions

June 2015 Independent Telephone Community Survey — Fit for | Survey/Interviews
the Future Options — conducted by IRIS research

June 2015 Copy of the phone survey questions distributed with | Community
June 2015 edition to Strathfield Scene to each | Information
household

June 2015 Strathfield Scene — ‘We will lose our voice: the next | Newspaper
generation of voters speaks out about Council
mergers’, ‘130 years of proud local government’, ‘The
Fight continues’, ‘Rival Councils told “Hands off
Strathfield”, ‘Property could fall’, ‘Council to lobby
Governor’, ‘Council spells out the Facts and Urges
Residents “Give your own views on Mergers”.

2 June 2015 Council Column in Inner West Courier — advises | Newspaper
community of the Fit for the Future phone surveys and
issue of the information packs

2 June 2015 | Council resolution — Sydney Metropolitan Mayors — Fit | Council meeting
for the Future Resolutions

2 June 2015 | Council resolution — write to the NSW Governor Council meeting
opposing forced amalgamation.

2 June 2015 | Council resolution — provide funds to community Council meeting
based groups in the fight against amalgamations

2 June 2015 | Council resolution — recommit to anti-amalgamation Council meeting

fund and a workshop to be held.
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Dates

Action

Type

2 June 2015

Council resolution — that results from the Anti-
Amalgamation petition be accepted.

Council meeting

2 June 2015

Council resolution — Strathfield Council writes to 5
Inner West Councils plus Auburn and Bankstown
Councils to state that Strathfield Council can stand
alone, will not agree to any boundary adjustments and
Council will be making a stand alone submission.

Council meeting

May 2015

Information displays on Fit for the Future at Strathfield
Council's Customer Service Centre and Libraries.
Information also published on information screens at
Homebush Library and Strathfield Customer Service
Centre

Information
Displays

May 2015

Council website at www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au
updated with information on the Fit for the Future
Options information and how community can
participate in providing comments and feedback

Community
Information

May 2015

12 page The ‘Future of Strathfield Council:
Information Pack’ issued to all households in
Strathfield with copies available at Strathfield's
libraries and customer service centres

Community
Information

26 May 2015

Council resolution — note that the other five Inner
West Councils are not supporting the Panel
recommendations, that any council including an
amalgamation proposal with Strathfield Council will
not be agreed to.

Council meeting

19 May 2015

Council column — Inner West Courier — Mayor’s
Message that Council will be making a submission to
IPART on the basis that Council will stand alone.

Newspaper

5May 2015

Council resolution — resolved to write to Premier
regarding appointment of IPART as expert advisory
panel and concerns with consultancy appointments,
assessment criteria, deadlines for review of
methodology and to write to NSW Councils, Sydney
Metropolitan Mayors and LGNSW advising of Council
resolution.

Council meeting

5 May 2015

Council resolution — that results from the Anti-
Amalgamation petition be accepted.

Council meeting

9 April 2015

Council resolution — that Council write to local MPs,
Premier, Minster for Local Government and Members
of the Legislative Assembly and Council regarding

Council meeting
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Dates Action Type

council position on amalgamation.

16 March Flyer issued to all households in Strathfield Council Community
2015 area on ‘Fit for the Future’ program with tear-off reply | Information/Survey
or access to an online survey via Council website.

3 March 2015 | Council resolution — that results from the Anti- Council meeting
Amalgamation campaign be accepted.

2 March 2015 | Amalgamation flyer issued to all households in Community
Strathfield Council area with tear-off reply or access to | Information/Survey
an online survey via Council website.

March 2015 Strathfield Scene — ‘What Council mergers will mean | Newspaper

for the Oasis of the West’ and ‘Council mergers how

you'll suffer’
24 February | Council resolution — that results from the Anti- | Council meeting
2015 Amalgamation petition be accepted.

10 February | Council Column — Inner West Courier — petition open | Newspaper
2015 for residents to have their say on proposed Inner
West merger.

3 February | Council resolution - acceptance of Council report on | Council meeting
2015 Anti-Amalgamation campaign, approval for display of
banner on Council offices, approval of expenditure.

February 2015 | Strathfield Scene — ‘Residents to be slugged $320 in | Newspaper
rates increases under merged Councils, Strathfield
warns’

January 2015 | Anti-Amalgamation banners erected on Council | Banners
buildings and key locations

26 January | Flyer on likely impacts of amalgamation based on | Community
2015 financially modeling from Morrison Low issued to all | Information
households in Strathfield.

27 January | Council column in Inner West Courier - Mayors | Newspaper
2015 Message — Comments on NSW Government's
recommendation to merge Strathfield Council with five
other Inner West Councils

23 December | Council resolution — acceptance of Council report on | Council meeting
2014 the Anti-Amalgamation campaign and expenditure.

2 December | Council resolution — Reaffirm commitment to anti- | Council meeting
2014 amalgamation fund and a councillor workshop be
called to review work to date
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Dates Action Type
December Strathfield Scene articles ‘Don’t fall into council | Newspaper
2014/January | merger trap’ warns Cr Datta.

2015

4  November
2014

Council resolution — that Anti-Amalgamation Reform
Taskforce conduct a workshop to discuss working with
other Inner West Councils to fight amalgamation. A
resolution on Amalgamation regarding Fit for the
Future program.

Council meeting

October 2014

Morrison Low engaged to provide financial modeling
and analysis in regard to Fit for the Future

Financial modeling

7 October | Council resolution — allocated funds to a fighting fund | Council meeting
2014 about forced amalgamations and councillor workshop
be held.
October 2014 | Strathfield Scene - ‘$100,000 fund to save our | Newspaper
council’, ‘Questions the Premier wouldn’t answer’
23 September | Council column in Inner West Courier - Mayors | Newspaper

2014

Message — Comments on NSW Government's
incentives for amalgamating councils

10 September
2014

Media Release — Drop plans to blackmail and bribe
Strathfield into selling out residents

Media Release

2 September
2014

Council resolution — write to Minister Toole regarding
statements recommending Strathfield Council merger
with other inner west councils, that a report be
prepared to issue to community and commence
program of community engagement.

Council meeting

September Strathfield Scene — ‘Arrogant’ state out to amalgamate | Newspapers
2014

9 January | Media Release — Strathfield Council rejects report’'s | Media Release
2014 merger recommendations

3 December
2013

Council resolution — commends comments by Premier
Barry O’Farrell on amalgamation and panel reports

Council meeting

4 June 2013

Council resolution — to make joint submission to Panel
with Ashfield, Burwood and Canada Bay Council,
provide information to community on Panel and
encourage resident participation at community
meetings

Council meeting

4 June 2013

Council resolution — acceptance of poll of Strathfield
community regarding amalgamation

Council meeting

May 2013

Strathfield Scene — articles ‘Memo to State: $292M in

Newspaper
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Dates Action Type

Assets + 9M in Bills = Sustainability’, ‘Mergers will | articles
mean rate rises: Mayor’ and ‘Why Mega Councils Just
Don’t Work’

May 2013 Research company I-view commissioned to conduct | Community
community survey on views on amalgamation and | Survey

proposal for amalgamation of Strathfield with other
Inner West Councils. Polling conducted in May 2013.

March 2013 Strathfield Scene - articles ‘We don't want | Newspaper
Amalgamation — SOS Plans People’'s Survey’ and | articles
‘Mega Council Fears’ by Cr Raj Datta

February 2013 | Strathfield Scene — articles include ‘Merger Battle | Newspaper
Begins’, ‘$50,000 to fight amalgamation’, ‘A people’s | articles
campaign — Save our Strathfield (SOS), ‘Why
Amalgamation doesn’t work’

11 February | Media Release — Fighting to save Strathfield from | Media Release
2013 amalgamation is the only responsible course

6 February | Media Release — Mayor of Strathfield moves to resist | Media Release
2013 State Government’s amalgamation push

Enclosures

IRIS Research Ltd, Strathfield Council ‘Fit for the Future’ Community Engagement Survey,
June 2015

Strathfield Council Community Survey June 2015 — results

Strathfield Council Community Feedback April 2015 - results
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Executive summary

This report presents the results of Strathfield City Council’s ‘Fit for the Future’
Survey, 2015. IRIS Research was commissioned by Strathfield Council to conduct
research amongst the area’s residents in relation to the NSW Government’s ‘Fit for
the Future’ reform program. The survey sought to attain the preferences of
residents and businesses towards 2 ‘Fit for the Future’ options, that ranged from

Strathfield Council remaining as it is, to merging with other Councils.

To attain the views of those that make up Strathfield Local Government Area, a

comprehensive telephone-based poll among the area’s residents was used.

A random sample of households was selected by IRIS Research for the telephone

based survey with 8o5 residents participating.

The main findings of the survey were:

Most preferred option

Results showed that over four fifths of all residents surveyed (81.4%) indicated their
most preferred option was for Strathfield Council to remain by itself but work in
collaboration with other Councils on regional issues. This was significantly the most

preferred option.

The second most preferred option for residents was for Strathfield, Ashfield,
Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhart and Marrickville Councils amalgamating to create

an Inner West Council.

2015 Strathfield 'Fit for the Future’
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Agreement Statements

Strathfield residents were asked to rate their level of agreement toward three
statements concerning being part of a larger Council area. Of the three statements
put to residents, 2 attained mean agreement scores in the upper limit of the
‘Medium’ range (see page 6 for range). Residents showed most agreement with the
statement ‘A larger local Council would be less responsive to local communities and
rates would increase’ with 68.0% of the residents surveyed providing a ‘high’

agreement score.

The lowest agreement came for the statement ‘Larger local Councils would deliver
more cost efficient and better services for residents and communities’, with 28.7%
of residents providing a ‘high’ agreement score and 44.9% providing a ‘Low’

agreement score.
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page 4



|~

IRIS

RESEARCH

Introduction

1.1 Background

IRIS Research was commissioned by Strathfield Council to conduct research
amongst the area’s residents in relation to the NSW Government’s ‘Fit for the
Future’ reform program. The survey sought to attain the preferences of residents
towards two ‘Fit for the Future’ options, that ranged from Strathfield Council

remaining as it is, to merging with other Councils.

To attain the views of those that makeup Strathfield Local Government Area, a

comprehensive telephone-based poll among the area’s residents was used.

1.2 Study Objectives

The objective of the poll was to:

e Identify the preferred ‘Fit for the Future’ option amongst Strathfield Local

Government Area residents.

1.3 Survey Response

The table below shows the compliance rate achieved for the entire sample. The
compliance rate is the number of completed interviews to the total number of calls
made (including refusals). A compliance rate of 64% is considered a good result for a

community survey.

Table1.1 Survey compliance rate
Response sequence Outcome
Interviews 805

Refusals 592
Compliance rate 74%
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1.4 Survey Accuracy

When analysing results for the entire sample, the maximum error rate will be about
+3.5% at the 95% confidence level, assuming a proportional response of 50%. Put
another way, we can be confident that if the survey were to be repeated there would
be a 95% chance that the new result would lie within +3.5% of the result achieved in

this survey.

1.5 Mean Scores

Given that IRIS undertakes many residents’ surveys such as this; we are able to
benchmark mean scores. As such, mean importance and satisfaction scores can be
further classified as being a low, medium or high score based on this experience.

Table 1.3.1 highlights the mean classifications.

Table 1.3.2: Classification of mean scores

Mean importance scores Mean satisfaction scores

0—2.99 Low 0—2.99 Low
3.00—3.99 Medium 3.00 —3.74 Medium
4.00 — 5.00 High 3.75—5.00 High

2015 Strathfield ‘Fit for the Future’
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Survey Results
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2 Resident Telephone Survey

The NSW State Government released its ‘Fit for the Future’ program, which requires
most NSW Council’s to consider amalgamation options with neighbouring councils.
This section looks at the views held by Strathfield Council residents as measured by

IRIS' telephone survey.

2.1 Preferences of options
Section 2.1 of this report highlights the options that resident’s preferred in regards

to amalgamation with neighbouring Councils.

Question: Which is your preferred option?

Graph 2.1: Preferred option for ‘Fit for the Future’ program

Strathfield Council remaining by itself but
working in collaboration with other Councils on 814
regional issues

Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay
Leichhart and Marrickville councils amalgamating 16.8
to create an Inner West Council

Prefer not to indicate a preference 1.8

T T T T T T T T 1

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
% (n=805)
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Key Results:

Over four fifths of all residents surveyed (81.4%) indicated their most preferred
option was for Strathfield Council to remain by itself but work in collaboration with
other Councils on regional issues.

The second most preferred option for residents was for Strathfield, Ashfield,

Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhart and Marrickville Councils amalgamating to create

an Inner West Council.

Results for these two preferred options were then analysed by suburb.

Table 2.1: Preferred option for ‘Fit for the Future’ program by suburb

Strathfield Strsz::;c::::eld Homebush Ho\rx/its):sh Greenacre | Chullora
=471 =12 =2 =1
(n=471) (n=116) (n=120) (n=60) (n=27) (n=10)
Strathfield Council remaining by itself
but working in collaboration with 82.8% 77.6% 80.0% 85.0% 81.5% 60.0%
other Councils on regional issues
Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood,
Canada.Bay Le|chhart. and Marrickville 14.0% 9 4% 20.0% 13.3% 18.5% 40.0%
councils amalgamating to create an
Inner West Council
Prefer not to indicate a preference 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%

Key Results:

The vast majority of residents from each of the six suburbs preferred the option of
‘Strathfield Council remaining by itself but working in collaboration with other
Councils on regional issues’.

A slightly higher proportion of residents from Chullora (40.0%) and Strathfield
South (22.4%) preferred the option of ‘Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay
Leichhart and Marrickville councils amalgamating to create an Inner West Council’ in

comparison to other suburbs.
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Graph 2.2: Preferred option for 'Fit for the Future’ program by age

91.5%

Strathfield Council remaining by itself but 78.1%

working in collaboration with other

Councils on regional issues
85.9%

Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay
Leichhart and Marrickville councils
amalgamating to create an Inner West

Council
M 65 plus
1.5% M 50to 64
‘ indi ‘ 0.9%
Prefer not to indicate a preference 2.0% m30to 49
2.0% H18to 29

0%  20%  40% 60% 80%  100%
(n=804)

Key Results:

Results show a significantly higher proportion of residents aged 65+ prefer the
option of Strathfield Council remaining by itself but working in collaboration with
other Councils on regional issues compared to those aged 30-64.

Residents aged 30-49 were significantly more likely to prefer the option of the

amalgamation of Councils compared to those aged 18-29 and 65+.
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Table 2.2: Preferred option for 'Fit for the Future’ program by sex

Strathfield Council remaining by itself 87.1%
but working in collaboration with other
Councils on regional issues 75.8%

Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada

Bay Leichhart and Marrickville councils

amalgamating to create an Inner West
Council

B Female

I 2.0%

Prefer not to indicate a preference ® Male

1.5%

0%  20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
(n=805)

Key Results:

Results show a significantly higher proportion of females preferred the option of
‘Strathfield Council remaining by itself but working in collaboration with other
Councils’ on regional issues than males.

On the other hand a significantly higher proportion of males preferred the option of

the amalgamation of Councils compared to females.

2015 Strathfield ‘Fit for the Future’

page 11



=

Graph 2.3: Preferred option for 'Fit for the Future’ program by time lived in the area

Strathfield Council remaining by itself
but working in collaboration with other
Councils on regional issues

Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada

Bay Leichhart and Marrickville councils

amalgamating to create an Inner West
Council

Prefer not to indicate a preference

78.1%

85.9%

0% 20%  40% 60%
(n=804)

Key Results:

80%

100%

91.5%

M 65 plus
m 50 to 64
m30to 49

m18to 29

Results show that residents who have lived in the area for less than one year were

significantly more likely to prefer the option of Strathfield Council remaining by

itself but working in collaboration with other Councils, compared to those who have

lived in the area for longer than one year.
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3.0 Reasons for Choice

Residents that opted for Strathfield Council to amalgamate with other Councils to create
an Inner West Council were asked why they chose that option and why they didn’t choose

for Strathfield Council to remain by itself.

Table 3.1: why you chose amalgamation? (n=112)

Why you chose amalgamation %
Costs will be lower / more funding 28.4
More efficient 17.9
Do a better job / stronger 13.3
Improve services / facilities 12.5
Current Council doesn’t do a good job 5.4
Over governed at the moment 4.9
Better for local residents / area 4.7
More power 3
Only one Council to deal with 2.6
Too small as is 1.6
More ideas 1.3
| like other suburbs 0.9
Current Council should help others 0.5
Rates will be lower 0.5
Other 1.2
Key Results:

e The top three answers as to why residents chose amalgamation were ‘costs will be
lower / more funding’, ‘more efficient’ and that Council will do a better job and be

stronger.
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Table 3.2: why you didn’t choose for Strathfield to remain by itself? (n=74)

Why you didn't choose for Strathfield Council to
remain by itself

%

Will do a better job / stronger 315
Current Council doesn’t do a good job 18.2
Too small as is 14.4
Costs will be lower / more funding 12.4
More efficient 6.7
Inevitable amalgamation 4.5
Over governed at the moment 4.1
Rates will be lower 2.1
More ideas 1.8
Current Council should help others 1.2
Only one Council to deal with 1.2
More power 0.9
Corruption 0.9
Key Results:

RESEARCH

e The most popular response as to why residents didn't opt for Strathfield Council to

remain by itself was that it ‘will do a better job and will be stronger’.
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RESEARCH

Residents that chose for Strathfield Council to remain by itself were asked why they chose
that option and what their main reasons were for not choosing amalgamation.

Table 3.4: why you chose for Strathfield Council to remain alone? (n=638)

Why you chose for Strathfield Council to remain alone

%

Happy with current Council 24.2
Money will go to other Councils 12.9
Single / smaller area can be better taken care of 8.5
Don't see benefits of amalgamation 5.8
Too big / won't function well 5.8
Works fine as it is 4.6
Better for local issues 4.1
Increased rates 4.0
Other Councils not similar 35
Inherit other Councils problems 3.1
Bigger Council is less efficient 2.9
Like to maintain tradition / identity 2.9
Better services 2.7
Financially stable in own right 2.4
Strathfield is better than other areas / don't like other Councils 2.3
Focus on Strathfield 2.0
Won't have a voice in bigger Councils 1.7
Enough problems already 14
Council is independent 0.9
Local Councillors should stay local 0.6
Bigger Council won't deliver services 0.5
Amalgamation is costly 0.4
Can make decisions quickly 0.3
Jobs will be lost 0.3
Looked after better by local Council 0.3
Fear of change / unknown 0.2
Property value is higher than other areas 0.2
Can see where money is going 0.1
Bigger Council will have too many Councillors 0.1
Other 1.3
Key Results:

e Results show that the most popular reasons residents had for choosing to remain

alone included being happy with the current Council, being afraid too much money

will go to other Councils and that a single / smaller area can be better taken care of.
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Table 3.5: why you didn’t choose amalgamation? (n=545)

Why you didn’t choose amalgamation

%

Too big / won't function well 335
Don't see benefits of amalgamation 12.3
Money will go to other Councils 9.4
Increased rates 8.0
Happy with current Council 7.4
Won't have a voice in bigger Councils 5.4
Strathfield is better than other areas / don't like other Councils 2.8
Other Councils not similar 2.4
Better for local issues 23
Like to maintain tradition / identity 2.1
Better services 1.9
Single / smaller area can be better taken care of 1.7
Amalgamation is costly 1.6
Inherit other Councils problems 1.5
Fear of change / unknown 1.1
Bigger Council is less efficient 0.9
Focus on Strathfield 0.8
Enough problems already 0.7
Can make decisions quickly 0.5
Council is independent 0.4
Property value is higher than other areas 0.4
Other 3.0

Key Results:

RESEARCH

e Over a third of residents (33.5%) mentioned that the main reasons they didn't

choose for Strathfield Council to amalgamate were that it was ‘too big and wont

function well’, ‘that they can’t see the benefits of amalgamation’ and that they are

afraid money will go to other Councils.
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4.0  Agreement statements

IRIS

RESEARCH

Strathfield residents were asked to rate their level of agreement towards 3 statements

concerning being part of a larger Council area. The results are shown in table 4.1.

Table 4.1: Agreement statements

Agreement rating
Mean
N/R Low | Medium High score
(1-2) (3) (4-5) (out
n=805 of 5)
A larger local Cogr.ml would be less res:ponswe to 27 14 15.9 68.0 3.94
local communities and rates would increase
Representation for IoFaI re5|dents inan 51 15.6 15 64.3 3.85
amalgamated Council will be reduced
Larger local Councils would deliver more cost
efficient and better services for residents and 2.8 44.9 23.6 28.7 2.70
communities

Key Results:

e Of the three statements put to residents, two attained mean agreement scores in the upper

limit of the ‘Medium’ range. Residents showed most agreement with the statement ‘A larger

local Council would be less responsive to local communities and rates would increase’ with

68.0% of the residents surveyed providing a ‘high’ agreement score.

e The lowest agreement came for the statement ‘Larger local Councils would deliver more

cost efficient and better services for residents and communities’, with 28.7% of residents

providing a ‘high’ agreement score and 44.9% providing a ‘Low’ agreement score.
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Table 4.2: Agreement statements by suburb

RESEARCH

Representation for local residents in an amalgamated Council will be
reduced
Strathfield Strathfield Homebush Homebush Greenacre | Chullora
South West

- Low (1-2) 13.2% 22.2% 16.5% 14.8% 21.4% 27.3%

S Medium (3) 13.0% 22.2% 10.7% 23.0% 10.7% 45.5%

E % High [4-5) 69.2% 52.2% 66.1% 52.5% 64.3% 18.2%

? = {Can't Say) 4.7% 3.4% 6.6% 9.8% 3.6% 9.1%

Mean score 3.96 3.53 3.93 3.69 3.75 2.89

Key Results:

e The suburb with the highest level of agreement for this statement was Strathfield (3.96).

This was followed by Homebush (3.93) and Greenacre (3.75).

Table 4.3: Agreement statements by gender

Representation for local
residents in an amalgamated
Council will be reduced

Male Female
Low (1-2) 15.2% 15.8%
)
c Medium (3) 18.7% 11.4%
E &
3 - High (4-5) 62.4% 66.1%
& (Can't Say) 3.7% 6.7%
Mean Score 3.80 3.90
Key Results:

e Results show that females (3.90) were more likely to agree with this statement than males

(3-80).
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Table 4.5: Agreement statements by suburb

RESEARCH

Larger local Councils would deliver more cost efficient and better
services for residents and communities
Strathfield Strathfield Homebush Homebush Greenacre | Chullora
South West
- Low (1-2) 47.1% 46.2% 40.8% 43.3% 19.2% 55.5%
S n |Medium (3) 26.0% 15.4% 26.7% 25.0% 0.0% 22.2%
E % High (4-5) 23.9% 37.6% 29.2% 28.4% 80.8% 11.1%
5 = |(can't Say) 3.2% 0.3% 3.3% 3.3% 0.0% 11.1%
Mean Score 2.59 AT 2.80 2.81 3.87 AL

Key Results:

e The suburb with the highest level of agreement with this statement in terms of the mean

score were Greenacre (3.87). The suburb of Chullora (2.27) displayed the lowest level of

agreement with this statement.

Table 4.6: Agreement statements by gender

Larger local Councils would
deliver more cost efficient
and better services for
residents and communities

Male Female

- Low (1-2) 11.4% 48.5%
S w |Medium (3) 24.6% 22.5%
E £ |High (4-5) 31.8% 25.5%
ga = |(can'tsay) 2.2% 3.5%
Mean Score 2.85 2.56

Key Results:

e Results show that males (2.85) were significantly more likely to agree with this statement

compared to females (2.56).
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Table 2.7: Agreement statements by suburb

RESEARCH

A larger local Council would be less responsive to local communities
and rates would increase
Strathfield Strathfield Homebush Homebush Greenacre | Chullora
South West

- Low (1-2) 12.1% 15.3% 18.3% 10.0% 35.7% 0.0%
8 uw |Medium (3) 14.4% 20.5% 12.5% 1.7% 35.7% 55.6%
5 % High (4-5) 70.5% 63.3% 64.1% 88.3% 28.6% 44.4%
B = |(can't Say) 3.0% 0.9% 5.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Mean Score 4.05 3.77 3.87 4,13 3.05 3.36

Key Results:

e The three suburbs with the highest level of agreement with this statement in terms of the

mean score were Homebush West (4.13), Strathfield (4.05) and Homebush (3.87).

e Residents from Greenacre (3.05) and Chullora (3.36) were least likely to agree with this

statement.

Table 4.8: Agreement statements by gender

A larger local Council would be
less responsive to local
communities and rates would

increase

Male Female

- Low (1-2) 13.7% 14.4%
E s |[Medium (3) 18.9% 11.7%
@ £ |High (4-5) 65.4% 70.4%
E “  |{can't Say) 2.0% 3.5%
Mean Score 3.86 4.03

Key Results:

e Results show that females (4.03) were more likely to agree with this statement compared to

males (3.86).
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5.0 Local identity
Section 5.0 of this report highlights how important the local identity of Strathfield is to

residents.

Question: How important is the local identity of Strathfield to you?

Graph 5.1: Importance of local identity

49.5
e
61

Important
Somewhat important

Not very important

Not at all important 1.5

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
%

Key Results:

e Three quarters of residents surveyed (75.6%) considered the local identity of Strathfield to

be either 'important’ or ‘very important’ to them.
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Table 5.1: Importance of local identity by gender

How important is the
local identity of

Strathfield to you?
Male Female

Not at all important 2.2% 0.5%

o Not very important 9.5% 2.7%

E Somewhat important 18.0% 15.9%

< Important 24.4% 27.8%

Very important 45.9% 53.1%

Key Results:

RESEARCH

e According to the results, there was a higher percentage of females (80.9%) than males

(70.3%) that said the local identity of Strathfield was either ‘important’ or ‘very important’ to

them.

Table 5.2: Importance of local identity by suburb

How important is the local identity of Strathfield to you?

Suburb
Strathfield Strsa::::fld Homebush Ho‘nlc’:l:: i Greenacre | Chullora
Not at all important 1.1% 0.0% 4.2% 1.7% 0.0% 0.0%
5 Not very important 6.6% 7.8% 6.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2, Somewhat important 13.6% 15.5% 21.7% 18.3% 51.9% 22.2%
< Important 29.1% 20.7% 23.3% 25.0% 11.1% 33.3%
Very important 49.7% 56.0% 44.2% 55.0% 37.0% 44.4%
Key Results:

e The four suburbs with the highest number of residents giving either an ‘important’ or ‘very

important’ rating to this question were; Homebush West, Strathfield, Chullora and

Strathfield West.
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Table 5.3: Importance of local identity by time lived in the area

RESEARCH

How important is the local identity of Strathfield to you?

How long you have lived in the Council area

Less than 6 to 10 More than 10

ayear 1to 5 years years years

Not at all important 0.0% 0.0% 1.6% 1.4%

] Not very important 0.0% 0.0% 13.1% 4.5%
§ Somewhat important 66.7% 18.8% 10.4% 18.4%
< Important 33.3% 25.0% 24.6% 26.8%
Very important 0.0% 56.2% 50.3% 48.8%

Key Results:

e Residents that have lived in the Council area for less than a year were least likely to consider

local identity as either ‘important’ or ‘very important'.
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IRIS Research Limited ABN 16 002 278 793

Level 1, iC Central, Squires Way, Fairy Meadow

Postal address: Northfields Ave, Wollongong NSW 2522

Telephone: (02) 4285 4446 Fax: (02) 4285 4448 International: 61 2 4285 4446
Net: http://www.iris.org.au Email: research@iris.org.au

Disclaimer

All possible care has been taken in the preparation of the information contained in
this report. However lllawarra Regional Information Service (IRIS Research)
expressly disclaims any liability for the accuracy and sufficiency of the information
and under no circumstances shall be liable in negligence or otherwise in and arising
out of the preparation or supply of information aforesaid. Persons who utilise the
information provided herein do so at their own risk. It is recommended that before
any reliance is placed upon the information provided, independent, expert advice be

sought.
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(6 June

The Future of Strathfield

Council: Information Pack

The M5W State Government has released fts Fit for the Future’
program which requires most NSW councils to consider
amalgamation options with neighbouring councils.

Al residences and businesses within the Strathfield local
government area will have recieved an information pack which
ourlines options for Strathfield Council's frture. Council
encourages all residents to consider the information and have
their say by completing the survey at wwwstrathfield nsw.gov.au
by Jure 20.

Red Shield Appeal

Council would like to thank everyone who came along to the
Red Shield Appeal 8BQ at Strathfield Town Centre recently. The
BBQ raised $3,245 for this important cause. The doorknock
appeal on May 3 reised a total of 1598340, which s a
testament to the generosity of the people of Strathfield.

Memiory and Ageing

Presentation

Strathfield Council is running a free Memory & Ageing seminar
for residents who wauld like more information about normal
ageing and memory loss, The presentation addresses the myths
surrounding dementia and provides strategies to help your
memory. )

Date: June 22, TH5am
Location: Strathfield Community Centre

School Holiday Program

Registrations are now open )
fer the June School Holiday
Program. The program runs
from June 29 to july 10, and is
open to children between the
ages of 5 and 12 who live or
attend school In the

- Stathfield area For more
information or to reglster, visit
wwwi.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

fsset Management Review

Strathfield Council is responsible for managing and maintaining
community assets like regional and local roads, fosthpaths,
kerbs and guttering, parks and community buildings such as
libraries. In managing our assets Council aims to find an optimal
balance between the condition that we maintain our assets
and the cost to ratepayers.

Councit would like resident’s views on the level at which our
community assets are maintained, Residents are encouraged to
consider the information at vwstrathfieldnsw.govau/home/
rouncil/asset-management-review and take the online survey,

The Cooks River Fun Run takes place this Sunday — Register anline now

| MEET YOUR COUNCILLOR'
SATURDAYS FROM 1AM - TIAM
Should you wish to speak with your Councillor, please
contact Council on $748 9999 by 4pm on the Friday
preceding the session to make an appointment
20 June - Council Offices: Cr Vaccari
* 27 June ~ Councll Offices. Cr Ok

= Ta ] F- o784 1034 E roaunsi

1NN
MAYOR'S MESSAGE [
' 2

Strathfield Councils annual
fitniess event. the Cocks River
Fun Run, will retum for s sixth
year this Sunday 21 june

The event mncludes a Skm

and 10km race starting at

Freshwater Park and following

the Bay to Bay Cycleway The certthied course offers
runners a chance to get a qualifying time for the big
events coming up on the running calendar. including
the City25urf and the Sydney Running Festival

Council 1s pleased to be supporting Bowel Cancer
Australa as the offical charity partner for the third
year in a mow. June [s Bowel Cancer Awareness
morith, which alms ta educate the community about
identifying nsk factors and prevention to save lives
Each enitry to the Cooks River Fun Run includes a $5
donatron to Bowe| Cancer Australia

With over 400 runners already reglstered, the event is
on target to be the biggest ever and help spread the
message about the importance of healthy lifestyles

I would like everyone In the Strathfield community to
think abaut their health and their nsk factors and talk
to their relatives about ther medical history

With the option of a 2km kids run and a Skm walk, the
Cooks River Fun Run 1s an event for the whole family.

| myself have entered the 5km run and encourage
everyone to participate. Registrations are still open
and will be taken on the marning of the race. | look
forward to seeing many runners and walkers enjoying
an active Sunday moming along the Cooks River

Cr Gulian Vaccan
Mayor of Strathfield

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
« Tuesday 7 july 2015, 7pm

Caouncil Chambers, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield
Business papers for Council and Committee meetings are
available from Counail’s Customer Service Centre, libranies
and wwwstrathfield nsw.gov.au from the Saturday pnor to
each meeting.

BrEd | wwwstrathfieldnswgoviau




Survey Questions

The NSW State Government has released its ‘Fit for the Future’ program which requires most NSW
councils to consider amalgamation options with neighbouring councils. All residences within the
Strathfield local government area will be receiving an information pack which outlines options for
Strathfield Council’s future. Council encourages all residents to consider the questions below, and
have their say. You can also fill out the survey online at www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

1. Which is your preferred option? (Please tick)

O Strathfield Council remaining by itself but working in collaboration
with other councils on regional issues

[0 Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville
councils amalgamating to create an Inner West Council

2.  What are the main reasons you chose your most preferred option?

3. What are the main reasons you chose your least preferred option?

4. To what extent do you agree with the following statements (Please tick)

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral  Disagree  Disagree Can't Say

Representation for local residents in an amalgamated , s
council will be reduced i O O | |

Larger local councils would deliver more cost effective '
and better services for residents and communities 0 O O O O O

A larger local Council would be less responsive to local
communities and rates would increase g O 0 O O O



5. How important is the local identity of Strathfield to you? (Please tick)

O Very important

O Important

OO0 Somewhat important
O Not very important

O Not at all important

6. What is your status in relation to your home? (Please tick)

O Owner
O Rent / board

7. How long have you lived in the Strathfield Council area? (Please tick)

[0 Less than a year

L[] 1to 5 years

O 6 to 10 years

[0 More than 10 years

8. What is the name of the suburb where you live? (Please tick}

O Strathfield

O Strathfield South
O Homebush

O Homebush West
0 Greenacre

O Chullora

9. Which age group do you belong to? (Please tick)

O Under 18

O 18-29 years

[J 30-49 years

[0 50-65 years

I 65+ years

O Prefer not to say

10. Which gender are you?

O Male
O Female



May 101§

The Future of Strathfield Council:
Phone survey questions

The NSW State Government has released its ‘Fit for the Future’ program

which requires most NSW councils to consider amalgamation options with
neighbouring councils. All residences within the Strathfield local government
area will be receiving an information pack which outlines options for Strathfield
Council’s future. A phone survey will also be conducted from 1)une - 5 june.
Council encourages all residents to consider the questions that will be asked

below, and have their say.

