From: Gary & Margaret Richardson

Sent: Saturday, 19 January 2013 12:52 PM
To: Elections

Subject: ACT LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Deaw Sir o Madam,

I write inv response to-the request for conmumunity input to-the review of
the sige of the ACT Legislative Assembly. The website indicates that o
increase inthe numbers of Membery of the Legislative Assembly (MLA’Ss) iy
almost av fait accomply, however av conwincing case conv be made to-
decrease MLA nuumbers.

Interms of MLA numbers to-population nunbers, the following iy
germoane :

State/Territory Population MLA’s * People per
MLA

Northerw Tervitory 234,000 25 9,360
Tasmanio 512,000 40 12,800
A.C.T. 374,700 17 22,041
Southv Australiov 1,700,000 69 24,637
Western Awstralioo 2,430,000 95 25,578
Queensland 4.600,000 89 51,685
Victoriav 6,800,000 128 53,125

New South Wales 7,300,000 135 54,074

(Sowrce : State and Territory Government websites).

* includes members from bothvthe upper and lower houses (Assembly
and Council).

Ay yow cawv see, the ACT iy well off for nuwmbers of MLA’s, standing 3 ow
the list behind NT and TAS. As fowr as I couv ascertaing the only reasovn to-
increase the numbers of MLA s inthe ACT s to- match the nuumbers in the
Novtherw Territory. On avpro-rata basis, NT has more thow five times as
many MLA’s as NSW, Victoria aond Queensland, whilst the ACT has more
than twice the muumber of MLA’s per head of population whew compareds
to-those states.

I sincerely hope that the debate regawrding the nuumbers of MLA’s invthe
ACT iy not drivesw by the number of MLA’y inthe Novtherw Territory. We

do- not need any more MLA’y inthe ACT, and we cavwnot afford to-fund
more MLA’s thawv awre necessary.

For yowr consideration.

Goawy Richawdsonw



