Report on the survey of candidates for the 2024 ACT Election and their
attitudes to widening eligibility for voluntary assisted dying.

Conducted by Canberrans for a Good Death

Survey by Roy Harvey for Canberrans for a Good Death Authorised by Roy Harvey
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Form Guide for Voters

The ACT Greens
The Greens were the party keenest to tell voters what they thought.

All Greens candidates answered the questionnaire and supported the two proposals put forward by
Canberrans for a Good Death.

¢ widening eligibility for VAD to allow access for persons who meet all the eligibility
requirements in the current VAD Act, expect for ‘approaching the end of their life’. (Question
2 in the survey);

* providing for a binding Advance Directive, to allow persons to make clear their views on
accessing VAD, and the circumstances in which they would want to access it, should they
lose decision-making capacity. (Question 3).

The Greens also supported implementing these in the next term of the Legislative Assembly.

They have a good track record of voting for access to humane voluntary assisted dying: all their
members of the Legislative Assembly voted for the VAD Bill and the Paterson Motion (which provides
for a report to the Assembly, by May 2025, on ‘models to address where an individual has lost
capacity following the final assessment report’ which ‘may include Enduring Power of Attorney or
Advanced Care Directives’. (See Appendix 2).

The Independents for Canberra
If you like a punt, the Independents for Canberra, should be considered.

They strongly support the two Canberrans for a Good Death proposals and 9 out of 10 candidates
support action in the next term of the Assembly.

If you are frustrated with the major parties, as support for community independents and the TEALs
outside the ACT suggests is common, then the Independents for Canberra are worth a look. Talk to
their candidates.

Strong Independents
There are only two candidates for this party — both are standing in the Kurrajong electorate,

Worth a look — due diligence advised. Talk to them before you vote.

ACT Labor

Only 3 ACT Labor candidates responded to the survey. The Secretary of the party provided a position
statement which commits the party to examine the Paterson Motion in May 2025. It did not commit
to action in the next term if that review proposes action.

The statement did not commit to any significant change to the existing VAD Act until the 2029
review.

ACT Labor has a good track record. It advocated for VAD since the 1990s. In the June voting on the
VAD Bill and the Paterson Motion, all their members (except one who did not vote) voted in favour of
both initiatives.

So, if you are a traditional Labor voter, and to want a more humane VAD Act, talk to the candidates in
your electorate, tell them what you want and choose accordingly.

The Canberra Liberals
Except for one member who put in a statement on VAD, the Liberal Party ignored this survey.

The nearest indication to a party position was an email, before the survey, from the office of the
leader of the Canberra Liberals saying that VAD is a ‘conscience vote’ issue. A later offer from the
Survey Coordinator to include a party statement on VAD was not accepted.
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The one respondent from the ACT Liberals said that she supported VAD and would support the
processes of the Legislative Assembly in considering the Paterson Motion and the 2029 review. The
statement will be on the Canberrans for a Good Death website (canberransforagooddeath.net).

The track record of the Liberal Party with respect to VAD is well known, and not encouraging if you
want a more humane VAD Act.

The Liberal Commonwealth Government passed a law in 1997 that banned the North en Territory
and Australian Capital Territory, from legislating euthanasia.

The Liberal Senator from the ACT voted against several attempts to restore ACT rights.

The majority of Liberal members of the Legislative Assembly voted against the VAD Bill. Ms Lee,
leader of the Liberal Party was one of the four Canberra Liberals who voted for the Bill.

All the Canberra Liberals, except two, voted against the Paterson Motion (One member did not vote
on that motion). The one Canberra Liberal member who voted for the Paterson Motion is not
standing at this election.

Anyone intending to vote for the Canberra Liberals, but who wants a more humane VAD law, has a
problem. Talk to your candidates, advocate for your views. Make your choice.
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Background to the Report

This survey was conducted by Canberrans for a Good Death as part of its campaign to amend the
VAD Act 2024, to make it more humane, and to better reflect the views of the ACT community. The
current legislation brings the ACT into line with all the States and includes a number of useful
improvements. The Legislative Assembly is to be congratulated on that.