1. Which is your preferred option?

» Strathfield Council remaining by itself but working in collaboration with

other councils on regional issues
» Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville

councils amalgamating to create an Inner West Council

2. What are the main reasons you chose your most preferred option?
3. What are the main reasons you chose your least preferred option?

4. Before you read the information that Council sent to you,
were you in favour of Strathfield Council amalgamating with
surrounding council areas?

5. Now, to what extent do you agree with the following statements on a
scale of 1 to 5, where 1 means you strongly disagree and 5 means you

strongly agree?

« Representation for local residents in an amalgamated council will be
reduced _

» Larger local councils would deliver better services for residents and
communities

= A larger local council would save money



6.

10.

n

How important is the local identity of Strathfield to you?

« Not at all important
= Not very important

» Somewhat important
* Important

¢ Very important

What is your status in relation to your home?

«  Owner
« . Rent/ board

How long have you lived in the Strathfield Council area?

« Less thana year

s Tto5years

» 61010 years

* More than 10 years

What is the name of the suburb where you live?
e Strathfield

» Strathfield South

* Homebush

« Homebush West

* Greenacre

» Chullora

Please stop me when | read out the age group you are in...
» Underi8

¢ 18-29 years

e 30-49 years

o 50-65years

* 65+years

Which gender are you?

« Male

=  Female
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136th Anniversary of strathield
Council (1885 - 2015}

June 2015 marks the 3Cth anniversary of Strathfield Council. The name
derived from house 'Strathfield’ which was owned by jeweller John Hardy
of city frrn Hardy Bros Jewellers', This firm is still In operation today.
Over Its 130 years, the Councll of Strathfield has aimed ta create and
support high quality and desirable areas for people to live, work, study
and visit, with good quality housing, plentiful parks and open space,
well-maintained tree lined streets and community facilities.

Councll gives thanks to the many men and women who have served as
Mayor or as Aldermen (now Counclllors), the Councll staff, community
volunteers, local businesses and many thousands of residents over time
who have made Strathfield thelr home and contributed to the
development of one of the best and most desirable areas of Sydney.

Happy Anniversary, Strathfield Couneil

Schoot Holiday Program
Reglstrations are now open for the June School Holiday Program. The
program tuns fram June 29 1o July 10, and is open to children between
the ages of 5 and 12 who live or attend school In the Strathfield area.
For mare information or to register, visit www.strathfield nsw.gov.au

tit for the Future phone surveys
All residences within the Strathfield local government area will soon be
recelving an information pack which outlines options for Strathfield
Councll In the face of the N5¥ Government’s Fit for the Future
program. A phane survey will also be conducted from 1June - 5 June
regarding this issue, Council encourages residents to read the brochure
and have thelr say.

Strathhelo b
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Cooks River Fun Run

The 2015 Cooks River Fun Run is shaping up to be the best one yet. With
some exciting new additions te the event, participants can expect a
great moming on June 21.

For the fust time in 2015, all finishers in all events will receive a fantastic
new finlshers medal. To get everyone excited on the day. the event MCs
have been announced as “The Naked Runners™ Mossy & Robbo. The boys
will be getting Into the spirit of the event and supporting Bowel Cancer
Australia by dorming the organisation’s popular cheeky shorts. Also new
this year, participants can team up with a partner and enter a Kkm relay.
The event includes a10km, Skm, 2kmn kids run and a 5k walk. Kids will
alse enjoy new games hosted by Channel 9.

The run starts at Freshwater Park, Strathfield and follows the Bay ta Bay
cycleway along a flat course through South Strathfield. Join us for a great,
active day out. To reglster, visit www.cooksriverfunruncom.au

SATURDAYS FROM 10AM - TIAM

Should you wish to speak with your Counclllcr, please
contact Council on 9748 9999 by 4pm on the Fnday
preceding the session to make an appointment

» 13 June - Council Offices: Cr Bott

+ 20june - Counal Offices: Cr McLucas

641034 | OE cpunoidE

Homebush resigents can look /]
forward to a new park which -

has been approved on Loftus

Crescert Work recently

began on the park with the

demalition of houses at 29

and 30 Loftus Crescent Upon

campletion of the demolition,

{andscaping works will be undertaken, including the
{aying of new turf to the entire site to ensure the
space 1 safe and functionat

Concepts for the new park have been developed and
will be put forward for community consultation this
month From this community feedback the concept will
be finalised for Council approval, and the constructiar
of the new park will commence shortly after.

Parks are an mpartant part of (ocal neighbourhoods
and Council takes pride i beng able to provide these
facilities to the community | hope many local families
will enjoy it far many years to come

Cr Gulian Vaccari
Mayor of Strathfield

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
» Tuesday 2 June 2015, 7pm

Council Chambers, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield
Business papers for Council and Committee meetings are
available from Couneils Customer Service Centre, libraries
and wwwistrathfieldnsw.govau from the Saturday prior to
each meeting

www.strathhield nsweovau
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THE NEXT GENERATION OF VOTERS
PEAKS OUT ABOUT COUNCIL MERGERS

{ Bernadette Chua “There are positives of an amalgamated
council, but ayoung person’s
¢ campaign against conncil mergers | p ective, the cons outweigh the pros.
Wﬂlm.shm?lmcendoﬂﬁsmonﬂ!, B'rfpfee[iuameymundlﬂlm“ﬁﬂbea
with Strathfield Jeading the charge. lack of youth activities. I've read throu
Councillors have apy 2n immediate | some documents and many councils haye
0,000 funding injection fromthe - said if they merge with other conncils, it
ancil’s $100,000 war chest, and the will canse an infrastructure bacldog,
idents’ association Save Cur Strathfield “This means that things like commumity
s gone statewrde, céntres and parks, which young people use
is week, the voice of youth joined alot, may be forgotten
+batfle to halt mega councils and Chen recently started a petition
*h-density around the lack of community consultation
H:eirmmge:'Don’tignomthevuim on Parramatta Road, and now, her
Generation Next” impassioned plea to her peers is to make
Alison Chen, 16, the representative for themselves aware of what looms,ahead for
athfieldin the State’s Youth Pardiament young peopie if council mergers happen.
ctured centre), jomed two fellow PLC Imow currently in some councils there
dents to voice ther opposition outside are youth steering committees which are
athfield’s Council Chamber, chaired by young councillors. It means that
‘riends Bmma Lin (left} and Rachet younger pecple who are running for
asel {right) are also worried about how council may have less of a chance agai
ion will affect young people. someone who is more exper
There is already a Jack of “With fewer councillors, it means
resentation at 2 local entlevel | less representation.
:1:“11:9 mﬂmﬁﬂﬁfﬂi SONTINGED N PAUE )
MURE REPORTS PAGES 6 AND 7

ther drowned out,” said Ms Bleasel.

HAPPY BIRTHRAY 8

WE WILL LOSE

ISTRATHEIE

"THERE IS ALREADY
= ALACK OF YOUTH
REPRESENTATION."

ARNOTT’S
LAND COULD
BE TAKEN
BY FORCE

ott’s Reserve, the green
swathe which Conncil spent
ore than a decade i
back from the State Gmment,w
is reportedly under thregt of
compulsory purchase,
The WestConnex construction

trmnelling machines, buthas been told
bysmht:;ddCoundmiseumﬁalm
green img in an area of housing density.
According to the Member for M
Strathfield, Jodi McKay, WestComexis
euzrently sending out comprlsory
purchase orders to homes and counells,
Tna letter sent to Ms McKay from
Roads Minister Duncan Gay, the
Minigter states Strathfield has been
approached for “access locations to
build the M4 East road tunnels, site
offices and construction compounds”
Ms McKay told the Scene she
understood Amott's Padk may be
purchased under a compulsory order.
Atﬂ:ismnuﬁkCounm‘lma@g,
Cr Daniel Boit called on his
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130 years ago this month,. residents demanded the creation of
Strathfield. Today, they are fighting to keep it independent. Cathy Jones
details our proud history

i

b

th;e’

pieces
matter”

= RO Byl

heré 5 a scenein the ceitically acclaimed

television show The Wirewhere a senior

police detective is mentoring a junior
ilice detective,

He says, “We're building something here
tective, We're building it from scratch. All the
2ces mafter”

He emphasises the Jast bit, “All the pieces
stter” As time poes by; you sea that thig is more
in a description of a police case,

Everybody has their own interpretation and
neis that it describes the main character.

e main character is not a person, The main
aracter 5 4 city.

Toften get asked, “Why did you run for public Cuunc:il mlek;nt;;n size ﬁya:dx{-ia:f :elaﬂerD;\vidJonrs. Thompson’s
ice?” Lhave never said “because all the pieces an e Llanelly’ (oow Stecphurst’ 2022
e’ but maybe I shovld A]byanad)wa.smdformun'cﬂ_meeungs
Weine . There idents unﬁlﬂ:eCnnnc;lChambeubmldmgatéS
10 2 diverse area. ar zesident Homebush Road was compieted in 1287.

og);::::rvcdaxﬂfhmmoﬂlmm o | B The Council Charnbers were desi by
" generations, = L : architect John Subman, who later lent his name
There are families, singles, canples, retirees and Lot i |§\ Homebush | tothe Sulman Art Prize. This building
Idren everywhere. We have residents from all ‘West, has beent contimaously occupied by Strathfield
ions of the globe. Thave met people bor.in awsoxs Laosas, 15 Chulloraand | Council since it opened. Strathfield’s first
iy Australis Eorope Asts, W “&.mﬁﬂﬂzﬂwm . Greenacre. Mayor was George Hardie. .

1 25 Africaand Americz. -ﬁ-“dﬂ"m“‘w'm Ayl e und 8 Inthe Over its 130 years, the Cotncil of Strathfield
T‘i‘ S THE: Aquick visittoa vivice C eader (b nst 04 0 1 g9, Census, huaimndmﬂutedesinblémfurpeople
5-;5‘] ';'\: "'T'I i | citizenship ceremony ) the popu- to live, work, study and visit, with good-
F-Eira‘lt-}t-am-a! will show every n the 18803, lation of quality honsing, and an sbundance of parks
il '-'.'--i:|:¥__ | section of the globe is residents of the Strathfield way | and open space, supported by well- maintained

" represented, withmany | % Strathfield, Strathéield /22922015, roads and community facikities,
ears at what they have achieved. South and Homebush " A the populaionis - Tn the 18805, Council adopted the
Lfind it almost impossible to drive past my areas petitioned the State i y .d,_f an estimated 40,000 'Boulevandmg’progﬂmthatest?blishedthe
st | Siebheen, e SIS | TR
: d alocal governmen

;memh\‘rse,mﬂ::ree;z;:wm to school here control their own area. After many population will total $0,000. Geaige Haussman, involving wide, steaight,
! wh:le th:mwill gudmh ) petitions, approval was granted by in 1885, the name ‘Strathfield’ was edopted tree-lined streets, with large footpaths for
stay; o move mmuhm the NSW Governor in 1885, and for the new Counai, The aftemoon strolls. One
wever,allumenta_ndﬁ:merstudents Strathfield Council was born. name derived from & . - == 1. ofthe Councils
anent comuection & out area. When it was first established, house called ‘Strathfield" objectives was to create
Children have theisfrstday atschool hereand | ' 12" P oee S SR that was owned by & pedestrian suburb with
e retire here. You can find a grand three- Council covered the areas of jeweller John Hardy of tzotpaths connected to
=y heritage home and an apartment on the Redmyre (now Strathfield), city firm Hardy Bros civic buildings,
bflaor, Yon can go toa great café,aip coffeeand | 1omebuush and Druite i Jewellers, which still monuments or focal
& the worlds problems on aSundaymoming. { Ty (now Strathfield operates today, ‘The points such as parks,
maybe, you have fine dining on Saturdzy night South). By 1892, - house was originally Strathfield’s streets
1first date with your future spouse. Homebush West had built for the Mayor of were imtially Jit by
epresenting every piece of Strathfield is been bronght in. n Sydney Walter Renoy gaslights, which were
lenging; howewes, itis a challenge that shonld | ¢he 19405 the in 1868, and was named Later replaced by
mbraced. Ttis probably easier to represent west ward of after the ship upon e]ednc.lty The Council
rea where everybodyis the same; however it | Enfield Council which he had sailed to i was a pioneer.
dd be farJess rewarding, and Homebush Australta, the Styathfieldsaye. Strathfield was one of the first azeas of
Jur council works best when we remind Council was added. The first Council comprised six Aldermen | Sydneytoemblmh_awmand

selves of one thing. All the picces matter. Today’s Strathfield including stockbroker George Thompsan, system, completed in 1912. And it was the
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first council to utilise the new planning powers Federation, interwar and postwar architecture, | interet and Wi-Fi access to residents,
by declaring most of the Strathfield area Many of Strathfield’s finest homes are listed students and visitors,
a restdential district in Apal 1520, ashentage iterns and conservetion areas ‘The first railway station in the Strathfield

¢'This proclamation, which continred until en Connal’s Local Environmental Plan, area was at Homebush in 1855, followed by
1969, prohibited the construction of This will preserve them for carrent and Strathfield Station in 1877 (then called
commerrial buildings except in reatricted foture tons. Redmyre) and Flemington in 1884
areas. 'The Council also enforced land In 1911, Conneil established a Gardener’s ‘The municipality is well-connected by
sub-division standards to a minimum 50 of Department to ensure the natnral major roads and arteries. Council still
street fronfage on alarge land allotment, By i t was well d Strathfield | manages the regional and local road network
comparison, the average Sydney land Park was the first dedicated parkland in the and constantly lobbies the State Government
subdivision was 40ft or less, are, and was opened 1n 1914, for improvements to the local transport

Community concerns Since then, the networks, Currently, it is advocating an
regarding the potential - Council has acquired upgraded transport interchange at Strathfield
for house fires and ; H]FE..!H-E{'DSE-EF * | 123 hectares of parks Town Centre,
infectious diseases i yis andopen spaces, or The Strathfield we know today is still
such as tubercalosts, 5 EYARL e il a desirable place to live, not just for its
influenza and scarlet . landarea, Open space is residential areas and schocls, but also for
fever were addressed ~ dedicated to golf courses, | thevibrant business centres and communities
by Council’s sportsgrounds and that generate over $3 billion a year in Gross
imposition of heplth and natural areas such as Regional Product (GRE),
building standards. Mason Park Wetlands, It aiso boasts one of the best-connected

'This included the Serathfield was oneof | transport systems in Spdney.
prohibition of imber the first councils to In its 130th year, the Council gives thanks
structures from 1920, establish a publiclibrary | to the many men and women who have gerved
inereased buffer space service in the 19405, The as Mayor or a5 Aldermen (now Councillors),
aroand buildings to Council boasts two the Council staff, community volutiteers, local
promote healthy living libraries, receiving busi and maay thousands of residents
standards and rigorous than 200,000 vsito: over tme who have made Strathfield their
programs of building and health inspections. each year. Over the 70 years since the home and contribated to the development

The eadiest surviving homes in Strathfield service was established, the librarphas of one of the most vibrant areas of Sydney.
date back to the 1870s. ‘The area has a wide lent thonsands of books, DVDs, magazines Happy Anniversary, Strathfield Council,

range of heritage property incloding Victorian, |

and, more recently, provided
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Councils
“Some of the options, by default, will need to mESMOBIShﬂhﬁelmd dg'
of the ng, A nee campaf i
By Peter Lynch include Strathfield LGA because the councils Mﬁmﬂmw
Smﬂtﬁddhaswriuznmthemzyorsofﬁve wishing to join together do not share a common organisation called Save Our
[nﬁerCitycound]stelﬁngﬁ:emtokeeptheir boundary” Mayor Vaccari said, Councils. Save Onr councils will -
rands offits land. The move commes after a series “Still other options see some councils being unite local governments fighting
*f attempts to grab parts of Sirathfield by broken np or having small areas moved from amalgamation with a larger and
Jankstown and Avbgrmn councils, one council ares to another by way of better organised apposition. They
Strathfield hag stepped up its cempaign against | boundary adjustment. are hoping for backing from the
‘ouncil mergers, passing a motion to release “We have fought hard for the Enfield ILC and Labo:Partya.ndpo]iﬁcaIﬁg\ues,
110,000 immediately from its $100,000 fighting | Ibelieve we have representad the community and will hold a public launch next
uad for communications. welLWemsﬂ]Ih’yjngtoﬁghtfnrﬂﬁs]jﬂlebit weele The proup has called on
It also rescinded a motion that meant only of green space for them, we are putting in ' supporters to bring placands to the
200 could be spent without Coyneil approval Emmm to examine the pollution levels, the =3 : Parliament House launch nest
nanti-merger or overdevelopment campaigns. ist, the traffic, the noise and the air quality” week. Nella Gawy of.
Coun;i.ﬁ;gz]{elmMcLucastoldooundﬂors: “Lbave had 2 conversation with the mayor of “WE WH_L LOSE smmh”bmpp:;‘:dm
lammnnemedwehzveon]ynn:monthmget BanhMWn,LindaDownz}:Ihmgimnhera spakesman. She told the Sceme:
1e message out to residents” des:mesaagethatsmthﬁe]djxgoingmstand OUR ‘VOICE” "Wealw:ysintendedmbﬁng‘all
‘With time Tonming out, councils have been alone. From my und ing, the motion coundils together under one
ing to work out fall-back - . came from the floor, There hag g 1 " like Ms Chen, shei Now we are doing it
asitions o put to . been no correspondence between alur:;.eyuungpeope e 16 e et oo st s
; dy feel : concerned about the
overnment. A flury  Bankstown and Strathield uncomfortable talking  ; loss of falities,
“behind-the-scenes . Coungfl so this completely to different Jevels of E “If Strathfield is Pro e
sgotiations has resulted, came out of the blue” government about i ted, as young
Bankstown attempted to A spokespersan for Bankstown their concerns inthe ~ - eopE we would get CO d fall
zb C;memcre ;.:i:l éhe said cousel ;vlﬁoerx will community  Ican't ﬁss attention and
1field Intermodal Centre, incorporate the moton in its stressenough the fear | council wouldn’t be estate S i
hile Auburn s, » Fit for the Future submission of losing ou%hvnme,’ i able to spread its ?fﬁmth:ﬁ ::;emmznﬂ
rathfield be split between its which includes streats in Ms Chen said ; Tesomrces to facilities slowly erode if Strathficld 15
vnlocal governmentarea - Greenacre as well as the “Twant young " like parks and libraries, merged inti amega council, Mr
dthat of Burwood. Both contraversial Enfield TLC, people to be aware that - which [ use, and 1 Devine, who's been selling homes
we immeddiately rebuffed, Councillor Daniel Bot, thiz is the possibility knowalotofmy eers in the Tnner West for 30 said:
This week, councillors passed amgyoral a former resident of Greenacre, said he vv'lm:h}oomsoverus also use,” he saj “Idon’tbe]ieveﬂmmﬁ?e )
inute ordering that the five Inner West wuuldupponemybuunda.ryd:mges Ej;antstress enongh To sign Alison’ petitio ammpﬁgecbmgemthg
uncils phus Auburm recetve a letter “clearly and suggested by Bankstown, . mleu‘:hwnm o y :E" Alsons pel "} traditional Califorsiny bungedovg
equivocally” siterating that Strathficld plans |  ~This is where 1ived when T ran as o B oot oty 1 “‘"‘”“"‘”ﬁ”’f/i which s what Strathfield is Lnoun
stand alone. candidate, so T know this azea well. 1 oppose any and ity dentity” i st-tg;:v.:mmt ki for. Butin other areas like arpund
Mayoc Gulian Vacearl told councillors that as | move that would lead to Strathfield Gounell Ms Bleasel, whoisa | Sty swsjor road comtdors there may be
+ 30 June deadline for presentations to the losing the subuih of Greenacre” he said. Strathfield resident, i comsultation-process-on- a derresgeln prices Hewid o,
ite Government approaches, councils are Earlier this week, Anbarn unanimously voted has lived in the area for | tt"f’m"m"““‘m“d’ development applications from a
:keyingfurpo:iﬁonmdvaﬁousnpﬁnmm to amalgamate wath Canada Bay and Burwood. most of her life and, " urban-renowal-sirategy. tega council could alsa lead to an

ng discussed,

Canada Bay has deferred a decision,

“Pharmacy 4 Less Burwood
would like to thank it’s loyal

customers for achieving this
nomination,

We look forward to continuing
our high level of service to all”

PHARMACY#,

s oy
El’( # e
s
oo YRR
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'ILETE) FIGHT AGAINST AMALGAMATION

OHCED ASALGAMATION
~ouncil to Iob
NSW Governor

suncifior Danfe] Bott tabled a
otion g this month’s Council
eeting towrite to the Governor
New South Wales, David Hudey.
want the Governor to have a fall
wderstanding of how 2ll the

uncils feel and I don't want to

s wondering if we could have done
ore;” he said. “Every MP and
nisterwho has been in term
derstands Strathfield's pasition so
#1e 1510 harm in also writing to the
vemor” CrBott 2is0 suggested
athfield Council write

any new members and ministers
State Government, informing

um about Strathfield’s position.

FTROPOLITAN MAYONS
souncil’s $10k
dmmitment
athfield Council will commit

Metropolitan
wors (SMM), The group, which is
sted by the City of Sydney, has been
ussing the State Government’s
for the Future program. The SMM
resolved to get legal advice on
ether the Independent Pricing and
qulstory Tribomal {IPART) is
able of doing the work the State
vemment has ordered it to
aplete. It also wants to know-what
Council’s options are if IPART
ermines a council is ot Fit for
Future, and whether the State
vernment has the power to
niss a council which is deemed
Fit for the Future, or proceed

1

trathfield is drming residents with all
the information they need to battle
the arguments used by the State

Government on the ion issne,

Aseries of spectally researched reparts
hasbeen sent to every home in a bid to win
hurtsmdminﬂsmﬂlemeufsavingﬂm
130-year-old municipality:

"The Future of Strathfield Council
information pack will be delivered to
residents this month, spelling put what the
State Government’s Fit for the Future
Program means to them.

It spells out the Baird Government's
plans fora mega council of Ashfield,
Buorwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt,
produce a population of around 462,100
resident by 2031,
“Strathfield is approaching the Fit for the
FButure program by providing the
community with information regarding the
NSW Government proposals, together
with relevant dats about Strathfield
Conncil and other Inner West Councils,”
says the report.

“All members of the Strathfield
commmity are encovraged to review the
information contained in this document.
Many residents have already provided
Council with feedback on the future of
Strathfield Couneil and potential
amalgamation propasals, however Council
welcomes any additional feedback or
comments to assist in the preparation of
the submission on Councils fiuture by the
due date of 30 June 20157

Council has been running an online
petition. Tt has found that 97 per cent of
residents are against amalgamation so far.

llm:vggh
damation rather thar legislation.

It compares in detail the resalts ofa

therges, and suggests the disadvantages are,

VIEWS ON M

COUNCIL SPELLS OUT THE FACTS

AND URGES RESIDENTS:
‘GIVE YOU

ERGERS

among othe, increased deb, loss of identity,
and rate dses for businesses and households,
The report goes onto state that if Strathield
‘stands alone, by 2019/20, it will meet all
seven of the Fit for the Future criteria.
Ttis also concerned that if an Inner West
mega council is formed there wowld be:

|+ Increased debt burden for Strathfeld

 Pogsible loss of Strathfield identity
» Increase in residential and business rates for
Strathficld ratepayers o
» The ratio of residents to cormcillors would
increase from one councillor to 5,714
residdents, to one to 23,000 by 2016
» Delivery service may not reflect local
I. i .
+The mega canncil will not meet the Fit for
the Future benchmarks of asset

i , agget land
infrastructure backlogs by 2019,/20
» The cost of merging six councils will most
likely exceed fanding availsble from the
State Government
+ The mega council may have ta sell land and
bnildings to pay coundil staffredundaricies
+ Savings from merging cotmcils may not
eventuate depending on decisions and
prorities of fatare councils

The repout indicates that the annual
estimated expenditure of the Inner West
Cotndl would amount to $380 million.
‘Vhﬂesmﬂ:ﬁddha:snmadmpenmdly
mﬂteSmGuvemmmithasnodebt,ifit
wese to be merged with the five otherareas,
the megra counc] would have an estimated

debt of $42.7 million.

BURWOOD

ASHFIELD

NEIGHBOURING COU—I:ICILS: THE VERDIE’ ISIN

A Py

AUBURN
Gouncillors rajected Coungli is Gouncil has voted
an option to merge opposed to forced that it would be
with Auburn and amalgamations and willing to amalgamate

Canada Bay and will fras commissioned with Barwood and

lodge a submission . arepart to look into Ganada Bay in the

1o the Independent the positive and best interests of
Pricing and Regulatory  pegative Impacts of its residents.

Tribunal (IPART) to amalgamation,

stand alone.

CANADA BAY LEIGHHARDT
Councl is against Counell Is pushing te Lelchhardt Councit
forced amalgamatfon  include Gresnacreand 15 firmly opposed to is supportive of
and would prefer to the Enfisld intermodal  any amalyamation local government
stand alone. it has Logistics Centre (ILL), it belleves it will not reform, but is
examined a merged part of Strathiieid benefit its residents. opposed to forced
mega coungil bot Councll Municipality. amalgamations.
consultants found 1t Bankstown Is moving
does not stack up. ahead with the stand-

alone opiion.
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g COUNCIL MEETING - 2 JUNE 2015
STRATHFIELD
A MINUTES

8. MAYORAL MINUTE (S) IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S CODE OF MEETING
PRACTICE

1. Mayoral Minute 18/15 — Amalgamations
| MOVE:

That Strathfield Council writes to the 5 Inner West Councils plus Aubum and Bankstown Councils,
clearly and unequivocally reiterating its long held position that it sees itself as able to stand alone
into the future. This correspondence to include:

a. the reasons why Council sees iiself as able to satisfy the Fit for the Future (FFF) criteria,

now or in the near future; _
b. a statement that Strathfield Council will not entertain any boundary adjustments, no matter

how others might justify them; and
¢. a clear indication that Strathfield Council's own FFF submission will be on a 'stand alone’

basis.

150/15
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

That Strathfield Council writes to the 5 Inner West Councils plus Auburn, Canterbury and
Bankstown Councils, clearly and unequivocally reiterating its long held position that it sees itself as
able to stand alone into the future. This correspondence to include:

a. the reasons why Council sees itself as able to satisfy the Fit for the Future (FFF) criteria,

now or in the near future;
b. -a statement that Strathfield Council will not entertain any boundary adjustments, no matter

how others might justify them; and
c. a clear indication that Strathfield Council's own FFF submission will be on a 'stand alone'

basis.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil -

2. Mayoral Minute 19/16 — New Parramatta Road/Westconnex Community Consuitation

| MOVE:

1. That Council writes to Mr Rob Stokes MP Minister for Planning, thanking him for his letter of 28
May 2015 (copy attached) and acknowledging his position that community consultation for the
Parramatta Road Urban Transformation Program will be reopened.

2. That Council writes to Ms Jodi McKay MP Member for Strathfield, thanking her for the work she
has done with the Minister for Planning on this initiative, and asking for her continued

involvement.

3. That Council agrees to an extension of the Parramatta Road Urban Transformation
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) as requested by the Minister.



T COUNCIL MEETING - 2 JUNE 2015

STRATHFIELD
COUNCI MINUTES

Lt

3. That Council advertises the Sydney 100km Oxfam Walk on the Council Page in the Inner
Western Weekly and in The Strathfield Scene, at the appropriate fime, with residents
encouraged to support the cause.

152115
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

1. That Council notes that:-

a. the Mayor will be a participant in this year's Sydney 100km Oxfam Walk from Brooklyn to

Balgowlah;
b. the aim of the walk is to raise funds to assist some of the world's most marginalised people;

and :
c. Oxfam's advice to participants regarding fund raising is that this can be optimised by

contacting people and organisations on the participants personal, professional, workplace
and community contact lists, as well as through social media.

2. That Council notes that in following Oxfam's advice, the Mayor may contact some people with
whom the relationship has come about solely due te his work as a Councillor on Strathfield

Council.

3. That Council advertises the Sydney 100km Oxfam Walk on the Council Page in the Inner
Westem Weekly and in The Strathfield Scene, at the appropriate time, with residents
encouraged to support the cause.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

4. Mayoral Minute 21/15 — Sydney Metropolitan Mayors (SMM) - Fit For The Future
Initiatives

| MOVE:

1. That Council notes the initial commitment to SMM of $10,000 is now due.

2. That Council notes the $10,000 initial commitment from member councils is 100% available for
future initiatives of the group.

3. That Council notes that as the current host council, City of Sydney has offered to continue
providing the secretariat to the SMM at no or minimal cost.

4. That Council notes that the SMM has resolved to obtain legal advice concerning:

a. whether it is within IPART’s charter to complete the work the State Government has asked it

to do in the council amalgamation arena;
b. what a council's options are going forward, if in fact IPART determines that a particular

council is not Fit for the Future; _
c. the power of the State Government in dismissing a council which is determined to not be Fit

for the Future; and .
d. the power of the State Government in proceeding with its amalgamation agenda by way of

proclamation rather that legisiation.



e COUNCIL MEETING — 2 JUNE 2015
STRATHFIELD
MINUTES
5. That Council notes the SMM members have resolved that the SMM executive committee shouid

engage consultants to design a campaign for councils to use in a co-ordinated fashion in the
period leading up to 16 October 2015 being the date that IPART provides its recommendations

to the government.

That the SMM group encourages all councils to urgently review the IPART Assessment
Methodology (due out this week), and send any questions or queries to the SMM secretariat fo
consider whether to seek legal advice in relation to any issues raised.

153115
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

i MOVE:

1.
2.

That Council notes the initial commitment to SMM of $10,000 is now due.

That Council notes the $10,000 initial commitment from member councils is 100% available for
future initiatives of the group.

That Council notes that as the current host council, City of Sydney has offered to continue
providing the secretariat to the SMM at no or minimal cost.

That Council notes that the SMM has resclved to ebtain legal advice conceming:
a. whether it is within IPART's charter to complete the work the State Government has asked it

to do in the council amalgamation arena;

b. what are council's options going forward, if in fact IPART determines that a particular councit
is not Fit for the Future;

c. the power of the State Government In dismissing a council which is determined to not be Fit
for the Future; and _

d. the power of the State Government in proceeding with its amalgamation agenda by way of
proclamation rather that legislation.

That Council notes the SMM members have resolved that the SMM executive committee should
engage consultants to design a campaign for councils to use in a co-ordinated fashion in the
period leading up to 16 October 2015 being the date that IPART provides its recommendations

to the government.

That the SMM group encourages all councils to urgently review the IPART Assessment
Methodology (due out this week), and send any questions or queries to the SMM secretariat to
consider whether to seek legal advice in relation to any issues raised.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil



STRATHFIELD

COUNCIL MEETING - 2 JUNE 2015
MINUTES

4. Amalgamation

I MOVE:

1. That Council write to Mr David Hurley, Governor of NSW, informing him that:
a. Strathfield Council opposes the forced a'malgamation of any council in NSW,
b. Strathfield Council has advised all members of the NSW Parliament of this stance.

2. That, if there are any new members to the NSW Parliament over the course of this term,
Council write to him or her and advise that Strathfield Council opposes the forced

amalgamation of any council.

161/15

RESOLVED: (Boti/McLucas)

1. That Council write to Mr David Hurley, Governor of NSW, and the Sydney Metropolitan Mayors
informing them of the Council residents survey on Amalgamation and advise:
a. Strathfield Council and residents oppose the forced amalgamation of any council in NSW,

b. Strathfield Councii and residents have advised all members of the NSW Parliament of this
stance.

C. Any attempt by the NSW Govemment to bypass pariiament and democratic process
denying the rights of NSW citizens to have their voice heard in the amalgamation debate
will not be tolerated by the people of Strathfield and NSW.

