Through this submission I wish to air some issues that the Committee may consider addressing.  I do this as a resident who has sat through many public meetings addressing a full range of matters, and who witnessed some of the activity over the years.
Some Success
First, I believe the Committee should note that the establishment of the Redfern Waterloo Partnership had an immediate and marked impact on behaviour in the local streets.  Recalling that the program was in response to ‘gang-like’ behaviour and stone throwing which I witnessed in the area a few years ago, it should be noted that there has been only limited and sporadic returns to this type of behaviour.
In our immediate area, we have seen a general cessation of car windows being broken and related behaviour in the area.  This speaks of some success arising from the programs in terms of local resident personal & property security.
Continuation of certain elements of this program is a must in my view.

Program change from Social to Development focus
However, there have been concerns expressed by many at the slow rate of implementing some of the reforms proposed.  Could the Committee address whether the Partnership project undertook a brief greater than could be catered for by the budget provided.

Further, the propositions for major redevelopment of the infrastructure and commercial development along the railway line side-tracked much of the social program and debate for the area and I expect consumed substantial budgetary capacity.
These development propositions covered such things as the Aboriginal Housing Corporation development at the block, redevelopment of Redfern railway station, and the Eveleigh railway workshops site.  This was the RED Strategy.
It was a shame that the social actions were overwhelmed by the implications of major property and infrastructure development projects – which had limited implications for the area except for bypassing us; and there appeared limited attention to significant transport, traffic matters that may arise.
Can the Committee please review how management/communication of development proposals may be contributing to the areas problems?

The ‘Riot’ – pre-emption?
Turning to the recent circumstances.  As a local resident I am left with a series of questions in relation to the pre-riot response:
· given the wide range of social planning and social services groups and structures in place in Redfern Waterloo, why does there not seem to have been action taken to prevent or limit the preparation for the ‘riot’?

· why was the build-up allowed to develop for a good day and a half prior to the ‘riot’?

· where were the organisations and social programs that were supposedly put in place to prevent this type of behaviour?
There seem to be a great number of social organisations in this area catering for a range of people.  To what degree has responsibility fallen between the chairs?

Was the ‘Riot’ a one-off?

I raise this matter as street comment indicates that two similar, although less significant events, occurred recently – on the October long weekend last year, and on Australia Day this year.
I would like the Committee assess whether the ‘riot’ was just the worst example of a series of events which do not seem to have been dealt with effectively?
If it was the worst in a series then were the responses to previous events appropriate or adequate?
Change in Housing Commission Tenant Mix
A further matter I believe the Committee should attend to is the repeated creation of cultural or social enclaves in this area.  I can only ask, to what degree are the establishment of these enclaves contributing to ongoing social issues in the area?

Examples are, highly concentrated indigenous population at the block, and the concentration of socially under-privileged persons in the housing commission estates.  Further, people advise me there has been a significant change in the tenant mix occupying housing commission properties – moving from those in need of ‘affordable’ housing to being used by persons requiring social and psychiatric support.

Implications of such development needs careful attention as current development proposals in this region tend to continue to repeat such practices.  For example, is the development of an indigenous development on the block site a good solution or may it contribute to continued ills.

This raises the following questions for me:

· is care being taken to guard against or minimise negative consequences of concentrating community groups in ghetto style arrangements?

· has the tenant mix changed and if so have the social services programs been adopted to match this?