The VAD Act includes the same restricted eligibility criteria for VAD as the states, and thus falls far
short of what community groups and individuals told the Government’s YourSay consultation that
they wanted. The Act does not include many of the recommendations that had support from a wide
range of organisations: the ACT Human Rights Commission; the Ministerial Advisory Council on
Multiculturalism; Go Gentle Australia; National Seniors Australia; the Health Care Consumers
Association (ACT); The Australian Nursing College, to name but a few. Nor did it seem to listen to the
many submissions from people who had traumatic experiences with the passing of loved ones.

The VAD Act largely ignored the 20 years of experience in the Netherlands, Belgium and Luxembourg
which have wider eligibility criteria for euthanasia than those in the ACT VAD Act. Nor was there any
acknowledgement of the fact that Canada has almost completed the transition away from the
Australian Model of VAD (on which the ACT law is based) to eligibility criteria and processes much
closer to those in the European countries.

One of the main deficiencies in the ACT VAD Act is that people with diseases such as Motor Neurone,
Huntington’s and Parkinson’s, have to suffer for many years, or decades, before becoming eligible to
apply for VAD. This places great burdens on the individual, family, and friends, and can result in long
periods of institutional care. The suicide rate amongst people with such conditions is several times
higher than for the general community.

Also, there are many health conditions which cause people to lose decision-making capacity and so
be excluded from access to VAD. Accidents can also give this result. Many individuals and groups
proposed to the ACT Government and the Select Committee, that there should be a form of Advance
Directive which would allow a person to access VAD, should they lose decision-making capacity.
There are several successful examples in European countries of such Directives, and those developed
in Quebec, and soon to be released for all Canada, should be noted.

When the final draft of the VAD Bill 2023 was released, Canberrans for a Good Death was formed to
advocate for changes to remedy these shortcomings in the Act. We first reviewed the submissions to
the ACT government and to the Legislative Assembly Select Committee and selected several
proposals that had received wide support.

To test the level of support in the ACT community for these proposals, we commissioned YouGov to
conduct a survey of ACT voters. (The Select Committee had received several suggestions that it
should conduct a survey to test its conclusions with Canberrans but it did not). The YouGov survey,
conducted in July 2024, found between 77% and 81% of voters support a number of the proposals
that are been rejected by the government.

Based on these findings, and taking into account the feasibility for action in the near future, two
proposals were selected by Canberrans for a Good Death to campaign for in this election. These are
discussed in the next section.

The Survey of Candidates’ Attitudes to Widening Eligibility for VAD was undertaken so we could
inform ACT voters of the candidates’ attitudes, and so the voters could take candidates’ views into
account when deciding how to vote in the October election.

Proposals for change to the ACT VAD Act.
Canberrans for a Good Death is advocating for two changes to the VAD Act in the next term of the
Legislative Assembly:
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Proposals by Canberrans for a Good Death.

Proposal 1: To remove from the eligibility criteria in the VAD Act 2024 the phrase ‘the individual is
in the last stages of life’

This proposal would enable persons with certain diseases ‘whose suffering is brutal but whose
disease trajectories are unpredictable (e.g. neurodegenerative diseases such as Huntington’s and
Parkinsons, where people may lose decision-making capacity earlier)’ the opportunity to begin the
VAD assessment process, when they considered life no longer worth living.

Proposal 2: that a person should be able to access VAD in circumstances where there has been
loss of capacity or an inability to communicate, but where there has been a prior voluntary
directive established when the individual had capacity indicating that the individual wished to
access VAD.

Appropriate safeguards would be included in VAD Act, and/or in the Medical Treatment (Health
Directions) Act 2006.

This is of particular relevance as Dementia is likely to become the largest cause of death in
Australia in the near future. A small proportion of people with advanced Dementia might
experience almost complete loss of mental, physical and social capacities. Many people are
concerned about this possibility.