2. That, if there are any new members to the NSW Parliament over the course of this term,
Council write to him or her and advise that Strathficld Council opposes the forced

amalgamation of any council.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, McLucas and Ok
Against the Motion: Councillor Soulos

5. Strathfield Chamber of Commerce

Councillor Soulos having previously declared a conflict of interest in this matter vacated the meeting
room,

| MOVE:

1. That Council note that on June 5, 2012, the following Notice of Motion titled “Strathfield
Chamber of Commerce Adversarial Apology” was carried by Strathfield Council;

“That Council contact the Strathfield Chamber of Commerce requesting they cease their
strategy of adversarial politics in relation to the Town Centre and formally apologise fo local
business and residents for their misleading information campaign. Further stating in the
communication that Council and Councillors’ will not tolerate this behaviour and that political
point scoring should never, ever occur at the expense of our community.”

2. That Council note that an apology was not given.

13



‘7 et ;4.7 L)‘:A-J..:...;"

STRAT

i COUNCIL MEETING - 2 JUNE 2015
FIELD
N MINUTES

b

2, Fundraising Activity — South Strathfield Public School

| MOVE:

That Strathfield Council contribute to the fund raising activity of the South Strathfield Public School
in a similar way it supports the Red Shield appeal.

The Motion was withdrawn by Councillor Datta.

D. Notice of Motion sighed by Councillors Soulos and McLucas

1. Anti-Amalgamation Fight Allocation June 2015
That Council make available $10,000 for those groups that are established for this purpose:

1. For the promotion to Strathfield residents of anti-amalgamation forums, rallies and
gatherings in the Sydney region.

2. To assist Save Our Strathfield participating with other like-minded communities to ensure
Strathfield’'s community voice is heard.

3. For the distribution to Strathfield residents of further informaticn regarding Strathfield's fight -
against amalgamation.

16315
RESOLVED: (Soulos/Bott)

That Council make available $10,000 for those groups that are established for the following
purpose:

1. For the promotion to Strathfield residents of anti-amalgamation forums, rallies and
gatherings in the Sydney region.

2. To assist Save Our Strathfield participating with other like-minded commumities to ensure
Strathfield’s community voice is heard.

3. For the distribution to Strathfield residents of further information regarding Strathfield's fight
against amalgamation.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, McLucas, Ok and Soulos

Against the Motion: Nil

15
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E. Notice of Rescission Motion signed by Councillors Soulos, Bott and MclLucas

1. Mayoral Minute 54/14 - Funding to Battie Amalgamation and Overdevelopment
WE MOVE:

That Part 3 of the following Resolution of Council (Minute No.304/14) be Rescinded:

2. Mayoral Minute 54/14 - Funding to Battle Amalgamation and Overdevelopment

304/14
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)
That Council:

1. Reaffim its commitment to the $100,000 fund which has been set aside for the anti-
amalgamation fight and the fight against the over intensification of development on Parramatta

Rd.

2. Conducta (further) workshop before the February 2015 Ordinary meeting dealing with the battle
against amalgamation and overdevelopment. This workshop is to:

a. Review work conducted to date.

b. Continue work on the strategies on fighting amalgamation and overdevelopment as well as
funding allocations for activities within the strategy which are decided upon.

¢. Receive full financials for the budgeted $50,000, including current account balances and ali

expenditures to date. _

3. Cap the maximum monthly expenditure (exempted frem prior Council approval) for the fights

against amalgamation and overdevelopment be set at $200 for each and that the General

Manager, Mayor and Deputy Mayor jointly be delegated authority to approve additional
expenditure in urgent circumstances.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Datta, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos

Against the Motion:  Councillors Bott and McLucas

164/15
RESOLVED: (Soulos/Bott)

That Part 3 of the following Resolution of Council {Minute No.304/14) be Rescinded:
2. Mayoral Minute 54/14 - Funding to Battle Amaigamation and Overdevelopment

304/14
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

That Council:

16
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1. Reaffirm its commitment to the $100,000 fund which has been set aside for the anti-
amaigamation fight and the fight against the over intensification of development on Parramatta

Rd.

2. Conduct a (further) workshop before the February 2015 Ordinary meeting dealing with the battle
against amalgamation and overdevelopment. This workshop is to:

a. Review work conducted to date.

b. Continue work on the strategies on fighting amalgamation and overdevelopment as well as
funding allocations for activities within the strategy which are decided upon.

c. Receive full financials for the budgeted $50,000, including current account balances and all
expenditures to date.

3. Cap the maximum monthly expenditure (exempted from prior Council approval) for the fights
against amalgamation and overdevelopment be set at $200 for each and that the General
Manager, Mayor and Deputy Mayor jointly be delegated authority to approve additional
expenditure in urgent circumstances.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

12. GENERAL BUSINESS

Councilior McLucas vacated the meeting room.

GM1. Performance Improvement Order

The report by InConsult concerning the review of Ceuncil's procurement function was tabled.

165/15

RESOLVED: (Soulos/Bott)

That Council note the Improvement Plan Responses as at May 2015 to the Performance
Improvement Order. '

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion: NIl

GM2. Local Government NSW Annual Conference 2015
166M5
RESOLVED: {Bott/VVaccari)

That Councillors Vaccari, Soulos and Bott represent Council as voting delegates at the Local
Govemment NSW Annual Conference 2015 to be held from 11 — 13 October 2015 at Rosehill

Gardens.

For the Motion: - Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion: NIl
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CS$1. Mayor and Counciliors Annual Fees

170/15
RESOLVED: (Bott/Ok)

That Council approve the increase of 2.5% as per the Local Government Remuneration Tribunal
recommendation to the annual fees payable to the Mayor and Councillors for 2015/2016 under
Sections 248 and 249 of the Local Government Act 1993. '

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

C$2. investment Report as at 30 April 2015

171118
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/Ok)

1. That the record of cash investments as at 30 April 2015 be noted.

2, That a workshop be held to enable Councillors to be appraised of the proposed Section 94
projects.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CS3. Anti-Amalgamation Campaign

172/15
RESOLVED: (Datta/Bott)

That the report concerning the Anti-Amalgamation Campaign be noted.

For the Motion: - Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CS84. Financial Assistance Request

173115
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/Datta)

That Council accept the invitation to be a patron of the Inner West Eisteddfod Inc and that financial
assistance of $500.00 be approved.

For the Motion:; Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil



209/06/2015 Fit For The Future Update and Community Survey » Strathfield Council

STRATHFIELD COUNCI|

Fit For The Future Update and
Community Survey

Home
L Community
L Fit For The Future Survey - June 2015

In October 2014, the NSW Government released its ‘Fit for the Future’ program
which impacts the way all NSW councils operate. The program proposes to
merge 41 Sydney metropolitan councils into 18, in response to the findings in
the Independent Local Government Review Report (October 2013).

All NSW Councils have been invited by the NSW Government to respond to the
criteria outlined in the ‘Fit for the Future’ program by 30 June 2015. The ‘Fit for
the Future’ (FFF) program has proposed that Strathfield Council amalgamate
with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils to
create an Inner West Council of about 350,00 residents. The FFF program

requires Councils to:

* Review and assess their viability against a range of financial and capacity
benchmarks including scale and capacity

* Make a submission regarding the future direction of the Council by 30 June
2015

* Make the transition to a new structure by September 2016 or implement an
improvement plan, subject to the approvai of the NSW Government.

The Panel’s report to the NSW Government in October 2013 proposed
amalgamating Strathfield Council with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay,
Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils, or establishing a Joint Organisation made
up of the six councils with specific regional functions with no changes to the

existing councils.

Strathfield Council's Options

Hitp:#www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au/commuriity/fit-for-the-future- Update- and-community-survey/
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Under the Fit for the Future program, Council has two options which may satisfy

the State Government’s requirements:

1. SUPPORT the proposed amalgamation of Strathfield Council with Ashfield,
Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils; or

2. PROPOSE a superior alternative which would involve no amalgamation of
Strathfield Council but address scale and capacity requirements which includes
establishing a Joint Organisation approach for strategic planning, delivery of
services and advocacy on a regional basis.

The attached flyer contains detailed information on both options. Council
requests that all residents and ratepayers read the flyer and complete the
community click here.

How you can be involved

All members of the Strathfield community are encouraged to provide feedback
or comments by Saturday 20 June to assist in the preparation of the
submission on Council’s future. There are a number of ways you can have your

say:
Send a fetter or email to Council - Many residents have already provided Council
with feedback on the future of Strathfield Council and potential amalgamation
proposals, however Council welcomes any additional feedback or comments to

assist in the preparation of the Council submission. Send comments by email:
council@strathfield.nsw,gov.au or in writing: The General Manager, PO Box 120,

Strathfield NSW 2135.

Attend an Information Session - Come and meet with Council representatives to
discuss the proposals.

o Saturday 6 June, 10am - 12noon, Strathfield Library
o Saturday 13 June, 10am - 12noon, Strathfieid Library

Online Survey - Complete the survey online, please click here.

Visit our Displays - Drop in to our display of information at Council’s customer
service centre and libraries, view the information and complete the community

http:iwww.strathfield.nsw.gov.awcormnmunity/ffit-for-the-fuhre-update-and-commurity-survey/
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survey.

Phone survey - A random sample community telephone survey of residents and
ratepayers of Strathfield Council is being conducted in early June 2015 by IRIS
Research, an independent research consultant

Website - View up to date information on Council's website at
www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Strathfield Fit for the Future Information Pack May 2015
| Type: pdf
Size: 1.1 MB

Fitp:/iwww strathield.nsw.gov.au/community/fit-for- the-future- update-and-community-survey/
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Minutes of the Extraordinary Council Meeting of Strathfield Municipal Council held on 26 May 2015,
in the Council Chambers, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield.

COMMENCING: 6.33pm

PRESENT: Mayor Councillor G Vaceari (Chairman)
Councillor D Bott
Councillor R Datta
Councilior S Kokkolis
Councillor H McLucas
Councillor S Ok
Councillor A Soulos

STAFF: General Manager
Director Corporate Services
Director Technical Services
Group Manager Organisational Development
Governance Coordinator

1. OPENING: The prayer was read.

2. RECOGNITION OF TRADITIONAL CUSTODIANS: The Recognition was read.

3. PECUNIARY INTEREST/CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Nil.

4. APOLOGIES

Nil.

MAYORAL MINUTE (S) IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S CODE OF MEETING PRACTICE
1. Mayoral Minute 17/15 - Amalgamation

145/15
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

1. That Council once again reaffirm its previous position that it expects to meet the Fit for the
Future benchmarks and its community support for Council standing alone.

2. That Council note and is greatly concerned that the Government has established the ‘Scale and
Capacity’ criterion as the threshold criterion for councils to achieve in making their 'Fit for the
Future’ arguments, without actually defining ‘Scale and Capacity’.

3. That Council note and is greatly concerned that the other criterion such as sustainability,
effective management of infrastructure, service delivery to our community, efficiency and the
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history and character of the area, will not be given any weighting in Fit for the Future

considerations. _
4. That Council note that the other 5 Inner West counciils are not supporting the Inner West council

merge recommended by the NSW Government or Independent Panel Report.

5. That any council which includes an amalgamation/merger proposal with Strathfield Council in
their Fit for the Future submission be advised that Strathfield Council does not agree to any

such proposals.

6. That the Mayor and any other Councillor or Council staff meeting with representatives from the
other five inner west councils continue to inform them that a merger will not be entertained
under any circumstances. Prior to the meeting formal advance notice of the meeting agenda
and intent be given to all Councillors by the invited participant. It is understood that the
participant will support Council resolution.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

5. QUARTERLY BUDGET REVIEW AS AT 31 MARCH 2015

146/15
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Kokkolis)

That the Budget Review Statement as at 31 March 2015 be received and adopted.

For the Motion:. Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS THE MEETING CLOSED AT 6.58PM.

The foregoing Minutes were confirmed at the meeting of the Council of the Municipality of
Strathfield held on 2 June 2015.

Chairman General Manager
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INTRODUCTION

In October 2014, the NSW Government released its ‘Fit for the Future’ program which impacts the way all NSW
councils operate. The program proposes to merge 41 Sydney metropolitan councils into 18, in response to the findings
in the Independent Local Government Review Report {October 2013),

All NSW Councils have been invited by the NSW Government to respond to the criteria outlined in the ‘Fit for
the Future’ program by 30 June 2015. The ‘Fit for the Future’ {FFF) program has proposed that Strathfield Council
amalgamate with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils to create an Inner West
Council of about 350,00 residents. The FFF program requires Councils to:

* Review and assess their viability against a range of financial and capacity benchmarks including scale and capacity
* Make a submission regarding the future direction of the Council by 30 June 2015
+ Make the transition to a new structure by September 2016 or implement an |mprovement plan, subject to the

approval of the NSW Government

Strathfield Council is approaching the FFF program by providing the community with information regarding the
NSW Government proposals, together with relevant data about Strathfield Council and other Inner West Councils.
This information is based on published reports and data provided by independent consultancy firm Morrison & Low,
who have been commissioned by Council to independently assess Council's finances and viability in relation to the
FFF program.

The information presented in this brochure in regards to Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville
Counciis has been prepared on the basis of publicly available information. Information relating Strathfield Council
includes the most recent available data. The information presented in this flyer provides context to various options
for Strathfield and outlines advantages and disadvantages for each of the options.

All members of the Strathfield community are encouraged to review the information contained in this document,
Many residents have already provided Council with feedback on the future of Strathfield Council and potential
amalgamation proposals, however Council welcomes any additional feedback or comments to assist in the
preparation of the submission on Council’s future by the due date of 30 June 2015.

TIMELINE MAY - JUNE 2015 JUNE 2015

+ Independent Pricing and Regulatory Tribunal {IPART) * IPART releases final guidelines for
appointed as Expert Advisory Panel to assess Fit for FFF assessments
the Future submissions from NSW Councils * Council makes submission to

« Council considers community feedback and IPART by June 30

incorporates into our FFF submission.




BACKGROUND

In March 2012 the Minister for Local Government announced the establishment of an Independent Local
Government Review Panel which was tasked with exploring options for governance models, structural arrangements
and boundary changes for councils in NSW taking into consideration:

Ability to support current and future needs of the community

Ability to deliver infrastructure and services efficiently and effectively
= Financial sustainability of each local government area

Consideration of incentives for voluntary boundary changes -

Over a two year period, the Panel held three rounds of consultations with NSW councils and produced three
separate reports. Strathfield Council provided submissions to each stage of this process which are available on
Council's website.

REVIEW PANEL'S RECOMMENDATIONS

The Panel’s report to the NSW Government in October 2013 proposed amalgamating Strathfield Council with
Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils, or establishing a Joint Organisation made up of
the six councils with specific regional functions with no changes to the existing councils.

The proposals were based on:

+ Projected population of 462,100 residents by 2031

+ Close functional interaction and economic/social links between these councils

= Need for unified local government to plan and manage Parramatta Road, the impact and integration of West-
Connex, Inner West redevelopment and proposed major centre at Burwood

Three of the Inner West councils will have fewer than 60,000 people in 2031

In September 2014 the NSW Government responded to the Panel’s proposals supporting amalgamation.

In October 2014, the NSW State Government released its FFF reform program, which is intended to provide the
- mechanism for the long term financial viability and strategic influence of the local government sector including

council amalgamations.’

The FFF program proposes the amalgamation of Strathfield Council with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt
and Marrickville Councils. This will result in a projected population of over 350,000 in 2016 and 462,100 residents by
2031. A key component of this program is the criteria of ‘scale and capacity’ which may require councils to meet -
minimum population sizes, however at this stage no information has been provided concerning the minimum _
population target which may be imposed. If population targets are imposed, most Sydney councils would be unable
to satisfy these criteria without large-scale amalgamations.

MARCH 2016 SEPTEMBER 2016

= NSW Govemment determines any changes = Local Government elections
to the structure of councils and new
structure prior to September 2016 and begins
implementation of any new structures

OCTOBER 2015

« IPART make recommendaticns
to the NSW Government,
having considered submissions
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FIT FOR THE FUTURE BENCHMARKS

As part of the FFF program, councils are required to assess their status against criteria for scale and capacity, financial
sustainability, efficient and effective management, and delivery of services and infrastructure. The NSW Government
identifies seven benchmarks that councils must address in their submission.

SCALE AND CAPACITY

The NSW Government has initially identified the following key elements relating to scale and capacity of councils,
however it is possible that councils will also be expected to address a minimum population threshold. At the time of
writing this has not yet been confirmed. Scale and Capacity criteria include:

» More robust revenue base and increased discretionary spending
+ Scope to undertake new functions and major projects

« Ability to employ a wider range of skilled staff

» Knowledge, creativity and innovation

« Advanced skills in strategic planning and poélicy development

« Effective regional collaboration

» Credibility for more effective advocacy

» Capable partner for State and Federal agencies

» Resources to cope with complex and unexpected change

+ High quality political and managerial leadership

Strathfield Council meets a number of the criteria as a standalone council. In addition, Council supports strong
regional alliances with neighbouring councils through the formation of a Joint Organisation with responsibility for
regional strategic planning, intergovernmental collaboration, regional advocacy and shared services. Strathfield
Council currently has regional agreements for services and advocacy through library services, waste services e.g.
recycling services, catchment planning e.g. the Cooks River Alliance and a range of other initiatives.

FIT FOR THE FUTURE BENCHMARKS
The FFF program identifies seven key financial indicators to assess a Council's financial sustainability. These include;

* Sustainability — measures if a council has the ability to generate sufficient funds over the long term

» Infrastructure and service management — measures if a council is adequately maintaining and renewing its assets
e.g. roads, footpaths, parks, facilities and buildings

» Efficiency — Assesses if a council has efficient service and infrastructure delivery, achieving value for money for -

both current and future ratepayers.

Strathfield Council currently meets three of the seven indicators, however it is expected that based on adoption of
Council’s Long Term Financial Plan that all seven indicators will be met by 2019/20.

FFF benchmarks for the six Inner West Councils were assessed by independent consultants Morrison & Low in late
2014, based on the current ability of the Inner West Councils to meet these benchmarks, and likely outcomes in the
event of a merger in 2016 and by 2019/20. Based on preliminary analysis, the merged council does not meet the FFF
financial benchmarks either at time of merger (2016) or at the end of the benchmark period in 2019/20.

THE'FLUTURE GF STRATHFRELD COUNGIL INFORMATION PACE
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FINANCIAL STATEMENTS)
Operating Performance X v v
Own Source Revenue \/ \/ \/
Debt Service Cover \/ v’ v
Asset Maintenance X X v
Asset Renewal X X v
infrastructure Backlog X X v
o / / v
TOTAL 3 4 7
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WHAT ARE THE OPTIONS AVAILABLE TO
STRATHFIELD COUNCIL?

1. SUPPORT the proposed amalgamation of Strathfield Council with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and
Marrickville Councils

2. PROPOSE a superior alternative which would involve no amaigamation of Strathfield Council but address scale and
capacity requirements which includes establishing a Joint Organisation approach for strategic planning, delivery of
services and advocacy on a regicnal basis.

WHAT ARE THE KEY ISS5UES IN RELATION TO THESE OPTIONS?
 Research and evidence

* Local democracy and representation

« Organisation performance

= Service delivery and rates

* Financial impacts

+ Communities of Interest

« Scale and capacity

RESEARCH AND EVIDENCE
Strathfield Council engaged the consultancy firm of Morrison & Low to assess Council as a standalone council and
the Inner West Council merger proposal against the FFF benchmarks. The results of their analysis are referenced in

this information pack.

LOCAL DEMOCRACY AND REPRESENTATION
The Inner West amalgamation proposal of Strathfield, Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville
Councils would result in a residential population of 350,000 that is expected to grow to a population of 46200 by 2031,

Under the proposed merger, based on a calculation of 15 Councillors (which is the legal maximum number of
Councillors permitted) , there would be a dramatic decrease in representation and reduced access to Councillors, as

shown below.

STRATHFIELD ASHFIELD BURWOOD CAMNADA BAY LEICHHARDT MARRICKVILLE
Current Councillor representation 7 12 7 9 12 12
Post-amalgamation Councillor
i) 17 18 15 37 25 36

ORGANISATION PERFORMANCE

A study of 35 NSW councils that were merged into ten between 2000 and 2004, compared the financial ratings of
the merged entities against the ratings of all NSW councils. The study by Professor Brian Dollery found no material
difference in performance between the ten merged councils and the rest of the NSW councils. In fact, the ten
councils under consideration had a higher proportion of sub-standard performance than the rest of NSW councils.

TRATHEHLD GEUNEIL AR FORMATIDN ATk




In an analysis of the 2008 Queensland forced amalgamations, Drew, Kortt and Dollery (2015) found an increase in real
operating expenditure in the order of 47% p.a., and that council rates had increased 4.9% over and above inflation.
Dollery states ‘far from the earlier claims of leaner more efficient local authorities, the Queensland forced mergers
actually produced more expensive local government, funded in part by higher municipal rates and fees’.

SERVICE DELIVERY AND RATES

Currently there are a number of significant differences between the rating systems of Strathfield Council and other
Inner West Councils. An amalgamation of these councils is likely to increase the average residential and business rates
for residents of Strathfield Council.

A merged council would be required to set a rating system. The exact impact on individual households is unknown,
but akey driver in determining rates would be land value, and residents with comparatively high value properties
would bear a higher proportion of the rates. Independent financial analysis obtained by Council indicates that there
is a likely increase of about 16% to residential rates in the Strathfield Council area.

It is difficult to compare service levels as councils describe services diffei'ently and the information across the Inner
West councils is not presented consistently. However research shows that typically in a merged council, the highest
tevel of services are adopted, and this usually resuits in increases in overall costs.

Strathfield Council’s assets are generally well maintained, but it is likely that expenditure of available funds would be
focused on other local government areas to address other council’s asset backlogs. This would be detrimental to the

existing Strathfield LGA.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS

Amalgamations have upfront costs which need to be recovered in the long term. The average cost of the 2008
amalgamations in Queensland was $8.1M per council. Modelling by the Independent NSW Parliamentary Budget
Office in 2015 estimated that the total cost of amalgamations in NSW to be $445M, if all councils participated
voluntarily, however ‘significantly higher’ costs would result if amalgamations were forced. To offset these costs, the
NSW Government's assistance package amounts to $280M, with the remainder to be funded by councils.

The size of a council does not erisure financial sustainability. In the last financial year, nine of the State's biggest
councils ran large operating deficits. This included the largest council in NSW, Blacktown Council.

COMMUNITIES OF INTEREST
Communities of interest can be defined as the shared sense of identity held by the people in that area. It
encompasses heighbourhood cohesion, shared experiences and shared places.

Local government needs to consider how adequately the elected representatives are able to represent the different
communities of interest across a local government area. When looking at possible council amalgamations, this should
be considered in light of the significant reduction in Councillor representation that would arise under any of the

amalgamation options.

THE FLITURE OF STRATHRELD €




SNAPSHOT OF STRATHFIELD COUNCIL
AND OTHER INNER WEST COUNCILS

by value {2013/14)

STRATHFIELD ASHFIELD BURWOOD | CANADA BAY | LEICHHARDT | MARRICKVILLE
(espt?rz:il:ti;; " 40,000 44,500 36,000 87,500 58,000 83,500
Projected'203'l 80,000 53,400 47,500 m,350 67,550 102,300
population
s e 7 1 7 ’ " “
C“""gzl'f;c‘;:;“r“ per 5,714 3708 5150 9720 4,844 6,946
M:efger:'s::t‘;’t'g'r"“ 17 18 15 37 25 36
Land size (km?) 14 8 7 20 1 17
Council staff numbers 150 173 170 296 466 536
(2013/14)
°P"";;‘c',‘1§/",’;';"'“"" $32.4M $40.5M $35.8M $72.6M $74.3M $94.4M
Av;rtaeg:(;eofli:’d/e]:;ial $815.48 $104418 $986.60 $83714 $1146.24 $820.40
Avems(ezgr;/iq:;s e | 6457741 | $464149 | 6505057 | $273745 | $677250 | $524856]
OPerff:agt:?ss)ts per $810 $91015 $992.98 $829.90 $1278.03 $1127.69
Total Debt (2013/14) NIL $94M $67M NIL SM4M S15.2M
Infrastructure backlog | -~ ¢5 gy $247M | $160M §1B8M | $35.6M $5M




OPTION 1

STRATHFIELD COUNCIL STANDALONE {
Strathfield Council currently has an estimated “— -
population of 40,000 residents. By 2031, the Strathfield = )
local government area is estimated to grow to 80,000 |

residents due to projected dwellings and population - g
growth for Parramatta Road as well as other urban §
renewal which is expected to occur.

Strathfield Council as a standalone council is likely to:

COROMATION PDE

= Maintain similar levels of residential and business rates _F ~
= Maintain Strathfield’s local identity b
* Maintain a low debt ratio (under 2%) / | .* M%
= Maintain high proportion of councillors to residents. , | may;
« Maintain current service levels { .
» Maintain low operating costs and overheads, which /
are currently lower than large councils such as \ &
Blacktown, Parramatta and City of Sydney I \ f‘r
OVERVIEW
CHARACTERISTIC STRATHFIELD
, ) Council currently meets a number of the FFF benchmarks.
2014 Population estimate 40,000 A . . .
' Based on Council's financial projections, Council expects
2031 Population estimate 80,000 to meet all financial benchmarks by 2019/20. To meet
these benchmarks, Council has reviewed operating
Land size (k) M expenditure and identified additional sources of revenue
Operating expenses (2013/14) $32.4M which may include a moderate one-off rate increase in 2016/17
or 2017/18.
ResR 50 Council must also address scale and capacity criteria.
Operating cost per resident $810 . . . ,
(2013/14) Council is proposing meeting the NSW Government's FFF
Average ordinary residents rates p— requirements of scale and capacity through the establishment
(2013/14) . of a formal regional body such as a Joint Organisation for
A - strategic regional planning, regional advocacy and provision
SRS ord('zr:;;:;;smss retes $4,57741 of shared services, while maintaining local services and
representation as a standalone council.
staff {2012/W4) 150
Council considers this proposal would provide a superior
Councillors (2013/14) / alternative to large scale amalgamation by improving Council’s
Population per councillor 5714 ability to work and advocate on regional projects and services
{estimated 2014) ’ while maintaining local representation and a cost effective

service to residents and rate payers.




OPTION 2

INNER WEST COUNCIL

The NSW Government recommends
the amalgamation of Strathfield Council
with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay,
Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils,
This option would create a council with
a population of over 350,000 residents
in 2016. The size of the council would
continue to grow with an estimated
462,100 residents by 2031.

With an estimated population of over
350,000 residents, this council would

CANADA RPAY

per councillor

be one of the largest in the Sydney SURWOOD  SSREES
Metropolitan Area, and comprise oveér
6% of the population for the entire :
greater Sydney Metropolitan area. 3
The information below compares 1 " MARRICRYCLE
a standalone Strathfield Council - !
with the proposed amalgamation of ‘s‘
Strathfield Council with the other five ‘ -
Inner West Councils. :
OVERVIEW
STRATHFIELD COUNCIL INNER WEST COUNCIL
SERARACTERISTIC (2013/14) (ESTIMATED)
2014 Population estimate 40,000 350;000 (2016)
2031 Population estimate 80,000 462,000
Land size (km?) 14 77
Annual expenditure {2013/14) $32.4M $380.M
Debt [2013/14} $0 $427M
Councitlors (2013/14) 7 5
Estimated resident population 5714 23301




POSSIBLE ADVANTAGES OF THIS OPTION ARE:

It is likely that the merged council would have access to benefits offered to complying councils by the NSW
Government, which include access to TCorp borrowing facilities at a reduced cost and access to streamiined

special rate variations and planning process

Potential for greater advocacy with State and Federal Governments on behalf of the Inner West as the council
wollld be substantially larger

To minimise duplications in services and administration

Real Operating Expenditure indicators in the Inner West would improve and meet benchmarks by 2019.(through
sale of public assets e.g. public land and council owned buildings, reductions of council staff, rationalisation of
duplications). However, it should be noted that Strathfield Council already meets the FFF benchmark for Real

Operating Expenditure

POSSIBLE DISADVANTAGES OF THIS OPTION MAY INCLUDE:

Increased debt burden for Strathfield residents

Possible loss of Strathfield identity

The average residential rate and business rates for Strathfield ratepayers is likely to increase. The key driver for this
would be land value

The ratio of residents to councillor would substantially increase from the current rate of 1Councillor to 5714
residents to 1 Councillor to 23,300 residents (2016 estimate)

Decisions about service delivery may not reflect local priorities for Strathfield area

Based on independent financial analysis, a merged Inner West Council would not meet FFF benchmarks such as asset
maintenance, asset renewal and infrastructure backlogs at time of merger or by 2019/20

Transition costs to merge six councils are difficult to estimate but are likely to be substantial and significantly exceed
funding available from the NSW Government

Rationalisation of assets and council employees may result in sale of council assets e.g. land and buildings and
reductions of council staff through redundancies

Financial savings from merging councils may not eventuate depending on decisions and priorities of future councils

| u_n “STREET
strathfield




HAVE YOUR SAY

All members of the Strathfield community are encouraged to provide feedback
or comments by Saturday 20 june to assist in the preparation of the submission on
Council’s future. There are a number of ways you can have your say:

Phone survey
Random sample community survey conducted
by independent research consultant

Online survey

.Complete the survey online at:
www.surveymonkey.com/s/strathfield-merger
wwwistrathfield.nsw.gov.au

Displays

Drop in to our display of information at Council’s customer
service centre and libraries, view the information and complete
the community survey.

Information Sessions
@ Come and meet with Council representatives to discuss the proposals.

Saturday 6 June, 10am - 12noon, Strathfield Library
Saturday 13 June, 10am - 12noon, Strathfield Library

Website
View up to date information on Council’s website
www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Ph: (02) 9748 9999

Sunday: Ipm - 5pm

Council Customer Service Centre | Strathfield Library | High Street Community Library
65 Homebush Road, Strathfield ; 65-67 Rochester Street, Homebush i 64 High Street, Strathfield
Monday - Friday i Monday - Thursday: 9.30am - 8pm g Monday - Friday: 2.30am - 5pm
8.30am - 430pm i Friday: 9.30am - 6pm Saturday: 9am - Ipm
: Saturday: 9am - 4pm Sunday: 9am - lpm
|
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New fitness equipment at
Allan Davidson Oval

Strathfield Council recently compieted the installation of fitness
equipment outside Allan Davidson Oval in Airey Park. The new
equipment has been installed in seven clrcult stations around the oval,
with two or three activities at each station, nduding:

= Stretch statlon = Leg raises
= Aerobic cyce = Body pulls
« Body twist = Pushups

+ Elliptical + Pull down
= Chest press » Leg press
= Pullups = Situp bepch

An exciting feature of the new equipment Is two new ping pong tables
located at the station neanest the Community Centre,

The project also Includes a new concrete circult path around the oval
to link the stations, which will be installed shortly,

Delivery Frogram 2014-2018
And Operational Plan 2015/16 -

In accordance with Local Government Act 1993, Council has developed
the draft Dellvery Prograrm 2014-2018, Incorporating the 2015/16
Operationa! Plan.

The draft Delivery Programt is a four year program, which sets

out objectives for Council ta achieve over that period.

The Operational Plan Is a subset of the Delivery Program and

sets out one year targets for Council to complete,

The: draft Delivery Program and Operational Plan Is on public exhibition
until % June 2015 and can be viewed at:

= www.strathfield.nsw.govau
= Counclls customer service centre =
65 Homebush Road, Strathfield

+ Strathfield Library = 65-67 Rochester Street, Homebush

= High Street Community Library — &4 High Street, Strathfield,
Written comments are invited and should be addressed
to the General Manager, Strathfield Council, PO Bex 120, Strathfield
NSW 2135 or faxed to 9764 1034 or emalled to councll®strathfield.nsw.
gov.au. For more information please contact Council on 9748 9995,

Area Community Update

Come along to the 2015 Area Community Update for the Strathfield
South, Belfield and Greenacre region to leamn about Councl initiatives and
projects happening in the area. The update Is a great apportunity to meet
Counclllors and talk to Councll officers abeu issues in your local area.

Date: Wednesclay 20 May
Time: 6:30pm — &:30pm
Location: Belfield Bowling Club

Fitness equipment belng installed cutsidi Allan Davidson Oval in Arey Park

Cotmmunity Events .

Grant Program now open

Strathfield Council is calling for applications for local based community
graups seieking financial assistance for evants planned In the Strathfield
Council area, Commurnity groups may apply for up to $4000 of financial
assistance by way of cash support or in-kind assistance for an event
held in Strathfield in the 2015/16 financlal year.

The guidelines for the Community Events Granit Frogram are set out

In the Commumity Events Grants Program Policy, and Information as
well as the official application forms are available at wwwistrathifeld.
nsw.gov.au, For more infarmation, please contact Strathfield Councit
on 9748 9999.

Cooks River Fun Run

Entrles are now open for the Cooks River Fun Run, Strathfield Gouncil’s
annual fitness event Including a 10km, Skrn, 2k kids run and a Skm walk.
In a new addition to the event In 2015, participants can team up with a
partner and enter 2 10km relay.

The run starts at Frashwater Park, Strathfield and foliaws the

‘Bay to Bay cyclewsy along a flat course through South Strathfield, Join us
for a great, active day out. To reglster, visit www.cooksriverfunsun.com.au

MEETYOUR COUNCILLOR:
SATURDAYS FROM 10AM - TIAM

Should you wish to speak with your Councillor,
please contact Council on 9748 9999 by 4pm
on the Friday preceding the session to make an
appointment

» 23 May - Council Offices: Cr Bott

= 30 May - Council Offices; Cr McLucas

With the Fit for the Future
submission deadline
approaching. | would like
to remind residents that
Strathfield Council remains
opposed to amalgamation
with our netghbouring
councils

Councit will be making a submission ta the Fit for
the Future process on the basis that Strathfield
will stand alone and not merge.

Council has been made aware that the NSW
Govemnment has appointed the Independent
Pricing and Regulatory Tribunal {IPART) to assess
the Fit for the Future submissions made by
councils Submessions must mctude details on
how councils meet the Fit for the Future criteria
and proposed methods of improvement

Council continues to have concerns about the
criteria the NSW Government has imposed on
councils in this process, and will voice these
concerts in our submission.

Compared to its neighbours, Strathfield has

a supenor budget position, lower rates and
charges. better infrastructure, and rmore desirable
community assets, and maintains that it is Fit for
the Future n its current form

1 will continue te update the community on
this process, and encourage residents to remain
informed about this important issue.

Cr Gulian Vaccan
Mayor of Strathfield

COUNCIL MEETINGS
COUNCIL MEETINGS

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
» Tuesday 2 June 2015, 7pm

Council Chambers, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield
Business papers for Council and Committee meetings are
avallable from Council's Customer Service Centre, libranes
and wwwestrathfield nsw.govau from the Saturday pror to
each meeting.

| wowwstrathfield nsw.gov.au




STRATHFIELD

QOUNCII

COUNCIL MEETING ~ 5 MAY 2015
MINUTES

C81. Local Government Reform

130115
RESOLVED: (Kokkolis/Soulos)

That Council note the preparation of a Counci[ Improvement Proposal to be submitted to the NSW
State Govemment in response to their reform program for Local Government.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Kokkolis and Soulops
Against the Motion:  Nil
CS2. Investment Report as at 31 March 2015

131115
RESOLVED: (Bott/Kokkolis)

That the record of cash investments as at 31 March 2015 be noted.
For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Kokkolis and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CS3. Review of Investment Policy

132115
RESOLVED: (Kokkolis/VVaccari)

That the proposed amendments to the Investment Policy be approved.
For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Kokkolis and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CS4. Anti-Amalgamation Campaign

133/15
RESOLVED: (Kokkolis/Vaccari)

That the report concemning the Anti-Amalgamation Campaign be noted.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaceari, Bott, Kokkolis and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

10
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COUNCIL MEETING ~ 5 MAY 2015
MINUTES

Steagall law which functioned so successfully from its passage in 1933 until its repeal in
1999. This will protect commercial banking from $27.766 trillion of highly-risky derivatives
contracts found in the Australian banking system. This figure is over 17 fimes GDP.

() Urging that they encourage the Australian government to participate in the emerging
international credit institutions that - encourage economic development in basic
infrastructure, which will stimulate economic activity down to the local level.

124/15
RESOLVED: (Soulos/Kokkolis)

That in the interests of protecting Local Govemment services from unnecessary budget austerity
driven by a failing financial system, Council write to Craig Laundy MP, Federal member for Reid and
Tony Burke MP, Federal member for Watson:

()  Urging that they once again encourage the Australian Parliament to pass legislation to
separate commercial banking from investment banking, modelied upon the U.S. Glass-
Steagall law which functioned so successtully from its passage in 1933 until its repeal in
1999. This will protect commercial banking from $27.766 trillion of highly-risky derivatives
contracts found in the Australian banking system. This figure is over 17 times GDP.

(i) Urging that they encourage the Australian government to participate in the emerging
international credit institutions that encourage economic development in basic
infrastructure, which will stimulate economic activity down to the local level.

For the Motion: Councillors Soulos and Vaccari
Against the Motion: Councillors Bott and Kokkolis

The Motion when Put with voting being Equal the Mayor exercised his casting vote in Favour of the
Motion and Declared it Carried.

D.. Notice of Motion signed by Councillors Mcl ucas and Bott

1.  Fit for the Future Expert Advisory Panel

WE MOVE:

1. That Council write to the Premier of NSW, Mike Baird, regarding the appeintment of IPART to
perform the role of the expert advisory panel to assess Fit for the Future proposals submitted

by Councils.
2. That Council express its strong concerns in relation to the following issues:

* The appointment of a temporary part time tribunal member with Local Government
sector knowledge to assist IPART is completely inadequate. _

e The appointment of IPART will result in issues of community identity and cohesion not
being considered in the assessment of proposals.

* In view of the fact that the methodology for assessing Fit for the Future proposals will
not be finalised until 1 June 2015 the deadline for the submission of proposals to the
State Government of 30 June should be extended by at least 2 months.



STRATHFIELD

COUNCIL MEETING ~ 5 MAY 2015
MINUTES

* Itis completely unacceptable and unrealistic to require Councils o prepare and submit
proposals in the absence of the finalised methodology to be used by IPART in the
assessment of those proposals.

125115

RESOLVED: (Bott/Kokkolis)
1. That Council write to the Premier of NSW, Mike Baird, regarding the appointment of IPART to

perform the role of the expert advisory panel to assess Fit for the Future proposals submitted
by Councils.

2. That Council express its strong concerns in relation to the following issues:

» The appointment of a temporary part time tribunal member with Local Government
sector knowledge to assist IPART is completely inadequate.

* The appointment of IPART will result in issues of community identity and cohesion not
being considered in the assessment of proposals.

e In view of the fact that the methodology for assessing Fit for the Future proposals will
not be finalised until 1 June 2015 the deadline for the submission of proposals to the
State Government of 30 June should be extended by at least 2 months.

» Itis completely unacceptable and unrealistic to require Councils to prepare and submit
proposals in the absence of the finaflised methodology to be used by IPART in the
assessment of those proposals.

3.  That Council write to all NSW Councils, Sydney Metropolitan Mayors and LGNSW advising of
Council's resolution and requesting that they write to the Premier of NSW, Mike Baird, and
Minister for Local Government, Paul Toole, and request that the 30 June deadline for
submission of Fit for the Future proposals be extended by at least two months.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Kokkolis and Soulos

Against the Motion:  Nil

12.  GENERAL BUSINESS
GM1. Performance Improvement Order

12615
RESOLVED: (Kokkolis/Bott)

That Council note the Improvement Plan Responses as at April 2015 to the Performance
Improvement Order.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Kokkolis and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil



3 —— COUNCIL MEETING - 9 APRIL 2015
STRATHFIELD
MINUTES

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

2. Council Rangers

WE MOVE:

That by the next Ordinary Council Meeting:

1. Council report on what duties Council's three rangers currently carry out.

2. Council report on what extra duties can be carried out by the employment of an additional
0.5 to 1.0 Full Time Equivalent rangers.

88/15
RESOLVED: (Vaccarl/ Kokkolis)

That by-the next Ordinary Council Meeting:
1. Council report on what duties Councif's three rangers currently carry out.

2.  Council report on what extra duties can be carried out by the employment of an additional
0.5 to 1.0 Full Time Equivalent rangers.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Councillors Bott, Datta and McLucas

The Mayor declared the Motion carried.

B. Notices of Motion signed by Councillor Bott

1. Amalgamation

| MOVE:

1. That Council writes to Ms Jodi McKay, Member for Strathfield; Mr Jihad Dib, Member for
Lakemba; and Mr Luke Foley, Member for Auburn: and reaffirm our stance that we oppose
any amalgamation of Strathfield Council, referencing the fact that they represent part of
Strathfield Local Government Area. :

2.  That Council writes to Mr Mike Baird, Premier of New South Wales; and Mr Paule Toole,
Minister for Local Government and reaffirm our stance that we oppose any amalgamation of
Strathfield Council.

3.  That Council write to all Members of the Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council
and reaffirm our stance that we oppose forced amalgamation of any council,

4. That Council follow-up on this matter after the 56" NSW Parliament has commenced.



< g COUNCIL MEETING — 9 APRIL 2015
STRATHFIELD

MINUTES
89/15

RESOLVED: (Bott/ Ok)

1. That Council writes to Ms Jodi McKay, Member for Strathfield; Mr Jihad Dib, Member for
Lakemba; and Mr Luke Foley, Member for Aubum; and reaffirm our stance that we oppose
any amalgamation of Strathfield Council, referencing the fact that they represent part of
Strathfield Local Government Area.

2. That Council writes to Premier of New South Wales Mr Mike Baird MP and Minister for Local

Government Mr Paul Toole MP and reaffirm our stance that we oppose any amalgamation of
Strathfield Council.

3. That Council write to all Members of the Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council
and reaffrm our stance that we oppose forced amalgamation . of any council.

4.  That Council follow-up on this matter after the 56" NSW Parliament has commenced.
For the Motion: Councillors Bott, Datta, McLucas and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Councillors Vaccari, Kokkolis and Ok

The Mayor declared the Motion carried.

2. Strathfield Town Centre
| MOVE:

1. That Council writes to Ms Jodi McKay, Member for Strathfield; Minister for Planning and
Premier of New South Wales and request support for the Strathfield Town Centre project.

- In this correspondence, Councll to advise that support would include, but not be limited to,
a feasibility study for an underground interchange.

- Also, in this correspondence, council to advise of the recent unanimous decision for us to
move towards an Expression of Interest (EOI).

2. That Council follow-up on this matter after the 56 NSW Parliament has commenced.

Councillor Bott raised a Point of Order during debate on.this matter that the Mayor ruled Councilior
Soulos’ statement in relation to the Strathfield Town Centre Flood Study was correct.

The Mayor ruled there was no Point of Order.,
MOTION OF DISSENT: (Bott/McLucas)
That Council dissent from the ruling of the Mayor.

For the Motion: Councillors Bott, Datta and McLucas
Against the Motion:  Councillors Vaccari, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos

The Mayor declared the Motion Lost.

10



STRATHFIELD Amalgamation
will cost you.
KNOW THE FACTS.

[==———————a—— ——=-—-

The NSW State Government has
released its ‘fit for the Future’
program which requires NSW
councils to consider amalgamating
with neighbouring councils in
order to reduce the number
of metropolitan councils
from 4110 18.

It is proposed that RGP

Strathfield merge with five
neighbouring Inner West
councils to form a super
council with a projected
population of 432,400.

STRATHFIELD

== ==
PROPOSED INNER WEST

SUPER COUNCIL

= e fei e,
STRATHF' ELD STRATHFIELD NSW 2135
COUNCIL

Strathfield Council
Reply Paid 120
STRATHFIELD NSW 2135



THIS IS HOW AMALGAMATION WOULD NEGATIVELY AFFECT
STRATHFIELD RESIDENTS:

! Burwood | CanadaBay | Leichhardt | Marrickville

Rates $97974 $956.95 $852.71 | 3110671 $784.24 $802.71 $913.84
:::;:e“' $4443 51 $5151.37 $2593.06 | $656721 | $8393.24 $4910 61 $5343.17
Debt (per '

residlen) $239.99 $125.39 $4.48 $104.53 $257.02 $0.00 $125.15

Backlog $247mil $160mil $18.8mil $35mil $5.06mil $35mil | $4118mil
Expenditure

on roads,

bridges and $93.61 $13199 $69.52 $122.29 $133.98 $165.38 $119.46

footpaths

AMALGAMATION WILL HAVE NO BENEFITS FOR STRATHFIELD RESIDENTS.

1. We are financially viable

We have no debt

We have low rates

We provide high quality services and facilities for our community

It will take the local out of local government and prevent residents from having their say
There will be 1 Councillor représenting the whole of Strathfield

O h W

FIGHT AMALGAMATION. SIGN THE PETITION AT
WWW.STRATHFIELD.NSW.GOV.AU OR HAVE YOUR SAY BELOW.

For more information, contact council on 9748 9999 or email council@strathfield.nsw.gov.au

< oSS
HAVE YOUR SAY ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORM
[ ] 1 am against Council Amalgamation [ ] 1 am for Council Amalgamation
[ Name | Email* T Twhy .

] . —

*Please provide email address if you wish to remain informed regarding council amalgamation, however this is not a requirement



e COUNCIL MEETING ~ 3 MARCH 2015
STRATHFIELD
CO I MINUTES

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

GMS. People Power to Crack Down on Litterbugs

5815
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/Datta)

That Council note Minister Rob Stokes, Minister for the Environment's announcement of a new
NSW reporting system for littering from vehicles.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

GM6. Responsible Leadership Delivery Program - Six Monthly Progress Report July to
December 2014

59/16
RESOLVED: (Ok/Datta)

That the Responsible Leadership Delivery Program six-monthly progress report for July to
December 2014 be noted. :

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CS81. Investment Report as at 31 January 2015

60/15
RESOLVED: (Kokkolis/Ok)

That the record of cash investments as at 31 January 2015 be noted.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis,_ Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CSs2. Anti-Amalgamation Campaign

61/15
RESOLVED: (Datta/Kokkolis)

That the report concerning the Anti-Amalgamation Campaign be noted.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil
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Cost of amalgamations

Amalgamations are expensive and expected
financial benefits have historically not been
delivered.

For example, in 2010 Auckland Council was
formed by merging eight councils. Debt has
doubled and it is predicted that debt by 2012 will
total over $12 billion; $12,500 per capita. 25% of
Council income is now allocated to interest and
debt payments and services are being cut.

Have your say

Complete the survey overleaf and return to
Strathfield Council via reply paid post or in

person to Strathfield Council Customer Service P——— -
Centre at 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield. STRATHFIELD

Alternatively, an online survey is available at
www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au

Amalgamation
will cost you
Know the Facts

Help us fight amalgamation.

Sign the petition at www.strathfield.nsw.gov.au




Strathfield Council commissioned independent
experts to estimate the economic impacts of a
merger on Strathfield residents. They concluded
that there were no financial benefits to the
Strathfield community and:

* Rates on Strathfield properties would
increase by 16%.

Local wmv—.mmmﬂ.ﬂm.—.mos debts of $43 million. Strathfield is m % m D

Strathfield Council's population is currently ELTEN Ly, dEOF fiee: m m. 3 nl.. ek
38,000 people. Merging Strathfield with « Strathfield would take on asset backlogs LB 3 >
Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and from other councils totalling $247 million. m % <
Marrickville Councils would result in a council of Strathfleld nc:.m_.#_w :mm 2 small and m w R g
over 400,000 people. The consequences of this manageable backlog. L5 > =G
merger would be: * A merged council would direct resources - - + O
_ to pay debt and to address infrastructure LB o aOJ c

. ' Q
* The Strathfield area would be entitled to backlogs in areas other than Strathfield. L3 g m A
only one councillor for 38,000 people. e . LB * o 72
. = Costs of administration would increase m m, = ™
» Community access to councillors would and direct spending on services and g > =
be reduced. - infrastructure would decline. - 3 0o

*  Council Chambers, Council administration . _ ) | 2

and Council meetings would be moved Amalgamations are expensive. The cost & ﬁ 2
from Strathfield. . of merging multiple councils would cost m 3 —
The Strathfield community would lose its millions. Strathfield Council believes this a ] @)
voice and capacity to influence decisions money could be better spent on services and aw_ i m N
g . infrastructure. B | w

The Strathfield area has had independent local Lz
government for 130 years. Council is completely g m W G)
dedicated to managing Strathfield and 1 W b w
representing Strathfield interests to all levels of : ™ e m
government, business and community sectors.- : R/ : k= - - -
) _ ; serathfield @ = .m 7.4

* m
Finances 3 >
B m
7
-
=0
m
i
O
|

= Strathfield would take on other Councils

uojjewresjewy I>uno) Joj we | [ ]




Movatn 0O ,%

Strathfiald Scene | 91

"in 2004 the Carr | abor Gowvemment

have performed worsa than

fowibly merpedt

lmgamxrqufoomolh,mdnmwwmcoumih

mnoibofm“mw.”-mmmmm

'
7

» The fight against council m
of the residents’

1.2 memorable interview with the

Strathiield Scene two years ago, the

then-Premier Mr Barry O'Farrell said:

“There wilt be no forced amalgamation
of Strathfield Council”

He went on to add: I don't think it’s
clear... what the benefits are for communities
like Strathfield if they are amalgamated”

What has changed in the conncil
amalgamation debate since Premier -
OFarzell’s statements in 20137

There is anew NSW Premier and
a new Local Government Minister and
a8 renamed ion package called
“Fit for them oﬂ':rsg::oun:ﬂs
and Couneifiors financial incentives to merge.

There is little evidence that amalgamation
improves Conncil's financial sustainability
orimprovessérv-inequality.'[hereisampk
evidence that amalgamation is the end of
“Tocal” - local identity, local autonomy,

Iocal choice, Iocal jobs and, importantly,
our local voice,

So whyis the State Government i
council imation when it can’t articplate
the benefits to residents?

Council and residents are open to reform.
However, there needs to he debate, Professor
Brian Dollery of the University of New
England’s Centre for Local Government
said last year: “In 2004, the Carr Labor
Govemment forcibly merged a large number
of councils, and in 2014 those councils have
performed worse than nn-amalgamatéd
conncils of the same kind.

"Councily are being dudded in the Fit for
the Future process developed by the New
South Wales Government.

“The financial ratios and benchmark
valves included in the Fit for the Future
critecia have been deliberately modified from
the original TCorp version to make it mare
difficult for councils to demonstrate their
financial viability"

Fit for the Future has had ne input from
conncils and no input from the residents,
There is just an order from the Minister for
councils to prove that they are socially and
economically viable.

Strathfield Council is aleady Fit for the
Fizture and will not be submitting a report.

Under an amalgamation, our assets will be
stripped by neighbouring councils, services
will decline and ourumsinﬁastmcm:.-e plans will
be decimated, because surrounding councils
do not have the amenity we do.

Counell's role is to protect the lifestyle,
property values and amenity of residents
through its development and planning
codes and by-taws, Conncil is the only
anthority standing between residents and
over-development.

Conncil, councillors and residents have
communicated to the State Government that
we do not want to be amalgamated,

WHAT COUN
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independently conducted polls of Strathfield’s
residents and confinmed beyond any doubt
that most of us are opposed to conncil
amalgamations ~ with 70 per cent of all
residents opposed to the original proposal

to merge Strathfteld with Burwood, Ashfield
and Canada Bay.

Residents across NSW have told the State
Government they do not want to lose the
“local” inlocal government which will have
a signifieant financial impact and will not
serve their communities’ best interests,

In Strathfield the feeling is even stronger
because the people here have so much pride
in the identity of their community,

‘Why doesn't the State Government tell us
why there is such an nrgency to amaigamate
councils? The reaf reason for the current State

The State Government is not listeni g
Conucil and Save Our Strathifield have

Government's amalgamation plan is political,

ergers is stepping up the pace.
action group, Save Our Strathfiel

K |
I

Councrls have existed for far longer
than the State Governments, and they are
still ing strong.

Hg';vever,wiﬂuuidentxuutofth:wzythe
State Government would be able to access
and use our rates and other council revenues
mfundinfmm;cmmthatal?ﬂ:zsum‘s
responsibility, such as schools, hospitals,
WgtOConnexandﬂmrevinm.tionnf
Parramatta Road,

When you look at it like that it makes
councils an attractive target.

Are we scare-mongering? No, we have
done our hemework We have wi i

ideace from hing the mpact on

amalgamated

We lave living in Strathfield... 5o let's speak
up, make sure we are heard and Save Qur
Strathfield from council amalgamation.

Nella Gaughan and Karen Pensabene,
d, state their case against amalgamation

IERGERS WILL MEAN

-chairs

COUNGH. MERGERS:
HOW YOU'LL SUFFER

=Loss of Whiat you went for pouy
ot e gt b v L
Mmﬂ.mm
ool rsaanch siwins a shift to the "haves”
mdthemhws'—mamﬂmmue
the rest sre treateed as poor cousins,
-mimsumwm.m
local o # the Gase of the Wast This
strength lduWumtslwed‘hy
sirounding couneils

+Loes ok Jobe: Cousscls ermpioy lecal poople
—— hhﬁnmbe d
ah araigarpated councd, a
e
b2 too biy foridoa besir ]
ko of srvieos: Amaloanation wit

fom cxtehayers will
FIGAR PO Sanvicns, Do you think v will
beable 1o keep our twe lihrasy

coundlyna wil be most fkaly taiking o
Fecording Mg “‘yeur cait is leportant to "

*Your rates will pay politiclans: It wifl cost a
minimur of § $200,000 for afull-time,
paltpalfician as o
cotinelions vl not be aksle to enatch the
political; Inan plection.

- devalopinont: Stuthfield Coumaifs
mmkmdmhmmwnm
stpounding coundis o mot share th samy
equelity ethos for development.

. prices will dacranta;
m“mmﬁgmm
mmhmmwammw
MMWWWMan

o i affacted
amanity and sanviees, b e
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_ = EXTRAORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 24 FEBRUARY 2015
STRATHFIELD

MINUTES

6. Licence - Hudson Park Oval and Amenities

3915
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/Datta)

1. That Council note the pubfic notification undertaken regarding a proposed licence for Hudson
Park oval and amenities.

2. That Council note that there were no comments received from the public notification.

3. That Council seek Crown Lands endorsement to énter into a 10 year licence with the
Trustees of the Christian Brothers (St Patrick’s College) for use of Hudson Park oval and

amenities building.

4.  That subsequent to Crown Lands endorsement, Council then endorse the General Manager
to enter into a 10 year licence with the Trustees of the Christian Brothers (St Patrick’s
College) for use of the Hudson Park oval and amenities building.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Soules
Against the Motion:  Nil

7.  MATTERS OF URGENCY IN ACCORDANCE WITH CLAUSE 241 OF THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT (GENERAL) REGULATIONS, 2005

40/15
RESOLVED: (Bott/Vaccari)

That pursuant to Clause 241 of the Local Government (General) Reguiation 2005 the following
matter be dealt with as It is considered to be of great urgency.

Amalgamation Petition

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Soulos
Against the Motion;  Nil

The Chairman ruled that the matter was of great urgency.

1. Amalgamation Petltion

41/18
RESOLVED: (Bott/Vaccari)

That the resuits concerning the Anti-Amalgamation petition be noted.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil
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funding to

As part of the Anzac Ce ry Grant Frog

Free Child Restraint
Checking Vouchers

Strathfield Council is offering free vouchers for child car restraint
fitting/checking to residents and workers within the Strathfietd
Local Government Area. The vouchers will cover the labour cost
‘of a standard car restraint fitting/checking with Belmore Auto
Conversions, a local business that is an RMS authorised child car
restraint fitter.

Vouchers will be valid for 3 menths from the date of issue and
nurnbers are limited, To enquire about car restraint fitting/
checking vouchers, please contact Councils Road Safety Officer
on 9748 9999,

Locel Government
Amelgamation

fn 2014 the NSW govemment recommended that Strathfield
council merge with Ashfield, Burwood, Canada Bay, Leichhardt
and Marrickville to form an Inner West council with a total
projected population of 432400. The majority of councils are
opposed to amalgamation,

I AT _}': ™

!ﬁeDawySquudeWbrlmthusbeenamammd

Strathfield Councll is conducting an online petition so residents
can have their say on this important issue. Help fight
armalgamation, sign the petition at wwsirathfreldnswgovau

Flantastic Picnic ,

Join us for a day of family fun at Edwards Park to leam

about healthy living through horticulture, gardening and the
outdoors. This free event will include children's activities, a
jumping castle, dog training and grooming, bee keeping and
gardening tips from Bunnings and the Rose Society.

Make the most of Strathfield’s outdeor areas and take home
some great new ideas for healthy living every day. The event will
take place on Saturday 21 February from 10am to 4pm at Edwards”
Park, High Street, Strathfield.

Public Exhibitien —
Draft Parrematta Road
Urban Renewal Strategy

UrbanGrowth NSW has proposed a strategy to renew

the urban corridor from the Sydney CBD to Parramatta.

The corridor coveérs 10 local government areas that are home
te almost ane million people.

The Draft Parramatta Road Urban Renewal Strategy proposes
that the renewal will be focused in eight strategic precincts
located at Granville, Auburn, Homebush, Burwood, Kings Bay,
Taverners Hill, Leichhardt and Camperdown.

The Strategy proposes overriding local planning controls and
“ could impose high density residential developments.

The Draft Strategy will be on public exhibitien urtil 12 February
2015 and can be viewed at vivsuneyparzmeiierd.comau,
Strathfield Council encourages residents to view the Draft
Strategy and submit feedback before the deadline.

t am pleased to wmform
restdents that Strathfield
Council has been awarded
$36,707 in grant funding
from the Australian
Gavernment to restore the
World War 1 memorial in
Davey Square

Ths funding 15 part of the Anzac Ceptenary
Grant programme, which 15 designed to
fund community projects that recognise the
cantribution of servicemen and women who
served dunng the First World War

The Davey Square Memorial 1s an integral part
of how Strathfield residents commemorate the
fallen in all fields of war, particulary on Anzac
Day It 1s very poignant that this grant has been
received in the centenary year of the Gallipali
conflict where so many thousands of Australians
gave therr lives so we could live better ones

| would lke to thank the Australian Government
for this grant, and look forward to updating
residenits on the progress of this project

Cr Gulian Vaccari
Mayor of Strathheld

'MEET YOUR COUNCILLOR

SATURDAYS FROM I0AM - TTAM
14 February - Councd Chambers. Cr Kokkolis
* 21 February - Council Chambers Cr Mclureas

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
« Tuesday 3 March 2015, 7pm

Council Chambers, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield
Business papers for Council and Committee meetings are
available from Council's Customer Service Centre, fibranes
and www trathfield nsw gov.au from the Saturday prior to
each meeting,

| wewwistrathfield new govay
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STRATHFIELD

COUNCIL MEETING ~ 3 FEBRUARY 2015
MINUTES

CS3. Antl-Amalgamation Campaign
22115
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Datta)
- 1. That the report concerning the Anti-Amalgamation Campaign be noted.

2. That approval be given to display an Anti-Amalgamation banner on Council’s offices.

3. That Council approve additional expenditure of up to $20,000 for the Anti-Amalgamation
campaign.

4. That Council be appraised of where this $20,000 is spent via the Councillor Bulletin on a
weekly basis.

For the Motion: Councillors Bott, Datta, McLucas and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Councillors Vaccari, Kokkolis and Ok

CS4. Investment Report as at 30 November and 31 December 2014

23/15
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Vaccari)

That the record of cash investments as at 30 November 2014 and 31 December 2014 be noted.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bolt, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

CSS5. Strathfield South Community Development

24115
RESOLVED: (Bott/McLucas)

That the report concerning Strathfield South Community Development be noted and activities be
endorsed.

For the Mation: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulcs
Against the Motion:  Nil

CS6. Draft Community Access Plan 2014-2018

25/15
RESOLVED: (Mcl.ucas/Datta)

That the draft Strathfield Community Access Plan 2014-18 be placed on public exhibition,

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Boft, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil

12
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"% 140 yoars of histary and we nesd to do as much as possible 10 defend it.” - Ceuncifor Deniel Soit ‘

PEDESTRIAN SAFETY
Mariborough Road

resident il pay to hankroll i from Rouds g
othercouncils' debts | Gl et | for pedestrian safety enhancements
- ! , : y 5| | to be implemented. There is much
concern for the safety of pedestrians
crossing Marlborough Road to
reach Flemmgton Railway Station,
mdmephnismsbeerthmaway
from the hazardous crossing.
Works will include the installation
ofcnnuetesafétybanim,anew

IFj =g T i \ i i .

] l s 5 ok ; Lo ngrete idening the
The number of people who will £t o el el L | 4 el : ffotpaﬂ:uﬁ.ﬁg;‘&lebﬁdge,
Heinthe queue forthe new Inner = i A - : improved lighting and other

; L e b 3 —— minor works of landscaping and
.WEEII(DI.II'!EHFE!I‘TI-'JCE ey - + Fi’ﬂjE(l&]d INCrease s signage at a cost of $290,000.

: J 4 e . " .'.. i
UEBUSINESS fates | heextra you'll S A NE ]
b ¢!

' SRAEESENIG | Council says yes

| | Ofthe four Parramatta Lipht Rail
options proposed at the end of last
year by the Minister for Transport
Gladys Berejiklian, Council has
indicated that it supports the

F ‘:_i' | I ; - Piﬂammtbsydneyolympi:
ARl i . 2 . F eock, and Strthfield/Burwood
4 - % S S RS SFTE - extension. Council will write ta the

RESIDENTS TO BE SLUGGED $320 | &
N RATES INCREASES UNDER MERGED |5

COUNCILS, STRATHFIELD WARNS  |i=isieis.

2eter Lynch . '
Council s identifying like-mioded Iocal with a otal projected population of 432,000 HOMEBUSH TRAFFIC
" trathfield Council, one of the fiercest government authorities elsewhere in the state for saysﬂe council Jeaflet. Draft PI'OPOSB.IS
opponents of council mergers, has suppott, thongh i is not talking to councils who N jarity of councils are opposed to . .
Ehmchedasﬁngjhgamdmnthesme have agreed to make subrmissions to the State malgm;.?uﬁty & T"E‘I’.""“I’,‘“Elf;“hf;‘;""”mn‘“l
Government's amalgamation plans, Government’s “Fit for the Puture” It then goes on to point out that Iriner West Consu]hng e:iyto ) ::‘n
ting residents theywill pay a heavy price. The program requises cotincils to subrmi councils have a total of $42.1 million in debt, m‘sm ﬂ'im“gn | st
temove is the first salvo in & campaign for financial plans and areas for . while Strathfield has none: pacing Pt e
ival, towhich the Council hes committed | potential merger to the State “Which means $125.15 per Strathfield Dudtington Road, Coane ol
1000 warth of finds and formed a special resident to repay other councill’ debts — a merger i e = Rox
2gy committee, would transfer large debts and backlogs to mh& : rt::i:h e
lisweek,aﬁmherm,omwasnlloawd 1 IIP‘**'HTEH&NAE - ; Strathfield residents” ’ ao ; N tel:g F
oposed new projects, inchuding further Rpe e e pe R e Inner West authorities have a combined PI;P :;c opuo::fe mprove
ications and videos. i ANDRENEWALIN . in&astrucnuemaintenmceandrenewalbadlug and pe stnan[ mdtrl.a:sd:laﬂis
uncil plans to erect banners and wark on AREASWITHGOOD TG £ $243 million ~ Strathfield has just $3.5 million, m lati ape.
touse social media and events to get the T ; atian 'I\daintenancundrmewalharea'swithgood o Process, 3
INERASTRLCTURE {Aroalgany . 7 further report will be submitted
age across. - will cost youl  infrastructure like Strathfield will not be a for the consideration of the Traffic
ter exttensive reseacch by council LIKE wi mergeus  Prvrity” says the counc leaflet. Commitien den it ©
alists, a froshly prepared leaflet has been STRATHFIELD Rl ‘The council maintains Strathfield has one of rommities detaling any
ered to every home and will be sent cut oA =R P the lowest costs for administration per resident ended changes.
rateg natices. WILL NGT BE ¢ stjust$190, while the City of Sydney spends
cording to the document, Jocal government APRIORITY! ( $1,102.53 and Parramatta $507. COMTAINER DEPOSITS
m willhit residents iu the hip pocket. ik i It concludes: “Councils expenditure on Council in fEVOI.lI'
gamation will mean a whopping 16% rates e " | roads, bridges and footpaths js the highestin
ase, or $320 for some households, Government by June. Strathfield has already ﬂ:eInnerWrst,mﬂccﬁngnuroommihmntto The Council will be writing to
sinesses will be even harder hit, with indicated it will refuse to file such a plan on community priorities.” - Premier Mike Baird and Treasurer
cted rates increases of 57%. the grounds that it appears to be amalgamation At this week’s meeting, councillors agreed five Andrew Constance in support of
i example, if you corrently pay the average “by stealth” votes to two to increase available funds for the the Container Deposit System
900, your rates will increase by $2,800, The council is urging residents to help by czmpaig:. Council approves expenditure plans (CDS). The initfative would put
he brochure. signinga petition at www.strathfield nswggv.an, before they can go ahead. avahie refund on plastic beverage
¢leaflet showed Strathfield is well cuanaged “In 2014, the NSW Government recommended “It's 140 years of history and we need to do as containers as & way of reducing
s performance s among the best in the Strathfield Council merge with Ashfield, muchas possible to defend it;” said Cr Danizl Bott. rubbish going to landfll, and
-itis certainly ranked as best among Inner Burwood, Canade Bay, Leichhardt and Cr Raj Datta agreed, adding; *It’s our job to let also to help resolve the ongoing
councils. Marrickville to form an Inner West Council tesidents know what is happening” problem of ittering.
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Twe local citirens have been recognised for their community
service and health promotion being awarded Citizen of the Year
accolades at the Strathfield Council Australia Day celebrations.

Cltizen of the Year: Jane Pistolese

A long-term Strathfiekd resident, Jane represented the
community In the fight against the expansion of the Australian
Catholic University as the leader of the Strathficld Residents
Action Group. She put counttless hours inta research to properly
inform the community of the details around the expansion, and
was the fare of the campaign both when speaking in court and
to the media.

Young Citizen of the Year: Sahil Bhandula

Astudent at Homebush Boys High School, Sahil actively
participates in a range of extracurricular activities including hockey
and cricket. He has displayed strong leadership qualities, as a
member of the Interact Club which raises funds for Amnesty
International and in crganising ant-bullying week during which he
merttored younger students on the effects of bullying.

Flantastic Picnic

Join us for a day of Farnily fun at Edwards Park to learn about
healthy living through horticulture, gardening and the outdoors,
This free event will include children’s activities, a jumping castle,
dog training and grooming, bee keeping and gardening tips from
Bunnings and the Rose Society.

Make the most of Strathfield's outdoor areas and take home
some great new ideas for healthy living every day. The event will
take place on Saturday 21 February from ¥0am to 4pm at Edwards
Park, High Street, Strathfield.

Public Exhibition —
Draft Parramatta Road
Urban Renewal Sirategy

UrbanGrowth NSW recently released the Draft Parramatta Read
Urban Rerewal Strategy. The strategy aims to facilitate the
revitalisation of the Parramatta Road corridor from Paramatta to
Sydney CBD, including Homebush.

The Draft Strategy proposes renewal in precincts suitable for
large increases in housing density, and aims to create new
nousing choices and jobs and improve public and active
transport connections,

The Draft Strategy will be on public exhibition until 12 February
2015 and can be viewed at www.newparramattard.com.au.
Strathifield Council encourages residents to view the Draft
Strategy and submit feedback before the deadline.

[ MEET YOLUR COUNCILLOR

SATURDAYS FROM 10AM - TIAM
» 7 february - Couneil Chambers. Cr Datta
* 14 February - Council Chambers Cr Kokkolis

The free GedRun heolthy bids pragrom returms to Strathfield this year

GodFun

Strathfield Council is pleased to announce that the GodFun
healthy kids program is returning to Strathfield in 2015, Council is
proud to support this free, fun program to help children to
become fitter, healthier and happier.

The Go4Fun program is a healthy lifestyle program aimed at
children aged 7 to 13 and their parents, Go4Fun aims to improve
eating habits, fitness, teamwork and overall heatth in children
who are above a healthy weight.

The program will return on Saturday 31 January, and will include
10 Interactive sessions led by qualified health professicnals. The
sessions focus on games and activities to help children learn new
skills and make friends in a fun environment.

For more information and to register, visit www.godfun.com.au

Winter Scasonal Hire of

Sportsgrounds

Strathfield Council is proposing to enter seasonal hire
agreements for the use of sporting facilities during the 2615
Winter Season that commences an Tuesday 7 April 2015 and
ends on Sunday 30 August 2015 inclusive. The sporting grounds
that are available for seasonal hire include Airey Park, Bark Huts,
Begnell Field, Bressington Park, Cooke Park, Hudson Oval, Mason
Park, and Strathfield Park.’

For more information about each field and application
forms visit www strathfield nsw.govau or contact Councit
on 9748 9999. Applications close Monday 9 February 2015.

MAYOR'S MESSAGE |8

The Draft Parramatta Road

Urban Renewal Strategy

has been released by

UrbanGrowth NSW It s on

exhibrtion until 12 February

2015 Council urges residents

to raise concerns with

UrbanGrowth NSW, the

Minster for Planning, the Transport Minister, Roads
Minister and Parliamentary Secretary for Planning by
making a written submission and sending 1t to info®
parramattard.com.au

We awart details on public transport plans, apen
space for sperting fields and playgrounds, childcare
centres, schools or community facilities to support
the significant increase in population proposed

It appears to suggest that 33% of the overall
population growth will be in the Homebush precinct
even though it only represents less than 10% of the
length of Parramatta Road

In addition to the Urban Growth aof Parramatta Road,
there 1s the issue around Amalgamation

In 2014 the NSW govemnment recornmended that
Strathfield council merge with Ashfield, Burwood,
Canada Bay, Lelchhardt and Marrickville to form an
inner West council with a total projected population
of 432400

The mayority of councils are opposed to
amalgamation Help fight amalgamation, sign the

pettion on www strathfield nsw.gov.au
Yours sincerely,
Cr Gulian Vaccari
Mayor of Strathfield
| COUNCIL MEETINGS

Council is in recess until 2 February 2015
ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING
= Tuesday 3 February 2015, 7pm
Council Chambers 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield

Business papers for Council and Committee meetings
are available from Council's Customer Service Centre,
libraries and www strathfield nsw.gov.au from the

- Saturday prior to each meeting.

| wwwstrathfield. nsw.gov.au
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| _| Strathield Scene

DECEMBER/JANUARY 2015

TRATHFIELD ANZAGS
Vlemorial display
trethfield will celebrate our very
wn ANZAC, Cotporel Francis
-eynolds Cowdery in an exhibition
-8 Library as part of the
NZAC centenary, Qrganisers, the
emnos Gallipoli Commgmun:twe
‘ommittee hope to find Corporal
‘owdery's family and irrvite them to
1¢ exhibition in eardy March.
orporzl Cowdery of the 7th
ustralian Light Horse Regiment

as 25 when he died at Gallipoli on
YAugust 1915, He is burted on
smnos alongside 234 of his mates;
1¢ exhibition features photopraphs
ken by Private AW Savage.

WLTICULTURAL CENTRE

Jew facility

ouncillors voted for a new
ulticultural community facility to
+builtwithin Elliot Reserve in
wathfield South. The next stagz in
& process is to develop a steering
mmmittee to advise Council on
rur to establich and operate the

w centre, Council has allocated
0,000 for the initial stages and will
:Jooking for private investors to
1p fund the rest of the project.

TRATHFIELD CCAMNCIE,
“hristmas message

rathfield Couacil has wished all
sidents and business owners a
erry Christmas and a prosperous
2w Year. At the last meeting for
114, Mayor Gulian Vaccar said:
‘hisis a special ime for everyone,

1 matter whether you celebrate
aristrnas or not” Council will be in
zess fromn 17 December 2014 until
“ebruary 2015. Authority has been
mnted to the Mayor, Deputy Mayor
d General ;, exceptin
velopment application matters,

‘DON'T FALL

INTO COUNCIL
MERGER
TRAP’ WARNS
CrDATTA

trathfield councillors are to hold a

strategic workshop over how to handle

a proposed Memorandum of
Understanding with neighbouring authorities
slated for amalgamation.

The MOU has been drawn up by Leichhardt,
but Strathfield councillars are divided over
whether or not to work with authorities that
have agreed to submit a ‘Fit for the Future’
plan to the State Government.

All NSW councils have been told they
must submit plans for merging their services
by June next year. Slnﬂlﬁﬁd has decided it
‘won't co-operate.

Cr Raj Datta told the December council
meeting he believed it was 2 "trap” and

22 Labor eouncillors, 17 Liberal, nine Greens

and 11 independeats,

i

[l STRATHEIELD
:
4]

amounted to “voluntary ation”, At the end of a debate, Cr Datta withdrew his
He maintained Sm&ﬂm 2 “unique motion t:a].hng’th on the c:m.u:.cnlWim 'h:;tm i Mtg;]s
ortunity to provide " by not nor work with councils to
g%peratingwithtlmpmcess. i/ part in the Fit fnrﬂ:eFumpr:{;q:,epending
Mayar Gulian Vaccari, Cr the outcome of the workshop.
Sang Ok and Cr Stephanie The council also decided to
E:ﬁmlis on the other hand, Lf] ; take a tighter conrol over the
argued that holding a ETHAT HFFELD spending for its antj-
dialogue with “like-minded” HAS A UN { QUE amalgamation fund,
= oPPORTUNITY. IR
"Not to do so would be to TORROVIDE $50,000 would be dedicated
Vacoammed, " HEARERSHIPT B g ot el
"Cr Daniel Bott sid he had BYNOY like Homebush.
done an analysis of what a CO-DPERATING Council comuitted sso,ogo
S WITHTHE ol i xbl
was amalgamated with PROCESS.” a media campaign.
.'Burwomf Ashfield, Canada COr 73| Dulta But councillors entered into
e e R oo oo
e - ok like.
“Labar s going to do really expenditure to $200 2 month
well;” he said, adding that his results showed for any emergencies that arise.

“Expenditure should be pre-aunthorised, and

Idor't think it's appropriate for community

SAVE OUR STRATHFIELD PLEDGE

BTN R

groups to spend a fighre and then hand in
receipts. Costs can easily get out of hand
without appropriate and balances,”
he said.

Councillor Helen MeLucas said $200 i
not encugh to be taken setiously, adding that
in the past, Save Qur Strathfield-had not -
submitted any claims. -

“This sum is no:l enough to produce
anything and I find this cappi hi%dy
restricﬁve.lsuggestthattfs&‘;lm e changed
to $10,000. The $200 allowed a month js a
disservice to our residents and expenditure
should be up to all councillors,” she said.

Cr Daniel Bott, like Cr McLucas, said the
$200 sum would be an injustice to the
community and said Labor candidate for
Strathfield Jodi McKay had signed the Save
Our Strathfield plé e

’Ihdon't th.mkwed : uld cap the fignre,

‘We have had a goo ight against amialgamation
and we are durgi;' one of the leading councils
against this State Government move,” he said.

Just last month, Ms McKay was pictured

" with S8OS spokesperson Nella Ganghan

signing the pledge,

PLEASE CALL 98748 9924 FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, .
Business papers for Council and committee meetings are availeble from Councils Customer Service Centre, public librarles
and &t wwwk strafifeid. now gty -~ from the Saturday prior to eagh meeting.

e e e e e




S g—— EXTRAORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 23 DECEMBER 2014
STRATHFIELD
MINUTES

6. Anti-Amalgamation Campaign

In accordance with Council's Code of Meeting Practice Ms Nella Gaughan addressed the meeting.
342/14

RESbLVED: (Vaccari/Kokkolis)

1. That the report concerning the Anti-Amalgamation Campaign be noted..

2. That Council approve internal Council expenditure of up to $21,700 for the Anti-Amalgamation
Campaign.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Kokkolis, and Ok
Against the Motion:  Councillors Bott, Datta and McLucas

The Motion when put with voting being equal the Mayor exercised his casting vote in Favour of the
Motion and declared it carried.

7.  Code of Conduct Complaints

343114
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Kokkolis)

That Council note the report concerning Code of Conduct Compilaints.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Ok
Against the Motion:  Nil

8.  Financial Sustainability

344/14
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/McLucas)

That as part of normal pre budget discussions Council determine whether to investigate a special
rate variation and other additional revenue streams by way of a workshop.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Datta, 'Kokkolis, Mclucas and Ok
Against the Motion:  Councillor Bott



— COUNCIL MEETING ~ 2 DECEMBER 2014
STRATHFIELD

MINUTES

2. Mayoral Minute 54/14 —Funding to Battle Amalgamation and Overdevelopment

| MOVE:

That Council:

1.

Reaffirm its commitment to the $100,000 fund which has been set aside for the anti-
amalgamation fight and the fight against the over intensification of development on Parramatta

Conduct a (further) workshop before the February 2015 Ordinary meeting dealing with the battle
against amalgamation and overdevelopment. ‘This workshop is to:

a. Review work conducted to date.

b. Continue work on the strategies on fighting amalgamation and overdevelopment as well as
funding allocations for activities within the strategy which are decided upon.

c. Receive full financials for the budgeted $50,000, including current account balances and all
expenditures to date.

Cap the maximum monthly expenditure (exempted from prior Council approval) for the fights
against amalgamation and overdevelopment be set at $200 for each and that the General
Manager, Mayor and Deputy Mayor jointly be delegated authority to approve additional
expenditure in urgent circumstances.

304/14
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

That Council:

1.

Reaffirm its commitment to the $100,000 fund which has been set aside for the anti-
amalgamation fight and the fight against the over intensification of development on Parramatta

Rd.

2. Conduct a (further) workshop before the February 2015 Ordinary meeting dealing with the battle

against amalgamation and overdevelopment. This workshop is to:

a. Review work conducted to date.

b. Continue work on the strategies on fighting amalgamation and overdevelopment as well as
funding allocations for activities within the strategy which are decided upon.

c. Receive full financials for the budgeted $50,000, including current account balances and all
expenditures to date.

3. Cap the maximum monthly expenditure (exempted from prior Council approval) for the fights

against amalgamation and overdevelopment be set at $200 for each and that the General
Manager, Mayor and Deputy Mayor jointly be delegated authority to approve additional
expenditure in urgent circumstances.



P COUNCIL MEETING ~ 4 NOVEMBER 2014
STRATHFIELD |
MINUTES

267/14
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Datta)

That the minutes of the Extréord-ina'ry Council meeting held on 28 October 201 4, a copy of which
has been fumished to each Councillor, be taken as read and confirmed as a true and correct record
of that meeting and that the Chairman and General Manager be authorised to sign such minutes.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, Mclucas, Ok and Souilos
Against the Motion:  Nil

5. APOLOGIES
Nil.

6. DEFERRED/OUTSTANDING MATTERS AWAITING REPORT
1. Strathfield Plaza Car Parking

Noted.

7. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT MATTERS

Nil.

8. MAYORAL MINUTE (S) IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL’S CODE OF MEETING
PRACTICE

1. Mayorai Minute 48/14 -Anti-Amalgamation Fund

! MOVE:

1. That Council reaffirm its commitment to the $50,000 currently budgeted for the Anti-
Amalgamation Fund.,

2. That Council reaffirm its commitment to an extra $50,000 (currently unbudgeted) for the Anti-
Amaigamation Fund as per Council resolution of 7 October 2014.

3. That full financials for the Anti-Amalgamation Fund, since inception and including current
account balances and all expenditures to date, be presented by way of officer report to the
December Ordinary Council meeting.

4, That all future expenditure from the Anti-Amalgamation Fund be prior approved by a resolution
of Council.

3. That the Anti-Amalgamation Fund be used to support:
a. Appropriate internal Council activities; and
b. Any local community organisation which can demonstrate that its aims are in parallel to
those of Strathfield Council in the Anti-Amalgamation space;



o

" g—— COUNCIL MEETING - 4 NOVEMBER 2014
STRATHFIELD
y MINUTES

6. With regards Point 5 above that Council internally coordinate and control all its own future media
and promotion in the Anti-Amalgamation space.

MOTION: (Vaccari)

1. That Council reaffirm its commitment to the $50,000 currently budgeted for the Anti-
-Amailgamation Fund.

2, That Council reaffirm its commitment to an extra $50,000 (currently unbudgeted) for the Anti-
Amalgamation Fund and limiting urban renewal development of Parramatta Road as per Council

resolution of 7 October 2014,

3. That full financials for the Anti-Amalgamation Fund, since inception and including current
account balances and all expenditures to date, be presented by way of officer report to the
December Ordinary Council meeting.

4. That all future expenditure from the Anti-Amalgamation Fund be prior approved by a resolution
of Council.

5. That the Anti-Amalgamation Fund be used to support:
a. Appropriate activities: and = -
b. Any local community organisation which can demonstrate that its aims are in parallel to
those of Strathfield Council in the Anti-Amalgamation space.

6. With regards Point 5 above that Council internally coordinate and control all its own future media
and promotion in the Anti-Amaigamation space.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Kokkolis and Ok
Against the Motion:  Councillors Bott, Datta, McLucas, and Soulos

The Motion when Put was Lost.

2. Mayoral Minute 49/14 - Enfield Intermedal Logistics Centre Zoning

| MOVE:

That Council prepare a report on the feasibility of preparing a Planning Proposal that attempts to
rezone the southem portion of the Enfield intermodal Logistics Centre as ‘RE2 Private Recreation’
as a part of 2 stage process to rezone the land eventually to ‘RE1 Public Recreation’. This shouid
take into consideration the outcomes of the upcoming meeting between NSW Ports, Department of
Planning & Infrastructure and Strathfield Council. '

268/14
RESOLVED: {vaccari)

That a report be submitted to the December 2014 Ordinary Council Meeting on the feasibility of
‘preparing a Planning Proposal that attempts to rezone the southemn portion of the Enfield
Intermodal Logistics Centre as ‘RE2 Private Recreation’ as a part of 2 stage process to rezone the
land eventually to 'RE1 Public Recreation’. This should take into consideration the outcomes of the



o COUNCIL MEETING - 4 NOVEMBER 2014
STRATHFIELD
MINUTES

10. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

Report of Strathfield Traffic Committee Meeting held on 21 October 2014

270/14
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Vaccari)

That the minutes of the Traffic Commitiee meeting held on 21 October 2014 be noted and the
recommendations (if any) be adopted.

For the Motion: - Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Dattai, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok and Soulos

Against the Motion:  Nii

11. MOTIONS PURSUANT TO NOTICE
A. Notice of Motion signed by Councillor by Councillors Vaccar_i, Kokkolis and Soulos
1. Amaigamation

WE MOVE;

That council urgently contacts the office of the Minister for Local Government to:

a. Seek clarification with regards recent announcements to do with council amalgamations
especially the financial incentives to amalgamation and greater planning conirols,

b. To again indicate to the Minister that Strathfield Council continues to strongly reject the TCorp
(April 2013) analysis of Council's finances and sustainability, and insists that a more reliable
‘Sustainability Index’ be developed which incorporates Council's preferred KPI's including debt
levels, workplace productivity, infrastructure backlog, resident satisfaction levels.

. Indicate that Strathfield Council already sees itseif as a Fit for the Future council and that by

outstanding issues.
d. Indicate its concern that profigate council's, having mismanaged their residents’ finances for

years, will now be rewarded with millions of dollars of State tax payers money, whilst councils
which have been sustainably managed will be penalised.

8. Indicate its concems that the hundreds of millions of tax payer dollars dedicated fo this project
could much better be spent on essential services such as schools or hospitals.

f. Indicate its concern that some councils which have not assisted the State Government with the
obvious need to densify Sydney from a planning perspective may now be rewarded with
greater planning controls if they merge with similarly obstructive councils, whilst councils such
as Strathfield Council which have been of assistance, will be left with nothing.

g. Insist that in his response to the Sansom report on Local Government he address the
‘elephants in the room’ when it comes to LG funding- those being- the massive restrictions

‘which Rate Pegging, the Ad Valorum valuation system, and the freezing of Federal Assistance
Grants are placing on Local Government in NSW. :

27114
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/Kokkolis)

That council urgently contacts the office of the Minister for Local Government to:

6



P— COUNCIL MEETING — 4 NOVEMBER 2014
STRATHFIELD
MINUTES

Seek clarification with regards recent announcements to do with council amalgamations

especially the financial incentives to amalgamation and greater planning controls.

b. To again indicate to the Minister that Strathfield Council continues to strongly reject the TCorp
(April 2013) analysis of Council’'s finances and sustainability, and insists that a more reliable
‘Sustainability Index’ be developed which incorporates Council's preferred KPI's including debt
levels, workplace productivity, infrastructure backlog, resident satisfaction levels.

¢. Indicate that Strathfield Council already sees itself as a Fit for the Future council and that by
the Minister's own definitions Strathfield Council has the ability to stand alone.

d. Indicate its concern that profiigate council’s, having mismanaged their residents’ finances for
years, will now be rewarded with millions of dollars of State tax payers money, whilst councils
which have been sustainably managed will be penalised. ,

e. Indicate its concerns that the hundreds of millions of tax payer dollars dedicated to this project
could much better be spent on essential services such as schools or hospitals.

f.  Indicate its concem that some councils which have not assisted the State Government with the
obvious need to densify Sydney from a planning perspective may now be rewarded with
greater planning controls if they merge with similarly obstructive councils, whilst councils such
as Strathfield Council which have been of assistance, will be left with nothing.

g. Insist that in his response to the Sansom report on Local Government he address the

‘elephants in the room’ when it comes to LG funding- those being- the massive restrictions

which Rate Pegging, the Ad Valorum valuation system, and the freezing of Federal Assistance

Grants are placing on Local Government in NSW, ‘

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Datta, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion.  Councillors Bott and McLucas

B. Notices of Motion signed by Councillors Vaccari and Soulos

1. 100 Litre Trees
WE MOVE:

That a report be provided to Council addressing the pros and cons of compulsorily making all future
Development Application approvals incorporate into the Landscaping criteria requirements that all
trees, be of a minimum 100 litre size, In lieu of the current 50 litre size.

272114
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/MclLucas)

That a report be provided to Council addressing the pros and cons of compulsorily making all future
Development Application approvals incorporate into the Landscaping criteria requirements that alf
trees, be of a minimum 100 litre size, in lieu of the current 50 litre size.

For the Motion: - Councillors Vaccar, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, MecLucas, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Nil
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2. United We Stand Divided

WE MOVE:
That Council conduct a workshop within the next three weeks to discuss an approach to working
with Burwood, Ashfield, Canada Bay, Leichhardt and Marrickville Councils to fight amalgamation,

273114
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/McLucas)

That Council's Local Govemment'Anti-Amalgamation Reform Taskforce conduct a workshop within
the next three weeks to discuss an approach to working with Burwood, Ashfield, Canada Bay,
Leichhardt, and Marrickville Councils as per previous Council resolution to fight amalgamation,

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Kokkolis, Ok and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Counciliors Bott, Datta and McLucas

C. Notices of Motion sighed by Councillor Bott

Councillor Soulos having declared a conflict of interest in this matter vacated the meeting room,
1. 43 Mackenzie Stroet

| MOVE:

1. That Council obtain legal advice in fegard to the. recent Land & Envirenment Court decision
concerning 43 Mackenzie Street and determine if there are sufficient grounds for appeal.

2. That if there are sufficient grounds for appeal, then Council move immediately to appeal the
Court’s decision.

274114
RESOLVED: (Bott/McLucas)

1. That Council obtain légal advice in regard to the recent Land & Environment Court decision
concerning 43 Mackenzie Street and determine if there are sufficient grounds for appeal.

2. If there are sufficient grounds for appeal, then Council move immediately to appeal the Court's
decision.

For the Motion: Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Ok
Against the Motion:  Nil

Councillor Soulos returned to the meeting room.
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STRATHFIELD
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4. Referendum
| MOVE:

That Council write to the State Government and request a referendum on council amalgamations
for the March 2015 State Election.

27714
RESOLVED: (Bott/ McLucas)

That Council write to the State Government and request a referendum on council amalgamations at
the March 2015 State Election.

For the Motion; Councillors Vaccari, Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, M¢Lucas and Soulos
Against the Motion:  Councillor Ok

5. - Parramatta Road Urban Renewal Program

I MOVE:

That Council write to the Minister for Planning & Environment and Minister for Roads & Freight

indicating:

1. That if the Parramatta Road Urban Renewal Program is to propose significant increases in
dwelling densities in this precinct, then they should first undertake detailed traffic and transport
modelling studies to determine whether increased dwelling capacities can be accommodated
and fo determine what traffic and transport infrastructure is necessary to support any
increases.

2. That the State Government implement any necessary improvements in traffic and transport
infrastructure before any significant dwelling increases are endorsed.

27814
RESOLVED: (Boft/McLucas)

That Council write to the Minister for Planning & Environment and Minister for Roads & Freight

indicating:

1. That if the Parramatta Road Urban Renewal Program is to propose significant increases in
dwelling densities in this precinct, then they should first undertake detailed traffic and transport

modelling studies to determine whether increased dwelling capacities can be accommodated
and to determine what traffic and transport infrastructure is necessary to support any

increases,

2. That the State Govemment implement any necessary improvements in traffic and transport
infrastructure before any significant dwelling increases are endorsed.

3. That the State Government, in cooperation with Strathfield Council, make appropriate pianning
and budgeting for provision of amenities including schools, hospitals, childcare and parks.

10
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COUNCIL MEETING - 7 OCTOBER 2014

10. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES
Report of Strathfield Traffic Committee Meeting held on 16 September 2014

247114
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Kokkolis)

That the minutes of the Traffic Committee meeting held on 16 September 2014 be noted and the
recommendations (if any) be adopted.

For the Motion: Councillors Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Soulos
‘Against the Motion: Nil

11. MOTIONS PURSUANT TO NOTICE

A. Notice of Motion signed by Councillor McLucas

1. Amalgamation Fighting Fund
| MOVE:

That Council confirm $50,000 as a fighting fund against the current volunteerfforced amalgamation
by the State Government and Local Government Minister.

248114
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Bott)

1. That Council confirm $100,000 as a fighting fund against the current volunteer/forced
amalgamation and Urban Renewal Development of Parramatta Road recent increases in
density beyond Council’s LEP proposed by the State Government.

2. That a report be provided conceming the expenditure incurred in relation to the anti
amalgamation campaign.

3. That a Councillor Workshop be held prior to the November. Council meeting on anti
amalgamation with a view to developing a strategy and budget including an itemised account on
how funds will be spent over the next 12 months.

For the Motion: Councillors Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas and Soulos
Against the Motion: Nil
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Gapyeorg Lounty Mayor Mr. Sungki Kim with Mayor of Strathfield Danvel Bott

New'playground at
Henley Reserve

Strathfield Council will commence installation of a new
playground at Henley Reserve in 205 with the assistance
of a 525,000 grant from the NSW Office of Communities
— Sport and Recreation. Council will contribute $72,257 to
complete the new facilities, which will offer an exciting
play environment to encourage social interaction and
healthy lifestyles in the local community.

Henley Reserve Is located in an area of increasing growth
in Homebush West, and has been identified as a location

residents in the area who have limited recreational space.
The new playground will include equipment to encourage
use of upper body strength, and improve balance,
flexibility and cardiovascular health.

Strathhield Food Festival
returne as part of
Good Food Month

Come down to Strathfield Square on October 26 to
sample the best Asian flavours Strathfield has to offer.
The annual Strathfield Food Festival returns with a
selection of food stalls showcasing their signature dishes,
live cooking demonstrations from celebrity and local chefs
sharing their food secrets and walking food tours to
discover Strathfield's hidden culinary secrets.
With free entry and some fantastic food on offer, you
won't leave hungry. Join us from Tlam to 5pm. For more
information, visit vrvew stz i oo e L oo,

e o e bes Ty bl
Garage Sele Trail
If you're looking for some bargains, want to spring clean

or get to know your neighbours, Garage Sale Trail is for
you. Mark Garage Sale Trail in your calendar for Saturday,

{- Strathifiedd TS

where new playground facilities would meet the needs of .

Council hosts Sister City visitors
Strathfield Council hosted a delegation of visitors from its
Sister City in Gapyeong County in Korea earlier this month.

The delegation, Including Mayor Mr. Sungki Kim came
along to Council’s Spring Festival event and enjoyed
performances from Elly Oh and meeting families enjoying
a Father's Day out. They were also given a tour of the area,
including educational visits to Bressington Park, site of the
proposed Australian and Korean Memorial Garden,
Strathfield Library, Homebush Bays High Schoo! and the
Enfield Intermodal Logistics Centre.

25 October, Australia's fastest-growing sustalmability and
reuse event Is a great chance to clean out, make some
money and meet the locals.

Join all the fun by either hosting your own garage sale
of visiting some In your neighbourhood. Strathfield
Council is offering all residents who register and hold a
garage sale as part of the event an additional clean up
collection free of charge to dispose of leftaver items
unwanted after the sale.

To register a sale or to see what's on offer at other lacal
sales, visit www garagesaletreil.com.zy:. :

Godfun Program

The Go4Fun healthy kids program is retuming to
Strathfield in term 4. The 10 week healthy lifestyle program
is aimed at children aged 7 to 13 and ther parents. GodFun

aims to improve eating habits, fitness, teamwaork and
overall heaith in children who are above a healthy weight.

The program will commence on Saturday T October, from
Tpm —3pm at the Dutton Centre, and run each week until
Saturday 13 December. The interactive sessions are ied by
qualified health professionals, and include games and
activities to help children leam new skills and make friends
ina fun environment.

For more infermation and to register, visit
vrerwgndfuncumei

Strathfield residents may be aware that i
NSW Government recently announced
$1 billion of cash incertives for Councils
who choose to voluntanly amalgamate
with ther neghbours

| arn extremely disappointed that the
Premier of NSW is issumng bnbes to
persuade us to disregard the mterests of
QUT communIty

Council has considered this from every
angle and it 15 demonstrably not n the interests of Strathfield
resiclents for us to amalgamate with Burwood, Ashtield or
anywhere else

Compared to its neighbours, Strathfield has a supener
budget posttion, lower rates and charges, better
infrastructure. and more desrable community assets, which
would be put at nisk by amalgamation,

Strathifield residents have consistently vowed ther
oppaesition to amalgamation, and have the nght to be
concerned about the reported incentives on offer

! would like to assure residents that Strathfield Council
remains strongly opposed to amalgamation and will not
respand to bribes and threats. We have not heard a single
compelling argument that amalgamation is i the nterests
of Strathfield

| encourage residents who feel strongly about this isue
to make their voice heard and let the NSW Government
know they do not support amalgamation Reglster your
details with Strathfields pledge to fight amalgamation at
savwourstrathfield.org

Cr Daniel Bott
Mayor of Strathfield

MEET YOUR COUNCIL OR

SATURDAYS FROM 10AM - 11AM

« 27 September - Counail Chambers Cr Kokkolis

* 11 October - Counal Chambers. Cr MeLucas
COUNCILEMEETINGS

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING

* Tuesday 7 October 20, 7pm,

Council Chambers, 65 Homebush Road, Strathfield
Business papers for Council and Committee meetings
are available from Council's Customer Service Centre,
libraries and www.strathfield.nsw.govau from the
Saturday prior to each meeting.

vhovsi | wwwstrathfield nsw.govau
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Drop plans to blackmail and bribe Strathfield into selling out residents
MEDIA RELEASE: Wednesday, 10 September 2014

Plans to use a combination of punitive measures and cash incentives to coerce Strathfield into
amalgamating with surrounding LGAs is a compietely inappropriate use of taxpayer money, according
to the Mayor of Strathfield.

Media reports today suggest Premier Mike Baird is looking to spend $1 billion on cash ‘incentives’ to
councils to amalgamate with neighbours. The Premier has also reportedly flagged withholding
planning controis from LGAs that reject amalgamation. The Mayor of Strathfield, Cr Daniel Bott, said
the plan was deplorable.

“This is the state government offering councils thirty pieces of silver to sell out the interests of their
communities,” Cr Bott said. -

“Council has considered this from every angle and it is demonstrably not in the interests of Strathfield
residents for us to amalgamate with Burwood, Auburn, Ashfield - or anywhere else. Compared fo its
neighbours, Strathfield has a superior budget position, lower rates and charges, better infrastructure,
and more desirable community assets. Amalgamation would put all of that at risk.

“Yet here we have the Premier of NSW issuing bribes and threats to persuade us to disregard the
interests of our community. Strathfield residents, and NSW taxpayers in general, have every right to
feel aggrieved their hard-eamed money is being spent on such loaded ‘incentives.”

Councils agreeing to amalgamation are being offered greater planning controls under the reported
plan, a concept Cr Bott described as even more disturbing than the cash incentives.

“So communities that decide they want to keep their local government local will be punished by -
having control over their LGA stripped from them. That is disgraceful, and represents a fundamentally

undemocratic concept,” Cr Bott said.

A 2013 independently conducted phone poll of Strathfield residents found 70 per cent to be against
amalgamation. Cr Bott said residents had every right to be concerned.

“If an offer is a good one, bribes and threats are not typically }equired," Cr Bott noted.

“Strathfield residents should be suspicious about a govemment that feels the need to use such
extreme measures to convince them to do something it claims is in their interests. We have carefully
considered the findings and the recommendations of the Sansom Local Government Review Panel
report. We have stood by our residents as they asked questions at the community forums. And we
have not heard a single compelling argument that amalgamation is in the interests of Strathfield.

“Amalgamation is not a cne-size-fits-all solution. We will not sell out our residents and their community
in the face of bribes and threats. And we deeply resent being put in the position where we have to
make that call.”

For further information please contact:

Group Coordinator Communications
Carly McLoughlin

9748 9993 or 0421 080 036
carly.mcloughlin@strathfield.nsw.gov.au
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That a report be prepared on the feasibility of the formation of a Strathfield Business Association
that represents large businesses operating in the Strathfield Municipality and that current
associations and chambers be consulted.

Councillor Ok withdrew as mover of the Motion.

MOTION: (Bott/McLucas)

That a report be prepared on the feasibility of the formation of a Strathfield Business Association
that represents large businesses operating in the Strathfield Municipality and that current
associations and chambers be constulted.

For the Motion: Counciltors Bott, McLucas and Ok
Against the Motion: Councillors Datta, Kokkolis, Soulos and Vaccari

The Motion when Put was Lost.

B. Notices of Motion signed by Councillor Mclucas

1. Proposed Amalgamation

I MOVE:

1. That Council writes, in the strongest terms, to the Minister for Local Govemment, the Hon Paul
Toole and state his announcement of proposed amalgamation of Strathfield Council by media
release (Inner West Courier Article: Government to make push for bigger Councils 26th August
2014) Is totally unacceptable to Strathfield Council and its residents, :

2. That Councif provides a report to residents on the current media campaign by the Liberal State
Government to ignore their voice and propose an am‘algamaﬁon agenda.

3. That Council make it clear to the Minister for Local Government, Liberal State Government and
our residents that Strathfield Council will embark on an open and transparent program to

amalgamation debate or other debate on Council reforms by the current State Government.

20314
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Bott )

1. That Council writes, in the strongest terms, to the Minister for Local Government, the Hon Paul
Toole and state his announcement of proposed amalgamation of Strathfield Council by media
release (Inner West Courier Article: Government to make push for bigger Councils 26th August
2014) is totally unacceptable to Strathfield Council and its residents.

2. That Council provides a report to residents on the current media campaign by the Liberal State
Government to ignore their voice and propose an amalgamation agenda.

3. That Council make it clear to the Minister for Local Govemmént, Liberal State Government and
our residents that Strathfield Council will embark on an open and transparent program to
engage all stakeholders to ensure the views of Strathfield residents and business are heard
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and that their views are respected and taken ‘into account during any proposed Council
amalgamation debate or other debate on Council reforms by the current State Government.

For the Motion: - Counciliors Bott, Datta, Kokkolis, McLucas, Ok, Soulos and Vicecari
Against the Motion:  Nil

2. Enfield Intermodal
i MOVE:

1. That Council provides a report on Strathfield Council and NSW State Government initiatives on
local area compliance monitoring and benchmarks, pre- and ongoing-operation, for all areas in
the Strathfield LGA that have the potential to be affected by the Enfield Intermodal which is due
to commence operation mid to late October 2014.

That the compliance benchmarking and ongoing monitoring include, but not be limited to;
a. Road safely including traffic volumes in affected streets and local streets likely to be used as

rat runs;
b. Community health and wellbeing including noise, dust and air pollution;
¢. Productivity and Eccnomic Growth impacts;
d. Environmental Impacts.

2. That Council's costs for any Enfield Intermodal compliance benchmarking and ongoing
monitoring, now and in the future, are billed to the NSW government authority that authorised
the construction of Port Enfield in a residential area.

3. That regular and transparent reporting of compliance monitoring and benchmarks, including all
non-compliances is available to residents on request.

4. That emergency and other action plans, in case of hon-compliance being detected, be
documented and reported to Council and available to residents. -

5. That Traffic Management Plans and Emergency Traffic Management Plans be provided to
~ Council by the Port Enfield Management authority and be made available to residents prior to

the site becoming operational.

204/14
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Soulos)

1. That Council provides a report on Strathfieid Council and NSW State Government initiatives on
local area compliance monitoring and benchmarks, pre- and ongoing-operation, for all areas in
the Strathfield LGA that have the potential to be affected by the Enfield Intermodal which is due
to commence operation mid to late October 2014,

That the compliance benchmarking and ongoing monitoring include, but not be limited to:

2. Road safety including traffic volumes in affected streets and local streets likely to be used as
rat runs;

b. Community health and wellbeing including noise, dust and air poliution;

¢. Productivity and Economic Growth Impacts; '

d. Environmental Impacts.
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Media Release

Strathfield Council rejects report’s merger
recommendations

For immediate release
9 January 2014

Strathfield Council has rejected the recommendations of a State Government-commissioned
report, which suggests Strathfield Council should merge with Burwood, Ashfield, Canada
Bay, Marrickville, and Leichhardt. '

The amalgamation proposal is contained in the Local Government Review Panel’s final
report, released today.

Strathfield Mayor Daniel Bott said such a move would clearly not be in the interests of
Strathfield residents. ‘

"The critical mistake this report makes is believing amalgamation is a one-size-fits-all
solution. It is not,” Cr Bott said.-

"At no stage during this long and drawn-out report process has anyone bothered to explain
to the residents of Strathfield how amalgamating with five other surrounding councils'could
possibly be in their interests. '

"Polling indicates that some 70 per cent of Strathfield residents are opposed to any form of
merger. Strathfield has its own carefully cultivated identity and the majority of its residents
rightly wish to manage their own area. Taking control away and handing it to a remote super
council authority would be a disaster locaily.”

Cr Bott said while the recommendations of the report were disappointing, the stance of the
State Government appeared to have shifted. '

“While the recommendations contained in this report are impractical and poorly reasoned,
my fellow councillors and | have been heartened by the apparent change in tone from the
State Government,” Cr Bott said.

"We now have Ministers on the record categorically ruling out any forced amalgamations.
And in a recent interview with the Strathfield Scene, the Premier was at pains to put distance
between himself and the report's findings. While it is disappointing to chalk this whole
process up as a costly waste of time, it is at least better than committing to its flawed
recommendations.

For further information please contact:

Communication and Cultural Services Coordinator
Carly Hackett
9748 9993 or 0421 080 036

carly. hackett@strathfield.nsw.gov.au
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"Although it is far too early to call the proposed amalgamation of Strathfield as dead and
buried, residents can take considerable comfort from the fact that their Council's position
remains steadfast: we want Strathfield to remain independent.”

The report is available on the Division of Local Government's website

at www.dig.nsw.gov.au.

ENDS

For further information please contact:

Communication and Cultural Services Coordinator
Carly Hackett .
9748 9993 or 0421 080 036

carly hackett@strathfield.nsw.gov.au
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. MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COUNCIL
STRATHF IVE LD OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF STRATHFIELD
JUNCH! HELD ON 3 DECEMBER 2013

their campus expansion on an alternative ‘site such as within the Sydney Olympic Park
precinct. '

Voting on this item was unanimous.

2. Mayoral Minute 34/13 - Premier States that Benefits of Amalgamating
“Communities Like Strathfield” Unclear

297113
RESOLVED: (Bott)

That Council commends State Premier Barry O’Farrel on his comments regarding
amalgamation and the reports released by the Independent Local Government Review Panel,

Voting on this item was unanimous.

3. Mayoral Minute 35/13 - WestConnex ~ Section 94 Levies and Land Acquisitions

298/13
RESOLVED: (Bott)

That Council prepares a report regarding the WestConnex project relating to the use of
Section 94 levies as Part of the project and the acquisition of properties in Homebush West,

Voting on this item was unanimous.

4. Mayoral Minute 36/13 - Transport of Radloactive Waste

299/13
RESOLVED: (Bott)

t.  That Council prepares a report dealing with the proposed contingency plan to transport
radioactive waste from the Hunters Hiil Remediation Project site to Lidcombe, specifically
dealing with whether there are public health and safety concems.

2. That Council object to the transport of radioactive waste through the Strathfield LGA.

Voting on this item was unanimous.

9. COUNCILLORS’ QUESTIONS TO THE MAYOR

Nil.

10. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES
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STRATHFIELD MUNICIPALITY OF STRATHFIELD

OUNCII HELD ON 4 JUNE 2013
104/13

RESOLVED: (McLucas/Kokkolis)
That the minutes of the Extraordinary Council meeting held on 29 May 2013, a copy of which

has been furnished to each Councillor, be taken as read and confirmed as a true and correct
record of that meeting and that the Chairman and General Manager be authorised to sign

such minutes.

Voting on this item was unanimous.

5. APOLOGIES

An apology was tendered on behalf of Councillor Ok for non attendance.

105113
RESOLVED: {McLucas/Kokkolis)

That the apology tendered on behalf of Councillor Ok for non attendance be accepted and
leave of absence granted.

Voting on this matter was unanimous.

6. DEFERRED/OUTSTANDING MATTERS AWAITING REPORT

Nil.

7.  PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT MATTERS

Nil.

8. MAYORAL MINUTE (S) IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL'S CODE OF MEETING
PRACTICE

1. Mayoral Minute 12/13 — Local Councils Against Amalgamation

106/13
RESOLVED: (Vaccari)

1. That Strathfield Councir's position against amalgamations of any form is included in a
joint submission to the Local Government Independent Review Panel, together with
Ashfield Council, Burwood Council and Canada Bay Council.

2. That Council make its own submission to the Local Government Independent Review
Panel.

3. That Council inform the community through mayoral columns, newsletter and website, of
the discussion paper released by the Independent Review Panel and encourage
residents and stakeholders to submit comments and feedback to the Panel,
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L

GM2. The 2013 Redistribution of State Electoral District Proposals and Maps

11213
RESOLVED: (Bott/Kokkolis)

That Council note the report on the 2013 Redistribution of State Electoral District Proposals
and Maps.

Voting on this item was unanimous.

GM3. TCORP Report on Council Financial Sustainability

113/13
RESOLVED: (Vaccari/Soulos)

That the report concerning Council Financial Sustainability be noted.

Voting on this tem was unanimous.

GM4. Local Government Reform - Regional Proposais

11413
RESOLVED: (Bott/McLucas)

That Council note the report concerning Local Government Reform Regional Proposals.

Voting on this item was unanimous.

GMS. Community Polling - Amalgamation

115113
RESOLVED: (McLucas/Datta)

That Council note the results of a poll conducted of the Strathfield community regarding
amalgamation.

Voting on this item was unanimous.

CS1.  Investment Report as at 30 April 2013

116/13
RESOLVED: (BottVaccari)

That the record of cash investments as at 30 April 2013 be noted.

Voting on this item was unanimous.
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Media Release

Fighting to save Strathfield from amalgamation is the only
responsible course

For immediate release
11 February 2013

Strathfield Councll is resolutely sticking by its commitment to assist the community campaign
against amalgamation, despite the Mayor of the Gold Coast telling Strathfield residents to

simply accept merger.

Last week, Strathfieild Mayor Gulian Vaccari secured unanimous council backing to actively
support the Save Our Strathfield community group. Today, Gold Coast mayor Tom Tate has
been quoted in The Daily Telegraph criticising the Council for the move and advocating
acceptance of merger, a position Mr Vaccari says he cannot support.

“It would be completely irresponsible for our Council to simply sit on its hands while
Strathfield residents are threatened with higher rates, lower house prices and budget

uncertainty,” Mr Vaccari said.

“Our Council understands fiscal responsibility, which is why Strathfield’s budget is in surplus.
The decision to deploy money to assist with the anti-amalgamation campaign was not taken
lightly, but the fact is that Strathfieid’s council rates are likely to rise dramatically if
amalgamation is aliowed to happen. If Strathfield fights amalgamation hard and wins, we will
save residents an enormous amount of money in the long run.

“Our rates are currently among the lowest in Sydney. The Gold Coast mayor should know
that the introduction of forced amalgamations in Queensland caused rates to skyrocket
across the state and ended up causing a landslide election defeat of the Bligh Government.
Many areas in Queensland are now considering the expensive process of de-amalgamation.

“It's all very well for the Gold Coast mayor tc lecture Strathfield about the broad theoretical
benefits of amaigamation, but, frankly, | don’t care about the broader amalgamation debate -
| care about the community | was elected to represent. It is my job to represenit the best
interests of Strathfield, and the fact is that this community has far more to lose than we do to

win if amalgamation is forced upon us.

The Council’s amalgamation taskforce co-chair, Councillor Helen McLucas, said the case for
Strathfield to remain independent was clear.

For further information please contact:

Communication and Cultural Services Officer Communication and Cultural Services Coordinator
Carly Hackett Joe Sumegl
9748 9993 or 0421 080 036 9748 9609 or 0411 897 339

catly.hackett@strathfield.nsw.gov.au joe.sumegi@strathfield. nsw.gov.au
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“Our budget is in surplus, our rates are low, our amenities and services are envied and our
home values are high,” Cr McLucas said. “We look after our own community well. Strathfield
residents are absolutely right to demand that the rates they pay should stay in Strathfield.

‘| urge members of the community to join the Save Our Strathfield campaign
(www.saveourstrathfield.com.au) and add their weight to this fight. Strathfield has fought and

won against amalgamation proposals from Macquarie Street before, and we can certainly do
it again if we make our voices heard clearly.”

ENDS

For further information please contact:

Communication and Cultural Services Officer Communication and Cultural Services Coordinator
Carly Hackett Joe Sumegi
9748 9993 or 0421 080 036 9748 9609 or 0411 897 339

carly.hackett@strathfield.nsw.qov.au joe.sumeqi@strathfield.nsw.qov.au
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Media Release

Mayor of Strathfield moves to resist State Government’s
amalgamation push

6 February 2013

Strathfield Council last night voted in favour of Mayor Gulian Vaccari’s motion to actively
resist the NSW Government's plans to amalgamate Strathfield Local Government Area.

Councillor Vaccari's Mayoral Minute called to deploy $50,000 to the resistance campaign,
and to support local community groups that are fighting against the proposed change.

“l, along with every other elected councilior in 2012, campaigned to fight amalgamation. |
know for a fact that the maijority of people in Strathfield want it to stay intact,” Cr Vaccari

said.

“Strathfield residents have nothing to gain, but much to lose from being amalgamated. We
currently have a healthy surplus and our council rates are among the very lowest in Sydney.
The experience of Queensland and Victoria demonstrates that amalgamations typically lead
to sharp rate increases, and that's a fate | am determined to avoid.

“People who live in this area know that it is well-managed and they are understandably
proud of it. They want their council rates to stay in Strathfield and pay for local services and

amenities.

‘I am aware that plans to amalgamate our council are still in their infancy, which is why I'm
hopeful that the NSW Government will come to realise that amalgamation is not a one-size-
fits-all solution. However, we need to make our case ioudly and clearly, which is why | have
moved to dedicate some of Strathfieid Council's energy and resources to this cause.”

The Council's amalgamation taskforce co-chair, Councillor Helen McLucas, said the
Strathfield community had a long and proud history of resisting amalgamation.

“Since the end of Worid War |1, people in this area have resisted the plans of various State
Governments to amalgamate our council area, because it has never been in our interests,”

Cr MclLucas said.

“Once again we are seeing grassroots resistance in the form of ‘Save Our Strathfield’ and |
think that’s a great thing. | believe the Mayor has made the right call in moving to offer
council support to community efforts to fight amalgamation.

For further information please contact:

Communication and Cultural Services Officer Communication and Cultural Services Coordinator
Carly Hackett Joe Sumegi
9748 9993 or 0421 080 036 9748 9609 or 0411 897 339

carly.hackett@strathfield.nsw.qov.au joe.sumegi@strathfield.nsw.gov.au
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“I commend the Mayor for standing up for Strathfield, even though the push to amalgamate
has this time come from a Liberal Government in Macquarie Street.”

ENDS

For further information please contact:

Communication and Cultural Services Officer Communication and Cultural Services Coordinator
Carly Hackett Joe Sumegi
9748 9993 or 0421 080 036 9748 9609 or 0411 897 339

carly hackett@strathfield.nsw.gov.au joe.sumegi@strathfield nsw.qov.au
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MERGER BATTLE BEGINS

* COUNCILLORS CLAIM RATES WILL SOAR
© RESIDENTS SIGN PEOPLE™S PETITION

.+ % MAYOR TO MEET MINISTER

STRSTHYELD

'The battle for Strathﬁeldﬁ;l surmalﬁm‘];’as
begun, with a $50,000 i a
pegupll;h petition and the b:cllllgngof
every councillor in the municipality.

Just two months before a State
Government report helieved ta )
advocate the merging of Strathfield
with Burwood and Ashfield, a conneil
taskforce has swung behind the
residents’ group Save our Strathfield.

General manager David Backhouse
has been tagked to hire expert -
advocates to putout the message:
Hands off Strathfield,

Thskforce chairperson Helen
McLucas warned amalgamation
might mean rates would soar,

onc Queensland council they

wentup by 400 per cent;” she sad.

“Our people will lase their jobs

and these are our local residents.
'Muthersandfatherswhnuv;antm
close to their children, oaling
ﬁe atea will no longer have this
upﬁ.on.laocaljobswﬂf;andour
businesses will fail”

Mayor Gulian Vaccar, the taskforce
deputy chair, said he would be
seeking a meeting with Local
Government Minister Don Pageas
quickly as possible to ensure the
minister understood Strathficld was
well managed, well financed and
should stand alone.

Cr Raj Datta said if Strathfield was
to amalgamate with the surrounding
councils, there would be a significant

loss of services.
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LAST STAND
i Residents protesting the
ACU’s expansion will
address a $pecial meeting
later this month to try to
halt the $55m plan
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{{ Youngsters battling
the buige can sign up
for a new course with
thelr families
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By Bernadette Chua
trathfield has declared war on
amalgamation — voting for a
$50,000 fighting fund for Save
uursmthﬁeld,ﬂlemmmmntygmup
leading the campaign, and fssninga
series of press releases warning the
State Government to keep itshands off.
Councillors have alsg agreed to
swing the assets of the council behind
the residents’ group, including
commimjcations.
The council charber in Homebush
Rmdellbe festooned withanti-

The tree outside the chamber is
already decorated with red ribbons — a
throwback to the successful 2000
anti-amalgamation campaign.

General Manager David Backhouse
hasbeen charged with finding credible
=xperts to develop an evidence-based
Strathfield anti-amalgamation strategy.

Mayor Gulian Vaccati and
Backhouse are seeking an nrgent
neeting with Local Government
Minister Don Page.

‘The moves — and funds — were
mutlined in 3 mayoral minmte passed by
all sides of council.

Save our Strathfield (So8) has

Tfit reaches the tatget, it can present
s case in front of the state Legislative
Zouncil as a People’s Petition should
s amalgamation be enforced.

508 has launched a website — www.
iveoms!raﬂ:ﬂaldmgm where

BURWDOD COUNCIL
JCHN FAKER
AGAINST

“The amalgamation in NSW will
mean local residents will no
longer be hzard. if local councils
merge, the needs of residents will
be compromised in order to
appease the wider constituency.”

presented in mid-April, that is expected
to advocate for amalgamations among
NSW's 152 commcils.
Strathfield,; Ashfield and Burwood
councils were singled out as passible

ON-AMALEL)

ASHFIELD COUNCIL
MORRIS MANSOUR
ABKINST

“Ashfield Council 1s oppased to
amalgamations for a varety of
reasons, including the loss of
contact residents will have with
therr local representatives, the
ability of community
represantatives to pursue
residents Iasues being
dimirished, centralised hodies
tending to fead to more
centrabised decision-making,
local wilages within super’
councils losing therr voice and
thetr ability to maintain ther
unique identity.

targets in 4 newspaper report late
last

METION

STRATHFIELD COUNCIL
GULIAN YACCARI
AGAINST

“I ebwvrously think amalgamation
is ternble. It’s true a ot of
councits around Sydney and NSW
are unsustamable - not because
they can’t pay the bills on Friday,
hut because they can't daliver
senous infrastructure. But that's
not the case for Strathfield I has
well mantaned infrastructure,
has been well run and has money
in the bank. R can stand alone,”

month to collect signatures. About
50 people signed the petition and
pledged support by hanging red and
whmrﬂ:bonmnﬂ:eheeomdelhc
conncil chambers.

[ION

“In Queensland, resident surveys
showed around 67 per cent of people
want to de-amalgamnate due to loss of
services and the lack of voice they have
in their council

“In Noosa, 97 per cent of the
residents want to revert back,” said
Panssbene

“Some areas suffered A 400 per cent
rate Increase and we don't want this to
happmmsmhﬁdd.

‘When Mayor Vaccari announced the
grant and couneils support for SoS, an
elated gallery cheered.

But councillors conceded they have
along fight shead of them.

Strathfield’s request to become a city
bas been put on hold, indicating that
changes could be on the way. :

CrHelen McLucas, whois the
council’s representative on
amalgamation, said petition signatures
are needed before the Independent
Local Govemnment Review Panel

amalgamation like what has happened
in Victoria, Western Australia, South
Anstralia and Queengland? said
Cr McLucas.
“Our people will lose theirjobs and
these are ourlocal residents,
“Mothersand fathers who want to
stay close to their children, schooling in
the area will no longer have this option.
“Local jobs will go and our

", businesses will fail”

CrRaj Datta sajd if Strathfield was to
amalgamate with the surronriding area,
there would be a significant loss of
serviceg,

“If this council does amalgamate,
theywill not just lose their serviceand
amenities, but their vajce”

WE WANT STRATHFIELD TO REHAIN AN iNDEPENDENT MUNICIPALITY

SHONER

NAME..,
to- PO Bax 120, Strathiial

JEMALL

d, NSW 2185 0r Si{ely atwwisayen st




www.ourstrathfield. com.au

%mwwmmmmmmmammmadmmmmm
amalgamation.” — Torry Dredige, the former mayor of Kicoy

A PEOPLE’S CAMPAIGN
The battle for the hearts Tony Gaughn, nine, was | “I don't want m council to continue to do j in,” bl ek T s
and minds of Strathfjeld perhaps the youngest merge with anyzne else.” she ;ra"l‘d "‘:Ne clztlr:'gtal.::;'e A podple’s pation is a
began in earnest this week | crusader, Marlene Doran, a our democratic voice. document signed by at teast
as Save our Strathfield Standing outside the veteran of two anti- “We will lose what we 10,000 pesple requiesting the
representatives took tothe | council chambers hotding amalgamation campaigns, 3 know as Strathfield, We Législative Council & change
stheets to raise petition a Save aur Strathfield agrees. “We've fought this SAVE OIJR will lose our identity as a Inglslation. The sulijers must
signatures and awareness. | placard, he told the Scene: { fight before and we'll STR ATHF[ELD commmity.” b H:mmrthaﬁwse has the
oW to att on. Thi pefition
 » <ar anly be praseniad to the
- 1 Legislatve Council bya -
mewmbar of the house slthough
ARY framber can present a
TR Ak & Member to prasant
e patition, Gnae the
doctrasat bins bien prosented,
#£witl be forwarded to the

R N Y T T

WHY AMALGAMATION DOESN

L T

T WORK

THEss e PabAseanntinnen

By Joanne Tran before stngping fifn recom;mse we'd :nly chall;ge them one water But he warns Strathfield their
himself. “Cost efficiency doesn't rate, but in a [srger admimstration | complaints could go unheard.

M’_‘ALGAMATIUN 15 LARGELY_ came intoit, they don t notice this, he said “It “We yelled and screamed, but
being sold as 2 way for couneils There's a bigger administration, | happened to me as well and lwent | the Beatue and Bligh Governments
1o save costs by achieving but smatler work forees and less through the complaints system and | were adamant They were deadset

econamies of scala peopla on the ground. I'd say it got it fixed but not everyone on amalgaration,” he said

But after experiencing costs more.” . realises you could da that In Septembar last year, Kilcoy's

amalgamation firsthand, s Dredge also laments the ‘And the complaints system 15 s0 | bud tp de-amalgamate from
residents in our Queensland sister | 1o 110 1mpaosed on residents long. Some people complaimed but | Somerset Regional Council was
city Sormerset believe it has left in his area gave up after council dismissed turned down by the Queensland

residents disconnected and
financially worse off

Terry Dredge, the former mayor
of Kitcoy, which was amalgamated

"Rates have gone up 27 per cent
for Kilcoy,” he said "Vatuations are
done by the valuer general and
because land valures are higher in

them a few times and gave them
only a complamts number.”

This 1s just one example, Dredge
believes, of the way the larger

Government

Out of 19 similar bids, only four
are being referred.

In Queenstand, if 3 bid ta

with Esk to farm the Somerset same areas, Kilcay 15 30 per cent council averlooks the ardinary de-amalgamate IS successful, the
Regional Counci, believes the highar than others places, our citizen. council seeking de-amalgamation
merger is robhing Kilcoy residents | yo ooy up.” “Befare | would just walk past bears any cost of the process.
with higher rates. Bunt rates aren’t the only way things and see them, wheress now It must also have the support of
Dredge was appalled when he Kilcoy residents are being “rorted”. | they drive past and don’t notice,” at least 20 per cent of the voting

heard the New South Wales State
Government was riting economic
benefits as an advantage of larger
amalgarated councils,
“Economic efficiency as an
excuse is a load of..,” he said

Dredge has seen pensioners lose
out on the previous benefits his
smaller council provided, .
“They upped the service charge
on pensioners. | know pensioners
wha own two properties. Previously

he said.

"Previcusly, we could prompt
staff and have something done
about problems in the area. Now
they just can't see what needs
addressing.”

population in the de-amalgamating
council in a signed petition.

Costs include that of a poll,
additional staff, contractors and
consultants required to assist with
the de-amalgamation pracess.




Strathfield Council Amalgamation Flyer — March & April 2015

Community Information was distributed to every household in Strathfield Local Government Area.

Respondents were asked to indicate whether they were for or against being amalgamated with
neighbouring Councils. Comments from this process are listed below.

| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes Current set up works fine. 20/06/2015
17:45
Yes Strathfield is well-managed, with good services, reasonable rates, and has 19/06/2015
its finances well in hand. 14:59
Yes Strathfield is financially viable and debt free; amalgamation equals loss of 19/06/2015
identity, big population means little voice for individuals, big councils will 13:46
encourage party politics. Local councils are in touch with local issues. Local
Heritage areas and items will probably not mean much if the sense of our
locality is lost.  not mean much
Yes Strathfield Council does a terrific job so why amalgamate? There will be an 18/06/2015
increased burden on residents with increased rates. 22:35
Yes No benefit to the community 28/05/2015
8:51
Yes rates will increase, too big if residents want things done, resident has been 26/05/2015
living in this LGA for over 50 yrs and has fought against it before. happy the 16:01
way it is
Yes | would like to keep our local government local. In any case, DO NOT 23/05/2015
amalgamate with Auburn! 16:46
Yes our council is the most successful in the inner west and any amalgamation 13/05/2015
would be detrimental to the residents 11:51
Yes Because it will cost millions causing issues for council in regards to 12/05/2015
expansion and development of this urban area. 21:00
Yes strathfield will disadvantaged taking on other council bad debt which will 11/05/2015
increase rates 12:44
Yes 7/05/2015
17:08
Yes Higher costs for Strathfield residents &amp; will be more bureaucracy. Very 6/05/2015
happy with Strathfield Council service to date. 10:31
No Cost effective 6/05/2015
1:05
Yes rates increase/Debts 5/05/2015
12:19
Yes Low rates, keep council as it is 4/05/2015
12:14
Yes 23/04/2015
14:48
No It will be better for Strategic Planning 21/04/2015
11:.03
Yes | dont want to pay extra for other councils loans 16/04/2015
Strathfield Council - Results from Community Consultation — March/April 2015 page 1



| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
11:42
Yes concerned about possibly higher rates after amalgamation 15/04/2015
21:40
Yes 15/04/2015
14:52
Yes Believe that services provided will be lesser due to a larger area being 14/04/2015
serviced with less staff. 10:45
Yes higher rates, too big area to control, 14/04/2015
10:27
Yes | do not see any benefit for Strathfield residents from council amalgamation. 13/04/2015
Rather it will create unnecessary costs to bear for Strathfield residents. 20:03
Yes Strathfield council is an efficient well run council and should not be merged.  13/04/2015
20:00
Yes because of rate increase 13/04/2015
9:51
Yes It will increase cost and lower standard. 7/04/2015
13:21
Yes It will increase cost and lower standard. 7/04/2015
13:20
Yes It will increase cost and lower standard. 7/04/2015
13:19
Yes It will increase cost and lower standard. 7/04/2015
13:18
Yes jobs!!!! the loss of jobs and opportunities! 4/04/2015
18:07
Yes Quality of services will suffer. 4/04/2015
10:41
Yes We do not want higher rates. 4/04/2015
10:40
Yes It will affect value of properties. 4/04/2015
10:39
Yes | am very happy as it is. 4/04/2015
10:37
Yes Loss of identity. Increased rates 2/04/2015
10:36
Yes Preservation of unique culture 1/04/2015
22:27
Yes Strathfield Council is already too big 30/03/2015
9:44
Yes | believe everything will be more cumbersome with amalgamation 30/03/2015
2:15
Yes 28/03/2015
15:49
Yes 28/03/2015
15:44
Strathfield Council - Results from Community Consultation — March/April 2015 page 2



| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes My family already has a hard time trying to pay our mortgage. We do not 28/03/2015
need a higher council fee on top of our heavy burden. My dad sleeps 4-5 9:48
hours a day working 3 jobs, and full time father for 2 children. Also,
strathfield council has done a great job at keeping the community together.
Yes As the current local council area has an already dense and fast growing 27/03/2015
population, | have found Strathfield council already has enough to manage. 17:29
As the other councils proposed for the amalgamation are similar in
situations, | think a super council would struggle to meet residents needs as
well
Yes Councils should be responsible for their local areas. 27/03/2015
12:59
Yes Larger councils become less efficient at managing local issues. After a 26/03/2015
merger, issues in Strathfield would not be high priority when compared to 23:18
management by Strathfield council without a merger.
Yes | dont believe it will be in the best interests of the residents of Strathfield 25/03/2015
22:13
Yes 25/03/2015
21:12
Yes 25/03/2015
21:10
Yes Strathfield council is doing fine on its own and that's the way it should stay. 25/03/2015
We don't want to be amalgamated, we want our area to stay as it is. 17:13
Yes less efficient and slower local services 24/03/2015
8:33
Yes am against Strathfield being amalgamated with neighbouring councils. 23/03/2015
Strathfield manage very efficient and no debt and low rate. 23:37
Yes Its not broke 23/03/2015
16:56
Yes should have to inherit council debt from others &amp; wants people that 23/03/2015
represent local area 9:54
Yes Debt, Quality of Service will be affected 22/03/2015
16:18
Yes SS$SS costs-plus we are not in debt. lve been paying SMC rates for 29yrs- | 22/03/2015
want my $S to stay in Strathfield 14:23
Yes Potential increase in cost and deterioration in services 22/03/2015
12:43
Yes 21/03/2015
10:38
Yes Reduced accountability. 21/03/2015
10:24
Yes Rates will go up and | think having one Councillor representing all the five 20/03/2015
Councils is not a good idea as resident will not be able to communicate 12:45
freely with the Councillor as and when they need. Thanks
Yes Loss of services, Delays in implementing services. Extra costs. Bearing the 19/03/2015
debts of other councils. 14:30
Yes | enjoy Strathfield 18/03/2015
Strathfield Council - Results from Community Consultation — March/April 2015 page 3



| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
18:43
Yes | love strathfield 18/03/2015
18:40
Yes 17/03/2015
20:21
Yes Suburb value / independence 16/03/2015
10:31
Yes cant see the benefit of it 13/03/2015
15:39
Yes Don't want to pay other council's debt 11/03/2015
17:44
Yes Not in the best interest of strathfield residents 11/03/2015
17:42
Yes Strathfield would lose its identity and amenities 11/03/2015
13:53
Yes possible rate increases, closure of customer service centres, loss of services, 11/03/2015
potential job loss 13:24
Yes 11/03/2015
12:59
Yes do not see why we should fund other councils mismanagement of rate 11/03/2015
payers money. 12:42
Yes | am extremely against to have our Strathfield council to be amalgamated 11/03/2015
with other councils due to the following reasons: 1st reason is that there has 12:12
been already a big increase (nearly 16%) in the rates that we pay. If we
amalgamate with other councils, we will have to pay even more rates
because other council€™s debt would come to us. | am totally against the
amalgamation and do not want this to happen at all because when | bought
my property | bought with the intention to live in Strathfield council.
Strathfield council is known for its greenery and beauty. It is like a paradise
in the west. Why should we include substandard councils in our vicinity? |
am sure you are aware of the book Oasis in the West: Strathfield€™s first
100 years by Jones, M. A. (Michael Anthony). If the other councils were in
our position and we had lower standards they would have never allowed us
to join them. We have very high parameters in the Strathfield council
therefore we simply do not want to join substandard councils that would
destroy our image. More buildings and more traffic: as we all know already
it is getting more and more congested on the roads. Other councils are
having a big increase of new buildings built all the time which means more
resident and more cars. | do not want to support the amalgamation for this
reason. Decision making: we have a councillor for a certain number of
people in our area. If we amalgamate with other councils that means same
councillor will represent lot more people. When it comes to decision making
our decisions will be impacted by people living in other councils. They have
their own issues and priorities and | do not want our decisions to be
influenced by them. Therefore please leave us alone and do not
amalgamate Strathfield council with other councils.
Strathfield Council - Results from Community Consultation — March/April 2015 page 4



| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes lower rates 11/03/2015
10:24
Yes Bigger size does not mean better 11/03/2015
8:48
Yes Job security for council workers and delay in response to enquiries 10/03/2015
19:24
Yes Because then Strathfield residents will need to pay for the debts of the 10/03/2015
other councils 18:14
Yes We do not want to increase our rates by 16% . our roads are congested. we 10/03/2015
do not want any more increase in that congestion. There is very little 9:25
parking. By amalgamation this will be even worse . we are retired and old
we cannot afford to amalgamate.
Yes | don't want to pay other debt, We are fine at Strathfield council 10/03/2015
5:59
No Economies of scale from larger, more professionally run councils 10/03/2015
0:39
Yes 9/03/2015
11:20
Yes 8/03/2015
22:29
Yes Residential rates must remain low, Council services must remain local. 8/03/2015
12:53
Yes Increased rates and debt at risk of decreased levels of services. 7/03/2015
11:33
Yes Increased rates and debt and decline in current levels of services. 7/03/2015
11:30
Yes Loss of voice 6/03/2015
18:04
Yes We should not have to shoulder other council’s expenses. Better on our 5/03/2015
own. better managed on our own 18:25
Yes Interests; welfare of Strathfield will be subverted if amalgamation occurs 4/03/2015
15:15
No Bigger council, better efficiency 4/03/2015
14:08
Yes Bigger is not always better 4/03/2015
7:22
Yes This will not help us 4/03/2015
7:21
Yes bad for strathfield 3/03/2015
18:06
Yes too expensive 3/03/2015
14:02
Yes A small council is easy to manage and easy to communicate 2/03/2015
12:47
Yes Amalgamation causes a loss of focus on individual areas; needs. 2/03/2015
11:56
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes | am happy with the service | get and amalgamation will cost more to 2/03/2015
resident 9:05
Yes Happy with service currently provided don't want rates to increase 2/03/2015
9:00
Yes Other councils mentioned do a terrible job and for Strathfield Council to be 1/03/2015
merged with them would bring no positive benefits to Strathfield. 19:14
Yes Taking on debt from other councils 1/03/2015
12:45
Yes | like having a small, close community 1/03/2015
12:30
Yes too big more problems 1/03/2015
7:38
Yes Rates will increase; the merger would transfer large debts and backlogs to 28/02/2015
Strathfield residents; maintenance &amp; renewal in Strathfield will no 13:07
longer be a priority
Yes One size fits all will not be efficient and the character of Strathfield will be 27/02/2015
compromised. 20:13
Yes Rates will increase 27/02/2015
13:53
Yes 27/02/2015
13:41
Yes Rising costs of rates 27/02/2015
12:17
Yes low rates, better oversight what is happening being a smaller council 27/02/2015
10:24
Yes Keep it local. Loss of representation 26/02/2015
12:37
Yes | think Strathfield council is large enough on its own. 26/02/2015
10:59
No 26/02/2015
10:35
Yes Strathfield Council concentrate on what its residents want 26/02/2015
10:14
Yes Strathfield identity will be lost, Strathfield council looks after Strathfield 26/02/2015
residents, merger will create mega bureaucracy, increase in debt only a 8:39
few reasons why we don't need to amalgamate
Yes | don't want more traffic in the morning, and | don't want to have to pay for ~ 25/02/2015
the debts of other councils 21:54
Yes Increased financial burden on local Strathfield residents due to debt of other 25/02/2015
councils 14:48
Yes Strathfield council residents will have to cross-subsidise inefficiencies of the  24/02/2015
other councils. Standard of living of Strathfield council residents will be 11:11
compromised.
Yes It’s not fair for strathfield 24/02/2015
8:11
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes we do not want other councils to impose higher residential rates for those 23/02/2015
of us living in strathfield and why should we have to take on the financial 20:01
burden of other councils; debt and thus we strongly oppose the
amalgamation of strathfield with neighbouring councils
Yes it is not good for our Council area or others, amalgamations are also bad for ~ 23/02/2015
the staff as well as ratepayers 9:45
Yes 23/02/2015
7:26
Yes 23/02/2015
7:13
Yes 22/02/2015
22:59
Yes Strathfield is unique 22/02/2015
8:45
Yes It will be a disaster for Strathfield 22/02/2015
8:44
Yes 20/02/2015
16:57
Yes 20/02/2015
16:35
Yes costly 20/02/2015
14:28
Yes | don’t want our fees to go up or for us to pay for their debts! 20/02/2015
9:37
Yes Because of the debt of the other councils and | think Strathfield council is 19/02/2015
pretty good. They provide lots of excellent services for seniors. 16:09
Yes not needed 19/02/2015
12:19
Yes happy with how things are 19/02/2015
11:39
Yes happy with how things are 19/02/2015
11:39
Yes very satisfied 19/02/2015
11:38
Yes Amalgamation would not improve services 19/02/2015
10:03
Yes 19/02/2015
8:59
Yes No amalgamation, better amelioration in all areas of inner west. 19/02/2015
8:58
Yes I'm happy the way things are 18/02/2015
17:33
Yes Unigueness of strathfield will be lost 18/02/2015
15:36
Yes Rates will go up, customer service will no longer exist, and service provided 18/02/2015
by strathfield council will not be the same standard when all councils merge 11:01
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes negative impacts on environment 17/02/2015
22:03
Yes Strathfield council is excellent at providing excellent value for money 17/02/2015
services for its ratepayers. 15:52
Yes Too large to govern if amalgamated. 17/02/2015
12:19
Yes Rising council rates, lowering house prices 17/02/2015
9:45
Yes | didn't want to repay the debts of the other councils when we didn't benefit 17/02/2015
from those. That's ridiculous 0:24
Yes Because of the Council Rates. Why the residents of Strathfield council have 16/02/2015
to pay for the debt of other council? this does not make any sense to me 12:16
Yes do not want amalgamation with any other council 16/02/2015
10:18
Yes 15/02/2015
23:45
Yes Less efficient councils means Strathfield resident will pay more rates and will 15/02/2015
not have local needs addressed 20:24
Yes will join less efficient councils-will cost Strathfield tax payers- less control on  15/02/2015
our area more 20:18
Yes While | would be excited for Strathfield to work with other inner west 15/02/2015
councils to develop effective transport and amenities between them (bike 18:48
paths etc) | don’t support paying for other councils debt and having to
redirect spending away from local infrastructure
Yes 15/02/2015
11:23
Yes 15/02/2015
11:22
Yes 15/02/2015
11:21
Yes Strathfield council is well run and ratepayers will need to subsidise less 15/02/2015
efficient councils 10:18
Yes strathfield council is well run and ratepayers will need to subsidise less 15/02/2015
efficient councils 10:16
Yes There is no compelling case for amalgamation 14/02/2015
13:46
Yes Councils provide local services and should be locally based. 14/02/2015
10:24
Yes | will not pay extra rate increase for other councils debts 13/02/2015
13:44
Yes It will make the council too wieldy. In addition our council is well run and we  13/02/2015
will lose our voice. 12:53
Yes | don’t want my council rates to increase due to other councils transferred 13/02/2015
debt and backlogs 10:45
Yes super councils are less in touch with community issues 13/02/2015
9:59
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes 13/02/2015
9:42

Yes Because it will cost me the ratepayer a lot more money and we don’t need 12/02/2015
an empire...Strathfield council should look only after Strathfield residents 14:34
and same for the rest of the other councils. And in addition some of the
other council are in debt and they want our council to bail them out.

Yes Local issues will be lost in a big council. The good financial and management  12/02/2015
position of Strathfield will also be absorbed by other suburbs. 11:03

Yes Been here for over 50 years, been an ongoing battle with surrounding 12/02/2015
councils, happy with how strathfield council is today. 9:12

Yes 12/02/2015

7:54

Yes It will mean higher rates 12/02/2015

7:04

Yes | want one mayor and a group of councillor looking out for the best interest ~ 11/02/2015
of my suburb. 22:43

Yes | want my council to focus on my suburb - not on another 4 whose 11/02/2015
demographics, community needs, maintenance and infrastructure is totally 22:40
different to my suburb.

Yes | don’t want STRATHFIELD to be a small entity run by a large bureaucratic 11/02/2015
body. As a resident of 45 years we deserve better than this. Amalgamation 22:34
will destroy our suburb.

Yes Lack of evidence for amalgamation improving Strathfield 11/02/2015

22:34

Yes | don’t want our suburb to be destroyed. Want it to remain a separate 11/02/2015
entity. 22:30

Yes other councils have too much debts 11/02/2015

21:06

Yes other councils have too much debts 11/02/2015

21:05
Yes High cost of rates 11/02/2015
15:32
Yes Loss of Jobs and or Job Security and reduced quality services to ratepayers. 11/02/2015
15:31
Yes Leichhardt council is too big already so bigger isn't always better 11/02/2015
13:53
No Strathfield Council more efficient as a stand-alone entity. 11/02/2015
8:51
Yes Accountability and profitability. Keep it controlled and keep it manageable. 10/02/2015
14:56
Yes | don't want to pay more rates. 10/02/2015
13:36
Yes Less focus on suburbs 10/02/2015
9:47
No One council can do all works. 9/02/2015
19:56
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes I am happy with current management 9/02/2015
19:03

Yes It does NOT make any sense. Too wide, too much difference, loss of 9/02/2015
characteristics, cause confusions, and conflicts of interest. 18:59

Yes increase in costs, decrease benefit to Strathfield residents, lower our 9/02/2015
residential prices 18:43

Yes I'm against subsidising other economically irresponsible councils that will 9/02/2015
compromise on our quality of services we receive. 17:10

Yes Strathfield should not be burdened with other underperforming councils; 9/02/2015
debts and backlogs 13:09

Yes The area will be large. It will be too cumbersome to meet the needs of a 9/02/2015
diverse array of needs by residents. It will make resolving issues much 10:54
slower. Some other council needs will reduce amenities growth in
Strathfield which already has to cope with a huge unit thus population
explosion.

Yes 9/02/2015

10:34

Yes maintain low residential rates 9/02/2015

0:27

Yes Because | don’t want Strathfield council rates to be used to fund projects in 8/02/2015
other areas ... what is the benefit to me? 18:16

Yes Rates will increase and services will not be appropriately prioritised in a 8/02/2015
larger council area 14:16

Yes It will lead to increased debt and reduced services. 8/02/2015

14:15

Yes increase in rates 8/02/2015

11:14
Yes 8/02/2015
11:13
Yes Extra Costs, Unfair, Loss of value for Strathfield. 8/02/2015
9:39
Yes Unnecessary transferred backlogs 8/02/2015
9:32
Yes rates increases, transferred debt 7/02/2015
16:15
Yes Because it will cost us more 7/02/2015
15:37
Yes the cost 7/02/2015
12:01

Yes | feel the quality of services will be reduced and my council rates will be 7/02/2015
increased. Also, Strathfield has no debt and if there is a merger | will be 10:49
paying off the debt of the other councils.

Yes It is unfair if Strathfield residents have their rates increases and 7/02/2015
infrastructure projects in Strathfield given less priority simply because of 8:28
other councils; poor planning and reckless expenditure
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes | am happy that the Strathfield council has been responsible with 7/02/2015
expenditure and it is unfair we will now have to pay for other councils debts 8:25
Yes Quality of services and maintenance will diminish, rates may increase 6/02/2015
20:18
Yes Amalgamation will lead to decreased services and maintenance of 6/02/2015
Strathfield homes, 20:15
Yes Strathfield Council has no debt and is better equipped to service the needs 6/02/2015
of the 17:09
Yes Strathfield Council has no debt like other councils 6/02/2015
17:04
Yes Administration nightmare, reduction in the quality of service 6/02/2015
16:48
Yes | don’t really want to absorb others debts 6/02/2015
14:58
Yes 6/02/2015
14:42
Yes 6/02/2015
12:31
Yes 6/02/2015
12:30
Yes bigger is not better 6/02/2015
12:04
Yes We will lose our independence 6/02/2015
10:01
Yes Not in the best interests of the collective residents. 5/02/2015
22:04
Yes Increasing cost!!!! 5/02/2015
21:47
Yes | don’t want to accumulate other councils debt 5/02/2015
21:11
Yes Why should Strathfield bear the brunt of the costs of other councils? 5/02/2015
20:17
Yes Do not wish to subsidise other councils 5/02/2015
20:09
Yes | would rather Strathfield council focus on improving the areas within their 5/02/2015
boundary than have a mega council that has to disperse their attention 19:50
across a larger area.
Yes should not have to pay their debts 5/02/2015
19:42
Yes inherit other councils debt 5/02/2015
19:39
Yes inherit other councils debt 5/02/2015
19:38
Yes We will lose support and services for our area yet will still pay the same as 5/02/2015
for our current level of services. 19:32
Yes 5/02/2015
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
18:38
Yes Don't need other council's debt and mismanagement. 5/02/2015
17:43
Yes I am happy with the services and management of Strathfield council - it is 5/02/2015
better run than other councils - amalgamation is a false economy - bigger 17:41
equals more bureaucracy and higher costs and inefficiencies we've seen this
all before!
Yes Do not want rates to increase and to have an increase of high density 5/02/2015
residential developments in our area 17:11
Yes We do not want to have a high density residential developments in our area 5/02/2015
17:10
Yes 5/02/2015
15:51
Yes Far better off by maintaining the status quo. 5/02/2015
15:10
Yes Can't see how larger councils can keep up the standards of a smaller council.  5/02/2015
14:28
Yes Strathfield Council has 0 debt and we do not want rates increases 5/02/2015
13:18
Yes There will be a greater cost passed on to the residents of Strathfield Council 5/02/2015
12:37
Yes Under an amalgamated council there will be less focus on localised issues 5/02/2015
12:36
Yes 5/02/2015
11:53
Yes 5/02/2015
11:52
Yes 5/02/2015
11:.01
Yes 5/02/2015
7:02
Yes We don’t want to take on other councils debt 4/02/2015
23:08
Yes Council fee will increase if merged 4/02/2015
22:38
Yes against rate rises 4/02/2015
22:08
Yes We are not in debt and under good management. 4/02/2015
21:42
Yes Local governments need to represent the residents in their area. They know  4/02/2015
and respond to local issues and support the needs of those in their area. 21:36
Local knowledge and understanding is vital to the success of effective
Councils. This is why | do not support amalgamation into very large areas.
Yes Disapprove of big government. Don’t trust state government 4/02/2015
21:29
Yes Why? 4/02/2015
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
amalgamated
neighbouring
councils
21:22
Yes Increased rates and heavier debt burden 4/02/2015
20:56
Yes It will cost more to live in Strathfield. | don’t want to pay other councils 4/02/2015
debts. My mortgage is already too much. 20:54
Yes 4/02/2015
20:10
Yes 4/02/2015
20:08
Yes 4/02/2015
20:05
Yes 4/02/2015
19:28
Yes do not wish to absorb other councils debt 4/02/2015
18:57
Yes 4/02/2015
17:57
Yes Strathfield is ahead of all councils 4/02/2015
17:50
Yes Strathfield has good management 4/02/2015
17:47
Yes Low rates 4/02/2015
15:04
Yes Low rates 4/02/2015
15:03
Yes Low rates 4/02/2015
15:03
Yes Low rates 4/02/2015
15:02
Yes Rates Increase and services diminished 4/02/2015
11:26
Yes Strathfield Council has quite a good record of looking after its residents and 4/02/2015
is currently in a better financial position than most of the other Councils 11:22
recommended for amalgamation. As far as | can tell Strathfield Council also
has less debt, lower residential rates and better budget management than
most of the proposed merger Councils. | therefore oppose any merger that
cannot provide positive outcomes for Strathfield residents.
Yes Bigger council means more inefficiencies and higher costs 4/02/2015
11:21
Yes Why should Strathfield pay for other council debts? 4/02/2015
11:13
Yes Opposed to rates increases 4/02/2015
11:11
Yes Local Council should provide a localised view on the needs of their 4/02/2015
communities. | can’t see that there is a capacity for them to represent the 11:06
needs of local communities if they are no longer localised themselves.
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes It will lead to higher costs, strathfield is a more efficient council with lower 4/02/2015
debt. 10:37
Yes Financial loss, Strathfield's identity 4/02/2015
10:11
Yes Loss of Strathfield identity, financial disadvantage. 4/02/2015
10:09
Yes Our council does not want to take on the debts of surrounding areas. Our 4/02/2015
council needs to focus on the growing municipality of Strathfield only. 9:07
Yes Against merging because Strathfield is a unique area with more heritage 4/02/2015
that has been carefully managed for over a century by its council. 8:20
Yes Strata Fee will increase more 4/02/2015
7:32
Yes Our rates will go up. Strathfield is in better financial position. 4/02/2015
5:45
Yes Our Council has proved itself to be capably managed over the years and 3/02/2015
kept our rates low. We don't need the debt of neighbouring councils to be a 23:46
millstone around our necks.
Yes strathfield have different needs to other suburbs 3/02/2015
23:17
Yes strathfield council can focus on servicing Strathfield's need 3/02/2015
23:13
Yes Strathfield resources should be used for Strathfield benefit 3/02/2015
23:11
Yes 3/02/2015
22:07
No 3/02/2015
22:01
Yes as per Strathfield Council letter Jan 2015 3/02/2015
21:39
Yes as per Strathfield Council letter January 2015 3/02/2015
21:37
Yes 3/02/2015
20:40
Yes Local councils need to look after their own local areas. Amalgamation will 3/02/2015
dilute this focus. 20:33
Yes To look after strathfield. 3/02/2015
20:26
Yes Strathfield has no debt but we have to repay other council's debts. This is 3/02/2015
ridiculous. there is no infrastructure but more resident in Homebush 20:23
Yes Increased residential rates, transferred debt &amp; backlogs 3/02/2015
20:20
Yes | want my Council to be debt free 3/02/2015
20:19
Yes the most silly idea 3/02/2015
20:18
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes Why should we increase our living cost? 3/02/2015
20:18
Yes Too much cost is involved 3/02/2015
20:17
Yes It will increase the cost of my living 3/02/2015
20:16
Yes Bigger is not better and Strathfield, while a smaller council manages to 3/02/2015
operate with no big debts and meeting the needs of the residents. | do not 19:49
want to be part of an enormous municipality.
Yes Debt transfer 3/02/2015
19:46
Yes Transfer of debt from other councils to Strathfield council, rate increases 3/02/2015
and less focus on taking care of Strathfield’s infrastructure due to competing 19:45
priorities with other council areas.
Yes Strathfield needs to stand alone 3/02/2015
19:38
Yes | don't like this large amalgamation, we will have to pick up others councils 3/02/2015
debts. Small is better 19:30
Yes 3/02/2015
19:16
Yes Higher debt pressure for the residents 3/02/2015
18:54
Yes Strategy with no plan for infrastructure or support network, merge with 3/02/2015
councils that carry huge debts are unfair to local residents 18:10
Yes 3/02/2015
16:53
Yes 3/02/2015
16:50
Yes infrastructure requirements for Strathfield will not be prioritised 3/02/2015
16:34
Yes Agree with Strathfield councils reasons 3/02/2015
16:27
Yes Agree with Strathfield councils reasons 3/02/2015
16:27
Yes 3/02/2015
16:06
Yes 3/02/2015
15:55
Yes 3/02/2015
15:54
Yes Cheaper rates in the Strathfield area. 3/02/2015
15:36
Yes We need to keep our council rated down and be an independent council to 3/02/2015
keep our suburb the way it is and not be controlled by others. 15:31
Yes 100% against No No No 3/02/2015
15:09
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes We don't need the other councils 3/02/2015
15:07
Yes help you to fight amalgamation 3/02/2015
14:26
Yes 3/02/2015
14:09
Yes Potential for increased rates and subsidising infrastructure in surrounding 3/02/2015
areas. Increased bureaucracy in a super council. 13:35
Yes Strathfield is a well-run Council and we are happy with it. Amalgamation 3/02/2015
will not bring any advantages with it; indeed, it probably bring problems, 11:49
which we don't need.
Yes People in strathfield care 3/02/2015
11:16
No Residents would be better off having an amalgamated council. Strathfield 3/02/2015
Council would make a chook raffle look sophisticated. This survey alone 11:06
shows how small minded the council really is.
Yes 3/02/2015
10:34
Yes | don't believe merge would bring any benefits to local community. 3/02/2015
7:59
Yes 3/02/2015
7:00
Yes increased cost 2/02/2015
19:13
Yes increased cost 2/02/2015
19:13
Yes 2/02/2015
13:58
No It should be amalgamated to save money and duplication of resources 2/02/2015
11:29
Yes | like it as is ! 2/02/2015
9:33
Yes Think rates will increase with amalgamation. 2/02/2015
5:58
Yes Not for our benefit 2/02/2015
0:08
Yes does not benefit Strathfield council 2/02/2015
0:06
Yes Not benefit the local residents 2/02/2015
0:05
Yes Cost will increase 1/02/2015
23:04
Yes 1/02/2015
19:13
Yes Strathfield Council must remain a separate entity to better service its LGA 1/02/2015
community. One giant council cannot understand the areas concerns and 16:30
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
even character in the way a dedicated local council can
Yes Well managed now small - Res 43 yrs 1/02/2015
15:59
Yes It's unfair to the residents of Strathfield 1/02/2015
12:49
Yes It will not benefit Strathfield residents to take on debt from other councils 1/02/2015
and be forced with higher rates as a result. 12:16
Yes Other council's debt and infrastructure back log and potential rate rises is 1/02/2015
concerning. Canada Bay appears to be in a good financial position so | would 11:12
support a merge in that case. Only once the other councils they got their
finances right would a merger be acceptable
Yes Because Strathfield is working well as it is and Strathfield will be saddled 1/02/2015
with other councils; debts. 10:47
Yes Only new to the area. Happy the way thing are 1/02/2015
9:32
Yes | am happy with the way thing are and my rate are reasonable. | am just 1/02/2015
managing my bills 9:31
Yes | do not to take on someone else's debts or have to pay excessive rates 31/01/2015
13:08
No Because | don't think Strathfield residents should be saddled with other 31/01/2015
council's debts; backlogs 12:45
Yes | want to keep our local council and local support 31/01/2015
11:55
Yes 31/01/2015
11:48
Yes Loss of local representation, takeover by professional politicians with no 31/01/2015
obligations to local people, no demonstrated benefits, costs and rates will 11:05
increase as Council becomes a huge government department, impersonal
service, inevitable movement of council chambers to Drummoyne or
Leichhardt and lack of access by Strathfield residents, amalgamations are
only wanted by developers and big business - not supported by
communities - again the average person loses out
Yes Ours is a better managed council. Want to keep our rates low. 31/01/2015
10:30
Yes Don't want other council's liabilities. Ours is a better run council. 31/01/2015
10:28
Yes logistics will be too complicated 31/01/2015
10:20
Yes Stupid idea/ what's wrong with the way it is now? 31/01/2015
10:19
Yes Strathfield Council has worked well in the past and has no reason to take on  31/01/2015
the problems of surrounding councils. These council needs to deal with 10:15
their own problems and amalgamation with Strathfield and other councils
can only lead to more problems.
Yes increased costs, reduced services 31/01/2015
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield

being
amalgamated

with
neighbouring

councils
8:56

Yes Because there is no advantage for Strathfield residents to do so, in fact we 31/01/2015
would lose our positive position without any benefits whatsoever!!!1!1111 8:48

Yes There are so many reasons why Strathfield should not be amalgamated with  30/01/2015
neighbouring councils. One of them being the fact that the Strathfield 22:17
council is in such a financial position. Our council has no debt, uses money
wisely on things including roads, bridges and footpaths. Also, amalgamation
means increased rates for us Homebush and Strathfield residents to cover
the cost of people living in other areas and their debts which is unfair and
unjust. The money collected from local residents should only be spent
locally and not for residents in other areas. In addition, Homebush is going
to have an increasing population so we need better infrastructure and our
rates are best spent on these than being spent on other councils; debt.

Yes STRATHFIELD COUNCIL HAS NO DEBT, AND SHOULD NOT BE 30/01/2015
AMALGAMATED WITH OTHER COUNCILS JUST SO THAT STRATHFIELD 21:58
COUNCIL RATEPAYERS ARE USED TO PAY THE DEBTS OF OTHER COUNCILS.

SPEAKING AS A LONGTERM RESIDENT, STRATHFIELD HAS ALWAYS
PROVIDED WELL FOR ITS RESIDENTS WITHOUT THE NEED FOR
AMALGAMATION.

Yes strathfield council is sustainable as it is, and the individual ratepayer has less  30/01/2015
say in their local affairs when the unit of local government is multiplied in 21:49
size

Yes To maintain our low rates and against overcrowding and destruction of our 30/01/2015
suburb. Take a look at Burwood and Ashfield absolutely wrecked. 16:03

Yes because affects personally 30/01/2015

13:15

Yes Concerned area will lose its charm and character 30/01/2015

13:04

Yes Residents will be better served by a standalone council which will 30/01/2015
concentrate on Strathfield needs. 13:04

Yes Cannot afford any more increase in rates 30/01/2015

12:32

Yes Good management and prudent citizenship should not be punished. 30/01/2015

11:41

Yes Strathfield council is serving its residents more cost effectively. The council 30/01/2015
responds to our concern more promptly. Strathfield residents should not be 11:38
cross subsidising other councils that are not run cost effectively.

Yes There are no advantages 30/01/2015

10:41

Yes smaller council provides better service than amalgamated ones 30/01/2015

10:09

Yes Unfair for us as it should not be our responsible. We have already had 30/01/2015
enough burden for our household. 10:07

Yes 30/01/2015

9:31
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| am against Why/why not? Created
Strathfield
being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
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Yes Strathfield residence will lose control of their outcomes both financially and 30/01/2015
developmentally 7:38
Yes 30/01/2015
1:08
Yes Increased debt 29/01/2015
23:36
Yes Increase in rates 29/01/2015
23:35
Yes rate increases, more debt, less development 29/01/2015
21:45
Yes rate increases, less development 29/01/2015
21:41
Yes 29/01/2015
20:53
Yes 29/01/2015
20:52
Yes we don't need higher rates and being a part of other inefficient councils 29/01/2015
20:17
Yes 29/01/2015
20:15
Yes Strathfield's financial position far stronger than other councils. 29/01/2015
Infrastructure projects up to date unlike other councils especially Burwood. 20:08
Yes Keep the council streamline, with low debts and low rates 29/01/2015
19:48
Yes Rates will increase 29/01/2015
19:24
Yes Rates will increase 29/01/2015
19:23
Yes Strathfield is better managed as it stands. 29/01/2015
18:49
Yes Too expensive 29/01/2015
16:59
Yes higher rates, debts, poorer management 29/01/2015
16:28
Yes High cost 29/01/2015
16:15
Yes Strathfield is good as is! 29/01/2015
15:42
Yes I'm listened to. Strathfield has no debts. 29/01/2015
14:55
Yes | prefer a local council 29/01/2015
12:39
Yes We will lose our local identity. If amalgamations are put into place we may 29/01/2015
as well get rid of all Councils and just have two levels of Government State 12:05
and Federal. The public will then be completely ignored with the control
handed over to the bureaucrats
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being
amalgamated
with
neighbouring
councils
Yes Strathfield council is doing a good job on its own 29/01/2015
11:11
Yes not desirable increase in rates 29/01/2015
10:27
Yes | like our Council to remain as it is. As we are a built up area. If we 28/01/2015
amalgamate we may have to wait in line if we need something done. | 15:12
prefer to stay with what we know.
Yes j 28/01/2015
11:10
Yes Less focus on residents; specific needs 27/01/2015
19:56
Yes Strathfield Council does a great job independently and therefore should not  27/01/2015
be amalgamated 16:05
No After writing several emails to all Strathfield councillors about parking issues  27/01/2015
and other issues in Strathfield only one has ever replied to me. A larger 15:19
council will hopefully remove amateur councillors who are only there for
their own interest and not the communities. Also what is happening to the
proposed Korean Garden at Bressington Park? or the completed bike path
along Powells creek?
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Q1 The NSW State Government has
released its ‘Fit for the Future’ program
which requires most NSW councils to
consider amalgamation options with

Fit for the Future Survey

neighbouring councils. Strathfield Council

is asking its residents what is their

preferred option.Please rank these options

Strathfield,
Leichhardt,...

Strathfield
Council rema...

in order of preference from 1 being your
preferred option to 2 being your least
preferred option.

Answered: 202 Skipped: 0

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.2

1.4

Strathfield, Leichhardt, Marrickville, Canada Bay, Ashfield and Burwood councils amalgamate to create an

Inner West Council.

Strathfield Council remains a standalone council, but works in collaboration with other Councils on regional

issues.

1/22

1

14.85%
30

85.15%
172

1.8

2

85.15%
172

14.85%
30

Total

202

202
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Q2 What are the main reasons you chose
your most preferred option?

Answered: 161 Skipped: 41

Responses
Keep us safe from Auburn Council running and ruining this area like they ruined their own

Since living in Strathfield, | have always been happy with our community. There is no need for change, our

council has no debt so why should our council take on the financial burden of sharing the debt of neighbouring

councils and thereby reducing our ability to maintain the quality of services that enhance our community

As we paid more money when we buy the property and pay more councils rates, why don't cant we be by
ourself.

Local Council will deal with local matters, rather than having an amalgmated council and matters won't be
dealt with swiftly.

better asset management, , asset renewal, better infrastructure backlog

| believe individual councils work better on issues and they can represent their area more efficiently. It is not
necessary to amalgmate.

flatter management structure, greater redistribution of wealth!!

It is time to keep moving forward. Its time for a change.

Less bureaucracy, less politicians, less changes of wastage (time, money, effort)
Transport

High standard of community service will continue. Access to local councilors. Regional focus. High level of
good financial management will continue.

debt

To maintain a close knit comunity with a responsive local council that reacts to local concerns and can control
local development.

To stand on our own

Independent

Strathfield concil did not work properly to manage our community.

Loss of representation and cooperation between provision of public services

Rremain independent to cater for the needs of Strathfield residents

Strathfield Council does not have the debt level of other councils. Avoid additional cost of other councils,

Council amalgamations are just an attempt to remove the voice of the community as a whole and the right of
individuals to have a say in their local community. Strathfield Council is approachable and responsive and
should stay as it is. Strathfield is unique and should stay that way.

| want Strathfield to remain independent. Keep our rates low and debt low.
independence & more local representation
It's working best in the current form.

No clear evidence that amalgamation is will produce any savings or efficiencies as is claimed by some.

2/22

Date
6/28/2015 2:58 PM

6/25/2015 11:23 PM

6/25/2015 5:26 PM

6/25/2015 5:16 PM

6/25/2015 4:50 PM

6/25/2015 4:48 PM

6/25/2015 4:25 PM

6/25/2015 4:23 PM

6/25/2015 3:58 PM

6/25/2015 3:56 PM

6/24/2015 2:13 PM

6/23/2015 2:45 PM

6/23/2015 1:54 PM

6/23/2015 11:00 AM

6/23/2015 10:58 AM

6/23/2015 9:49 AM

6/22/2015 10:12 PM

6/22/2015 10:00 AM

6/20/2015 1:05 PM

6/20/2015 10:48 AM

6/20/2015 8:55 AM

6/19/2015 7:17 PM

6/19/2015 10:45 AM

6/19/2015 6:41 AM
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Strathfield should merge as: * It has 4x the projected population growth - literally a 100% increase - of any of
the other councils listed in the May 2015 info pack. * For context, Burwood has the second biggest increase of
just 25% and Burwood has been the one actively building more high density housing, including the ~10 storey
one starting behind Strathfield's CBA. * A growth of this magnitude should mean it requires a lot more
infrastructure than is currently planned. * To fund this, it would seem appropriate that it be shared with other
councils. * | don't buy the explanation that no current debt and lower current per resident costs somehow
magically leave room to double the population, it sounds fishy at best, when considered in light of the 2025
Local Environment Plan Map, e.g. that's a lot of people to squeeze into a small area on Parramatta Road
when other councils like Canada Bay have easily 3x as much Parramatta Rd by length but half the projected
population growth. * | note that the info pack, when compared with the 2014 ABS figures, arguably used a
creative rounding up from 39,481 residents to 40,000 residents, while all other areas rounded to 500 correctly
or rounded down. * However | would be interested in additional information packs that explained the
discrepancies - especially where and how the council plans to manage the population growth, assuming it
indeed does plan to do its bit in housing the extraordinary number of new immigrants to Australia (more power
to the council and | would change my vote if this new construction were adequately explained and pushed for
rather than appearing to be a pipe dream).

Strathfield Council is perfectly capable of functioning alone. The figures clearly show that Strathfield Council is
much more efficient than several other of the councils involved. If we merge, they will benefit the most while
we will be pulled down.

Strathfield needs to retainits own identity

Our area has unique needs which can be readily met by a local authority. Council provides adequate services
at the moment.

Strathfield has the least overhead costs, no debt and is currently running at maximum efficiency - why ruin
that

Strathfield Council is not competent. Accordingly an amalgamation will involve spreading certain costs over a
greater area, and hopefully achieve greater accountability, responsibility and competence in providing
services to residents.

Independent and there is no debt and better representation of the communitu

After living in Strathfield for over 50 years our Council has maintained a high standards of maintenance for the
area. | don't want to lose this.

worried about increased rates and paying other councils debts, dont want any change , no merger!

Strathfield council should be independant as this is why we all moved here. We dont want to be agroup
council

Strathfield council is an inept pathetic group

| bought a house to live in Strathfield Council and not other councils; our budget is better and don't want the
financial burdens of other councils

| believe that Council is doing well and can continue to do well in coordination with others
Ability to tailor services to needs of focused community
Ability to tailor services to need of focused community

Diversification

Strathfield council is self sufficient and doesn't need to be dependent on any other councils

| don't want the peoples voice lost
Keen to retain local identify and services

Low debts indicate that the council is very well run -unless you can guarantee Strathfield management
controls the other councils, we will have a change situation.

Strathfield functions management wise, economically and representatively. It is easy to contact councillors
and keep in touch, Council rates are realistic and balanced across the community, Strathfield identity

Strathfield council doing well for the residents. Just don't want to change it.
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6/19/2015 12:48 AM

6/19/2015 12:07 AM

6/18/2015 10:51 PM

6/18/2015 4:31 PM

6/18/2015 3:14 PM

6/18/2015 2:01 PM

6/18/2015 10:07 AM

6/18/2015 12:37 AM

6/17/2015 11:36 PM

6/17/2015 10:09 PM

6/17/2015 8:44 PM

6/17/2015 8:35 PM

6/17/2015 8:33 PM

6/17/2015 8:31 PM

6/17/2015 8:29 PM

6/17/2015 8:28 PM

6/17/2015 8:27 PM

6/17/2015 8:23 PM

6/17/2015 8:19 PM

6/17/2015 8:16 PM

6/17/2015 8:15 PM

6/17/2015 8:13 PM

6/17/2015 8:11 PM

6/17/2015 8:07 PM

6/17/2015 8:00 PM
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Fit for the Future Survey

Strathfield Council has no debt, rates would not increase, the services would be maintained.
losing identity, losing primary needs unfulfilled, higher taxes, neglect of infrastructure

As a resident of Strathfield since 1975, | cannot accept that there are beneits to be obtained - especially
financially - from ANY amalgamation.

cost saving

Retain local democracy, preserve environmental and heritage values, control overdevelopment, better chance
of retaining local character

It's important to stand alone for the people of Strathfield for consistency of decision making to support the
needs of residents. Amalgamation would take away the independence of our close knit community.

Strathfield Council knows the needs of residents and how to meet those needs
Don't want to merge with a bunch of incompetent councils
We have a great council - debt free, runs smoothly. Why "fix" it if it's not broken?

Strathfield is currently financially stable ( in the black ) and ANY amalgamation would erode the funds to a
deficit STRATHFIELD is currently efficient local and offers all the services required

Strathfield is financially viable and debt free.
Loss of services such as libraries, dilution of representation, take over of major parties and executive mayors
Strathfield council have done a good job and | can't see any reason to change

we have a better track record than any of these councils and our rates are lower - they have experienced
corruption, inability to hold meeting because of culture of councillors, less poor and expensive bad decisions,
more community activities and consultation with residents

Strathfield Council is out of debt. It has good co-operation between councillors of differing political parties eg
electing a mayor. Social harmony is best fostered at a local level in multi-cultural areas. Local councils led the
way for Indigenous recognition and fostering local cultural groups. A mega council would not have
representatives at local functions. Security for everyone is best addressed locally.

Strathfield council is managing very well independently . satisfied residents
prefferd have our local identity
Why change something that works so well.

We are a solvent council, others are not. We have low rates and hight services, others don't The character /
culture of my suburb is very different to the others

Local government has a greater impact on amenity than any other level of government. Smaller councils are
more in touch with the community.

To maintain a closer connection between Council and local ratepayers. Maintain local decision-making.
Strathfield Council is out of debt and it would be better to work alone.

Less than 2 councillors to represent Strathfield is high risk. It is too easy to outvote a councillor in an
amalgamated council so that standards deteriorate and the identity of the suburb diminishes. | am not in
favour of Strathfield becoming a ghetto of inferior apartments amidst homes; of mediocrity as opposed to
pleasing identity.

Our Council is beautifully run and free of debt. Why change that?
Better representation of our community, localised approach and planning for our community.

I want a council to remain as it is as there is a strong voice in our area as the size of Strathfield council is able
to be managed more efficiently and effectively.

Strathfield is doing fine,low rates ,no debt,,good community,,plenty of care re health issues,good bus trips,,all
services great just has to watch overdevelopment.

to keep Strathfield standered as it is, house prices, council rate.....etc

The levels of service and engagement with the community can best be maintained if Strathfield Council did
not amalgamate.

Strathfield has managed its finances very well over the years and will be disadvantaged by amalgamation.
Also strathfield is unique in its large number of heritage protected areas that need to be protected against
against over development
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6/17/2015 7:58 PM

6/17/2015 1:35 PM

6/17/2015 1:15 PM

6/17/2015 2:16 AM

6/17/2015 1:00 AM

6/16/2015 11:29 PM

6/16/2015 10:25 PM

6/16/2015 9:48 PM

6/16/2015 6:55 PM

6/16/2015 6:37 PM

6/16/2015 6:11 PM

6/16/2015 5:31 PM

6/16/2015 5:29 PM

6/16/2015 4:30 PM

6/16/2015 3:58 PM

6/16/2015 3:49 PM

6/16/2015 3:25 PM

6/16/2015 3:15 PM

6/16/2015 3:13 PM

6/16/2015 2:51 PM

6/16/2015 2:42 PM

6/16/2015 2:27 PM

6/16/2015 2:22 PM

6/16/2015 2:12 PM

6/16/2015 2:05 PM

6/16/2015 2:01 PM

6/16/2015 1:57 PM

6/16/2015 1:55 PM

6/16/2015 1:40 PM

6/16/2015 1:17 PM
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Strathfield Council is already running by itself efficiently. | do not see the need to merge with other council.
Why change something that is already working? Also, | do not want to lose the local decision making power to
other non-Strathfield residents.

Smaller councils can manage their resources and finances well.Strathfield Council has been providing
excellent services on its own.

| believe that we as a council have worked tirelessly to uphold a level of a close knit sense of belonging.
Strathfield council has long held the values and voices of its people.

being independent the residents can chooes the path they wish to follow

We currently enjoy benefits of Strathfield being run as a smaller independent council - lower rates, tailored to
the needs of residents by being more in touch with issues of this area, low density. We are concerned this will
be changed if we move to an amalgamated council.

Strathfield Council has a proven record of maintaining reasonable rates stability

Loss of voice 1 in 5714 per councillor and secondly why should we amalgamate when we are not in debt and
have to take on Burwood, Ashfield, Leichhardt and Marrickville's debt.

Strathfield is a well managed council and a unique suburban area within the Sydney inner west. Also residents
need a voice regarding planning and domestic issues that need resolving.

Happy with the present deal.

Strathfield Council works efficiently for strathfield residents. Financial records confirm Strathfield is well
managed.

Strathfield has no debt, easy to get in touch with a councillor, rates are lower than many other councils and
footpaths etc are kept quite good.

Being a stand alone Council ensures that the interests of the Strathfield area would be attended to and the
standard maintained rather than resources and services being spread thinly across a number of areas.

A resident of Strathfield for past 40 years, | feel there is a strong need to retain the Strathfield identity and to
maintain the currently independent Strathfield Council Management Team to effectively administer our rates
to benefit all residents and local parks, libraries, health centres, roads and the housing boom.

better run economy by Strathfield.

Locals have more say/control over Council Services in a smaller stand alone Council. Our rates are the
cheapest in the West and jobs at Strathfield Council preserved.

Leave Strathfiekd alone

Maintain local identity & keep rates low

stay out of debt

low rates, low liability

Council meets all community needs and requirements. | don't agree with the purpose for amalgamation.

Strathfield Council is financial (in the Black) The residents have an ability to contact their Councillors and staff
at council with any problem that arises that is a concern. Does not need to be merged with any one else and
has great historical value to NSW.If forced to merge the developers will ruin this Council Municipality.

| belive that the councils are too small in a modern era. Howver this should only be done if the lower council
rates can be maintained by strtafield residnets for a least 10 years over this period the rtaes could be brought
into alignment. Councilers can still represent thir prginal reas but look to reduce the number consistent with
the population

Council is running perfectly fine as it is.

increased debt burden for strathfield residents, loss of strathfield identity, increased residential and business
rates for payers, staff redundancies and significant costs to NSW government

No debt, low rates
a
No loss of identity Likely lower rates Low borrowings

Strathfield belongs to Strathfield Local Identity
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6/16/2015 1:13 PM

6/16/2015 1:13 PM

6/16/2015 1:10 PM

6/16/2015 1:02 PM

6/16/2015 12:53 PM

6/16/2015 12:51 PM

6/16/2015 12:42 PM

6/16/2015 12:41 PM

6/16/2015 12:39 PM

6/16/2015 12:18 PM

6/14/2015 1:22 PM

6/13/2015 8:14 PM

6/13/2015 3:18 PM

6/13/2015 12:35 PM

6/13/2015 10:38 AM

6/12/2015 9:43 PM

6/12/2015 9:42 PM

6/12/2015 8:04 PM

6/12/2015 5:00 PM

6/12/2015 11:10 AM

6/11/2015 11:33 PM

6/11/2015 5:56 PM

6/11/2015 4:09 PM

6/11/2015 3:53 PM

6/11/2015 3:31 PM

6/11/2015 3:29 PM

6/11/2015 9:29 AM

6/10/2015 10:19 PM
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I want my local council to listen to concerns of each resident - | don't want my voice to be lost amongst
thousands.

Maintain Strathfield identity, maintain similar levels of residential rates, current service levels and low debt
ratio.

Saves money for everyone. It's a joke that councillors are so self interested .
A bigger Council will sort out inefficiencies within smaller councils.
because | think small councils look after population better, bigger is losing identity

unique nature of the Strathfield Council area different needs of other council areas Strathfield's positive
financial position joining with other councils will make the combined areas too large, more difficult to manage
and not provide cost savings

Strathfield Council is the most efficient among the others.
No debt n the least infrastructure backlog.

Strathfield Council is the most efficient council with only 150 staff and operation costs per capita is $810
compare with other councils.

A collaborative approach is more effective and efficient

More control over local area, Burwood and developers will control area.
Rates will increase and nothing would improve

Local identity

Centralized services.

we currently have good Council management, with a low debt ratio.

Low Council Rates and Stathfield having No debt

Better resource sharing to provide services

more effective management as smaller council.

The other councils mentioned would not work in the best interests of Strathfield.
There are too many levels of government and we need economies of scale
to maintain Strathfield's identity and character

The inner west councils have a very poor track record of working with each other. They are very inward
looking.

| don't want a increase of council rates of 16 % or any further rise. Strathfield is better as standalone council
as the value of the area would decrease amalgamating. Local Councillors understand their local people their
represent.

Local solution to local issues Maintain status quo & rates
| would prefer Strathfield to remain a standalone council

Strathfield Council is well run and residents have few complaints. Compared to how State and Federal are run
and their financial management, the local council looks brilliant in comparison.

Maintain identity and local representation of Strathfield.

We have far too many 'small' councils and far too any councillors, merging small councils will remove
inefficiencies and duplication.

Concerned about ghe loss of identity of strathfield if there was a merger. Also in a bigger council the
strathfield area will not have strong representation on cohncil. We have no debt , it would be an unfair burden
for strathfield residents to pay higher rates for mistakes made by other councils

lower council rates
| believe that Strathfield council is the best doing a great job as is
Can make decisions for the locals

While a bigger area might have more capacity to bargain with the NSW government, | cannot believe it will
mean decisions made at a local level will be better. The area proposed to join together is a diverse area with
diverse needs.

6/22

6/10/2015 9:08 PM

6/10/2015 8:44 PM

6/10/2015 5:41 PM

6/10/2015 5:09 PM

6/10/2015 4:23 PM

6/10/2015 3:37 PM

6/10/2015 2:41 PM

6/10/2015 2:34 PM

6/10/2015 2:22 PM

6/10/2015 12:07 PM

6/10/2015 11:13 AM

6/10/2015 1:00 AM

6/9/2015 8:30 PM

6/9/2015 7:00 PM

6/9/2015 5:52 PM

6/9/2015 5:23 PM

6/9/2015 4:58 PM

6/9/2015 3:32 PM

6/8/2015 11:24 PM

6/8/2015 8:32 PM

6/8/2015 4:52 PM

6/8/2015 2:34 PM

6/8/2015 11:59 AM

6/7/2015 5:54 PM

6/7/2015 9:04 AM

6/7/2015 8:33 AM

6/6/2015 10:39 PM

6/6/2015 8:47 PM

6/6/2015 8:40 PM

6/6/2015 3:43 PM

6/6/2015 12:13 PM

6/6/2015 12:02 AM

6/5/2015 9:28 PM
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| do not wish the character of Strathfield to change.
FWEE
| want Strathfield Council to stand alone as before.

Prefer more personal service. Local issues handled faster and with more efficiency in a local focused Council.
Attention to local issues delivered faster. Having interest of own area at heart of things verses competing in
the crowd.

The essence of good Local Government is to provide a community spirit. The information contained in the
recently distributed booklet sows no evidence why Strathfield should be amalgamated

Strathfield is an affluent suburb with a favourable identity and demographics. As much as there are positives
to be gained from merging councils I'm concerned the negatives will outweigh the positives. Additionally if a
merge was to take place Strath council has no debt, would a merge result in Strath residents taking on the
burden of other councils debt incurred prior to the merge?!

strathfield council should remain independent. it preserves our identity. we have no debt. we're well managed.
To prevent the slowness in council's payments from occurring.

Strathfield Council's representation of its local community. 130 years of listening to the local voice.

we must fight against any amalgamation, Strathfield Council can stand alone.

Local identity prompt and easy access to council services and personnel Strathfield is financially healthy
Council is a good council and cares about the local community

To many councils need to cut down on admin staff and use funds for real progress.

| see no reason to change

Because | think that only Strathfield council will have Strathfield's best interest at heart, and continue to make
the time to organise activities fro it's residents, as well as address any issues.

Strathfield Council is a well run council and provides high quality services for its residents. This would be lost
in a huge Council.

(1) Too small i.e. Not enough expertise in-house by numbers or by standard - eg. Demonstrated lack of
professionalism and expertise in Strategic Planning (2) Similar to (1) above. Demonstrated lack of in-house
business expertise due to its small staff size. e.g. Its carriage of the underground Bus Terminal component of
the MasterPlan - without 'having engineers in the room' especially re the flooding issue was amateurish. $2m
has been wasted (3) Small size has encouraged Councillor partisanship & rampant populism at the expense
of cost-effectiveness & 'unattractive' micro-economic reform for long-term economic benefit. e.g. Its rush to get
private enterprise EQI for partnering with the Masterplan without having the $700K funding approved/
provided first to confirm its business plan/ engineering viability was wasteful & counterproductive in attracting
private involvement

z
| can not see why not

There is no reason to amalgamate councils, most people are happy with the council and it provides a good
service - why change?

no debts
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6/5/2015 6:20 PM

6/5/2015 4:47 PM

6/5/2015 4:46 PM

6/5/2015 3:59 PM

6/5/2015 12:07 PM

6/5/2015 10:37 AM

6/5/2015 12:19 AM

6/4/2015 9:24 PM

6/4/2015 4:27 PM

6/4/2015 4:14 PM

6/4/2015 1:02 PM

6/3/2015 8:17 PM

6/3/2015 2:45 PM

6/3/2015 7:47 AM

6/2/2015 6:16 PM

6/2/2015 5:57 PM

6/2/2015 3:20 PM

6/2/2015 12:30 PM

6/2/2015 12:46 AM

6/1/2015 11:22 PM

6/1/2015 4:25 PM
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Q3 What are the main reasons you chose
your least preferred option?

Answered: 161 Skipped: 41

Responses

Are you serious? Just what we need a mega council, with over-paid politicians taking no notice of
communities and 'making decisions' for our own good

| see no substantial advantages for Strathfield council to amalgamate with neighbouring councils

i wish to still keep our own council in strathfield and not combine together. | am from a small country but we
are not a rich country, but we still have our own council in our place, even it is a small town. It is a big joke in
the world as Australia Sydney is a very good place that this for me is disappointing.

Too much input from other councils, who do not know the local issues in our area adn therefore, will not hear
our concerns over these issues.

worse debt status, worse bureaucracy
Less representiation of your local area and taking on the problems and finances of other councils.
small council area keep wealth in small areas. poor management in the past.

Its time at present and in the past show poor decision made

Development
Opposite of all the above 4 reasons.
debt

Loss of control over local development. Potential increase in rates, No authority has given a writen guarentee
that rates will not increase beyond the CPI if mergers take place.

We have no debt

Strathfield concil did not work properly to manage our community.

The second option is of local concern and too much power will be concentrated elsewhere.
Will be too big to manage resources

Avoid additional cost of other council areas

Bigger councils are just giant soulless entities with no concern for people or the environment or anything
other than numbers on reports. Bigger councils dont care about small communities or small groups. They are
just rubber stamps for State Government and developer sanctioned development at all costs.

This will lead to rate rise.

the opposite for question 2

It might be difficult to reach our local council

Same as 2 above. Some savings can be achieved by co-operation without amalgamation.

Strathfield should not remain stand-alone as: * Strathfield is already the second smallest council - it seems
ludicrously wasteful of scarce resources to have 7 representatives spending their time (and implicitly
ratepayers money). * Fewer representatives per head of population sounds suspiciously similar to the theory
that smaller school class sizes are a good use of scarce taxpayer funds. Asian schools often have class sizes
of 50 or more yet they deliver some of the best educational outcomes for their students, while Australia has
tended to lag the pack and get a very poor return on new funds put towards education. So | am not convinced
that fewer councillors per resident will cause less representation in practice. * | was disappointed that | could
not make either information session due to both being on a Saturday morning. * Perhaps a larger council
might be more likely to have someone say post a Youtube / Vimeo of those discussions for those who could
not make it in person?
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Date

6/28/2015 2:58 PM

6/25/2015 11:23 PM

6/25/2015 5:26 PM

6/25/2015 5:16 PM

6/25/2015 4:50 PM

6/25/2015 4:48 PM

6/25/2015 4:25 PM

6/25/2015 4:23 PM

6/25/2015 3:58 PM

6/25/2015 3:56 PM

6/24/2015 2:13 PM

6/23/2015 2:45 PM

6/23/2015 1:54 PM

6/23/2015 11:00 AM

6/23/2015 10:58 AM

6/23/2015 9:49 AM

6/22/2015 10:12 PM

6/22/2015 10:00 AM

6/20/2015 1:05 PM

6/20/2015 10:48 AM

6/20/2015 8:55 AM

6/19/2015 7:17 PM

6/19/2015 10:45 AM

6/19/2015 6:41 AM

6/19/2015 12:48 AM
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Strathfield has the third largest projection population by 2031, yet has one of the lowest per capita operating
costs and nil debt. It is unfair and frankly reeks of corruption that councils such as Leichhardt which operate at
unfairly high costs and have lower projected populations should benefit from merging resources with
Strathfield Council. We will have one of the lowest representations in the proposed new council. This is
unacceptable.

The areas are too different
Strathfield's needs and services can be lost in a large administrative Council.

amalgamations will increase demands on councils, slow response times down and get everyone to share the
unwanted debts of other councils

Collaboration will simply involve more incompetent people holding more meetings with other people under the
pretence of collaborating to get something done.

Because there is no other option
Gobbled by larger councils who could not care about Strathfield or its residents the same way we are now.
nil

We are fed up with all the development going around us with so many apartments coming. Merging councils
will just increase this

its obvious, your hopeless

| just don't like the idea of amalgamation that will cause more population, more traffic and more rates - just not
happy

We don't have the service we have now

Same as above

If this was the case my preferences would be an amalgamation of inner west councils (not auburn council/city
of Olympic park option)

large councils don't deliver more cost effective servcies

Amalgamation leads to empire building within council departments leading to increased costs and decreased
representation. Rates for Strathfield would increase due to large blocks compared to other councils and
residents would be priced out of the locality.

Don't want change
Too large council - less services
this is not my preferred option if | have to choose.

| cannot accept that the unique nature of Strathfield will be enhanced in any way with any other Council. | am
sceptical of the motivation/s behind amalgamations; as far as | can see, the only winners will be developers,
and residents do not deserve to be surrounded by high-rise and poor infrastructure that cannot sustain it. We
are at critical mass already - please, NO amalgamations for what are at best spurious reasons!

n/a
It will lead to overdevelopment with state government control and no chance for community to have input

Amalgamation would be the worst possible decision for all residents concerned due to loss of independence of
each community network.

Too many and therefore far too big to care about the needs of individual councils lost in the Hugh numbers

Actually | can't see any good arguments for this merger
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We would inherit debt, the area becomes bigger and we would probably not get the level of care and
maintenance we currently get.

The huge COUNCIL would be just too large lose identity probably service the Councils proposed are very
diverse in character and would be a financial drain

The other councils are larger in area, debt and unfunded future work commitments.
There are no economies of scale in the equation of mega councils.

get too impersonal rate will rise lost Strathfield's identity properties will lost value.
higher rates, corruption, different culture and needs of residents

Bigger is not necessarily better economically. It is certainly harder to get a sense of 'belonging' which so many
migrants are seeking. Already, the supervision of development leaves a lot to be desired - the bigger the
council, the less chance of finding out corruption. Strathfield Council has better systems of collecting
garbage/street dumping than Burwood, in terms of my local observation. Only Canada Bay and Strathfield are
free of debt. Forced amalgamation would not solve other councils financial problems. Our rates are likely to
rise. Why force a ' one-size-fits-all' solution when losses are likely to be greater than gains. The process of
decision-making is undemocratic.

Too large ,many more issues and will not be able to cater to the individualistic needs of the particular suburb.
high rates & loos our local identity.

Because it is undesirable to be part of a larger group.

| would not want to choose this option.Your survey request is for 1 then 2

| have owned properties in both Sutherland and Bankstown councils. Services are vastly inferior and more
expensive

An amalgamated megacouncil would become too distant from ratepayers.

We don't need other Councils debts

An amalgamated council cannot satisfy the options desired by those lumped into a large group.

The previous answer would be impossible.

Amalgamation will affect future planning for our community, few resources for a bigger area of responsibility

By becoming a large inner west council people no longer have a strong people presents to stop things that
may effect the community the state government may want to enforce or propose like the said housing targets
that encourage developers to build monstrous units. also rates will be effected due to Strathfield property sizes
and as an example of Office of Fair Trading downsize to one big "Super centre" every body working within the
office looks after all the licencing but nobody knows anything as it is all departments put into one.

All those other councils are no to be compared with strathfield....leave us alone.

No benefit for strathfield

We do not want rate payments of Strathfield residents subsidising inefficiencies of other councils.

Strsthfield would lose its autonomy

| didn't choose it as it was automatically chosen. If there were choice, | won't even choose this second option.
Bigger the councils, bigger the bureaucracy and deterioration of servcies.

It is preferred that we stay on our own as we can see that we are doing just fine.

the councils in question are in the media for negative reasons

I'm unsure what the benefits will be to the residents of Strathfield if we merge with other councils.

N/a

As above and | don't want Strathfield residents to be charged higher rates because we have larger land sizes
in comparison to the other suburbs. We are unique in this regard.

An amalgamation would remove the voice of the residents of strathfield.
Increased expenses likely

Against creating an empire which will lose touch with the local issues that are the responsibility of a local
council. Might as well abolish the councils all together and incorporate their functions into State government.
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If we merge it will be much harder to get things down in the municipality and to get info from councillors.
Harder for councils to keep in touch with community.

My main reason that | would choose my least preferred option is because | do not wish to see the standards
of service and presentation currently enjoyed under the present stand alone Council eroded and neglected
which is what would occur under an amalgamation with other Council non heritage arera.

A resident of Strathfield for past 40 years, | feel the loss of the Strathfield identity and the reduction of Council
representation in the Mega Council scenario would negatively impact our living standards; in that, Strathfield's
assets would be swallowed into operating debts of other inner west councils, resulting in a significant
reduction of Strathfield's substantial home prices and valuable local infrastructures.

the other Councils should fix their own economy. amalgamation should be between equals or near equals

Why pay more and get no say in your locality. The Ranger comes to my rescue immediately when it comes to
parking issues in front of my house. Mergers are not always beneficial.

Costs will increase for ratepayers
Council will be too big & it's our local community
too much debt

diminished decision making power for community, watering down of planning regulations and loss of distinct
community character

Don't want rates to increase, at least Burwood & Ashfield councils should merge

Many of the Councils that have been suggested to merge with are in Debt and their rates are much higher
than Strathfield .Known as the Oasis of the West this title can only remain if we stay as is.

| believe councils should work with each other, however without fiull merger the savings will not be generated
Ne benefit to the community.

poor service delivery with the merger, financial impacts to payers, redundancies and loss of Strathfield's local
identity

Too big to be effective or represent local issues

a

Loss of representation

Strathfield will have no say in it what happens Lose indentity

A compelling reason for amalgamation has not been presented to me.

Increase debt burden, increase of rates, transition costs. It is a nonsense!

Sick of bull**it dealt out by Strathfield councillors and waste of money in duplicated services.

Strathfield Council as an organisation could use some streamlining in terms of staffing, more progressive
policies, and operations.

because you lose your id

better to be able to share/negotiate with other council areas where needed

Loss of identity

Loss of identity n increase of debt for Strathfield resident.

Increased debt burden for Strathfield residents and the loss of Strathfield identity.
There are some problems as the current status quo

Rates will increase

Council will be too big

Service delivery will not reflect Strathfield priority

Strathfield council offers very little to its constituents apart from one weekly street cleaning. Amalgamation
can't come soon enough.

Higher debt, less community connection
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Means we have to take on the other councils debts and our rates will increased and don't want to become part
of Bankstown Council

It's simply best for business to amalgamate

more costly and likely ineffective

Working with Marrickville council would be difficult.

Small councils are unsustainable and waste of rate payers money funding huge overhead costs
My biggest fear is seeing developments in burwood occurring in Strathfield.

It won't work - it will be forgotten about quickly and things will go back to the way they are today.

| don't like the idea of amalgamating with other councils. The increase to council rates would have financial
impacts on most people as cost of living across the board with every item e.g strata rates, grocery, transport,
car, insurance, health fund, chemist, electricity, water, tradesman, child care, school fee's is never the same
as pay rise from your employer. say e.g cost of living increase 80 % every year, payrise if lucky 2 % per
person.

Rates change Loss of identity Debt burden
Same as above

How is government 'local' when it is half million people? If this is Mike Baird's idea of local representation, why
is his own electorate so small? Maybe we don't need so many state politicians, would this be more efficient?
This is a bad joke. Local government is not a government department, it is a democratically elected tier of
government and performs a range of functions that state or federal government can't or won't do. This is an
insult to the people of NSW.

Amalgamation would incur large one off costs with minimal ongoing cost savings.

Current council set up is ridiculously top heavy with councillors for what is a relatively small are to govern. The
inefficiency with so many councils is wasteful. There are too many councillors who have little in the way of
qualifications to make decisions that effect so many and cost so much.

Currently we have closer representation from our councillors , there's less residents per councillor than if the
merger were to take place. If would cost alot to consolidate so many councils and the peoples voice of
strathfield may get lost

higher council rates
Lack of service
More expensive rates

The lack of representation regarding smaller number of Councillors, the fact that it looks like Strathfield might
be better able to meet the targets in 2016/17 then an Inner West council. | don't think rates should go up. | also
have enough trouble contacting the council as it is, they will care less if they have a larger area as it is.

Aesthetics. Amalgamation will mean apartment buildings with clothes drying on balconies as in Ashfield near
the station and garish brown iron work in the main road rather than black or dark green. It will mean more high
rise buildings like the one in Burwood which is in a prominent position but which has not architecture to match.
As a matter of interest how am | to interpret say and 7/10ths of persons.

FWEFE
I don't want the Council to be amalgamated.

Small Councillor representation. Councillors from larger councils getting more immediate service of their
wants and needs. Possible less efficiency within larger group. Possible loss of Strathfield Identity. Changes in
the way present services are delivered to our detriment. Less say about what we want in our Municipality and
less power to get delivered the services we want/require.

To amalgamate the local community would result in Strathfields identity being lost. To go down this path you
may as well eliminate Local Government all together.

refer to the above. possible higher rates due to the carry on debt from other councils after the merge, losing
identity, | like the positive connotations Sydney folks have about Strath as a suburb, it's not necessarily
comparable to the other councils.

loss of identity. larger organisations tend to respond to change slower with more levels of bureaucracy.
It will cause many issues with Strathfield district

no benefit in joining another council. loss od representation and higher rates
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Bigger is not better

loss of local identity loss of prompt and easy access to council services and personnel Strathfield will not be
financially healthy as at present

Big councils ignore local residents, you don't have a say

Strathfield should be ashamed how it has handled ACU university and paring issues in area. No consistency
atall.

Council would be too large and residents would have no say

Because we have nothing in common with councils/areas such as Marrickville, especially politically, but most
definitely culturally. You can't cater to everyone on that list - some citizens will fall by the wayside.

Inner west council is too big, why do Councils have to be so large?

| would never want Strathfield Council to be stand-alone. It's level of Councillor debate is too partisan. It's
Councillors unanimous vote to spend $100K - without a mandate on 'fighting' amalgamation was akin to King
Canute paying a PR firm to help him stop the waves.

z
not efficient

Big Councils are expensive, bureaucratic, impersonal and don't care about residents - people are just a
number like they are to state and federal government

don't like big councils, not responsive to community
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Q4 Please indicate to what extent do you
agree with the following statements:

Answered: 160 Skipped: 42
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Representation
for local...

Larger local
Councils wou...

A larger local
Council woul...
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[ Strongly agree [ Agree [ Neutral [ Disagree ([l Strongly disagree

Can't say

Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Can't Total
agree disagree say
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Representation for local residents in an amalgamated Council will 72.96%
be reduced. 116
Larger local Councils would deliver more cost effective and better 6.96%
services for residents and communities. 11
A larger local Council would be less responsive to local 67.50%
communities and rates would increase 108
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Q5 How important to you is Strathfield's
local identity?

Answered: 160 Skipped: 42
Very important

Important -

Somewhat
important

Not very
Important

Not at all
important

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses
Very important 77.50% 124
Important 10.63% 17
Somewhat important 5.63% 9
Not very Important 2.50% 4
Not at all important 3.75% 6

Total 160
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Q6 What is your status in relation to your

home?

Answered: 158 Skipped: 44

Owner

Renting/Board

Other

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Answer Choices Responses
Owner 91.77% 145
Renting/Board 8.23% 13
Other 0.00% 0
Total 158
# Other (please specify) Date
1 Religious sister living in a Trustee owned unit 6/16/2015 4:00 PM
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Q7 How long have you lived in the
Strathfield Council area?

Answered: 158 Skipped: 44
Less than 1

year

1-5years

6 - 10 years

More than 10

years
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Answer Choices Responses
Less than 1 year 4.43% 7
1-5years 15.82% 25
6- 10 years 13.92% 22
More than 10 years 65.82% 104
Total 158
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Q8 Which suburb do you live in?

Answered: 156 Skipped: 46

Strathfield

Strathfield
South

Homebush

Homebush West .

Greenacre I

Chullora
0%  10% 20% 30%

Answer Choices

Strathfield

Strathfield South

Homebush

Homebush West

Greenacre

Chullora
Total
# Other (please specify)
1 Belfield
2 Its embarrising being represented by such rubbish
3 Belfield
4 Belfield
5 Belfield
6 North Strathfield
7 Belfield

40%

20/ 22

50%

60% 70%

Responses

64.10%

12.82%

12.82%

8.33%

1.28%

0.64%

90% 100%

Date

6/20/2015 10:49 AM

6/17/2015 8:45 PM

6/16/2015 11:32 PM

6/16/2015 2:02 PM

6/10/2015 8:45 PM

6/9/2015 8:32 PM

6/6/2015 3:45 PM

100

20

20

13

156
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Q9 Which age group do you belong to?

Answered: 156 Skipped: 46

Under 18

18-29 yrs

30-49 yrs

50-64 yrs

65+ yrs

Prefer not to

say
0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses
Under 18 0.00% 0
18-29 yrs 6.41% 10
30-49 yrs 39.10% 61
50-64 yrs 28.21% 44
65+ yrs 25.00% 39
Prefer not to say 1.28% 2
Total 156
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Q10 What is your gender?

Answered: 156 Skipped: 46

Male

Female

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses
Male 51.92% 81
Female 48.08% 75
Total 156
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