Canberrans for a Good Death is also advocating that these changes be introduced in the next term of
the Legislative Assembly. Given the weight of evidence from Europe and Canada that shows that
these proposals can be implemented safely, and given the suffering that would be averted by early
action, there is no good reason to delay action until 2030.

In the Survey of the attitudes of Canberra Voters to Widening Eligibility for Voluntary Assisted Dying
in the ACT, conducted in July this year, 81% of voters supported a widening of eligibility as in Proposal
1, and 77% supported Canberrans being able to give some form of Advance Direction as in Proposal
2. 53% of voters wanted the changes in the next term of the Legislative Assembly, although 64% of
voters 65 years and older wanted it sooner rather than later!

What Questions were Asked

The questions that were asked were similar to those asked of Canberra voters in July. The questions
in the Candidates Survey were:

Question 1 Do you support or oppose voluntary assisted dying being made available to ACT
residents?

Question 2 For people suffering intolerably from health conditions that will eventually cause death,
but who are not ‘approaching the end of their life’, do you support or oppose them being
allowed to request voluntary assisted dying if they consider their quality of life is
significantly diminished?

Question 3 For people who are suffering intolerably, but do not have conditions which will cause
death, do you support or oppose them being allowed to request voluntary assisted dying if
they consider their quality of life is significantly diminished?

Question 4. Do you oppose or support a mechanism being provided to allow a person who has been
diagnosed with a terminal condition, but is not close to death, giving prior consent to VAD?

For the Questions 1-4, candidates were asked to respond: Support, Unsure, or Oppose.

Question 5 Do you think that the ACT Legislative Assembly should move to expand access to
voluntary assisted dying?
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For Question 5, candidates were asked if change should occur 1) in the next term of the
Legislative Assembly; 2) as set out in the VAD Act, about 2029; 3) Unsure or undecided; or,
4) Never

Responses to the Survey

This survey was conducted on the assumption it would only be necessary to report the results of the
candidates’ attitude to voters, and, with this information, the voters could better choose amongst
the candidates in the party of their preference, or independent candidates. But it was not to be.

Only 35 of the potential 149 candidates responded to the Survey questions and 5 submitted
statements. Of the respondents to the survey, Greens submitted 19, Independents for Canberra 10,
ACT Labor 3, Strong Independents 2, Independent 1.

These candidates could poll about 15 -20% of votes in 2024.

None of the Canberra Liberals responded to the questionnaire, nor did 22 ACT Labor candidates. The
combined vote of these parties was 72% in the 2020 election. As well, no answers were received
from 24 other candidates who were members of smaller parties and some independents that were
contacted. This group received a total of about 8% of 2020 votes.

Statements were received from 6 candidates which outlined their general positions on VAD and how
they would consider future changes. Three of these candidates also answered the survey questions.

The Secretary of ACT Labor provided a policy statement setting out that party’s position. Though ALP
members of the Legislative Assembly have a conscience vote on VAD issues in the Assembly, all ALP
members voted for the VAD Bill, and the Paterson Motion (one did not vote on this motion) in June
2024. So the ALP policy statement is a likely to be a good guide on how elected members will vote.

As only one Canberra Liberal candidate gave a personal statement and none answered the
guestionnaire, the leader of the Canberra Liberal Party was invited to encourage additional
candidates to respond to the survey and/or to put in a policy statement. No additional candidates
responded and no policy statement was received.

The survey received information on the views of 63 candidates (after allowing for double counting)
about VAD and possible future changes.

As voters could not be provided with the responses for any Canberra Liberal candidates or most ACT
Labor candidates, it was decided to include the voting histories of the Parties in the Legislative
Assembly on the VAD Act and on the Paterson Motion (See Appendix 3 for full details). Although
‘past performance is not necessarily a guide to future performance’, in politics it can be a useful
guide. Voters may find it useful to consider this when choosing who to vote for.

A detailed description® of the method used to conduct the Survey is in Appendix 1

!In brief, emails were sent to the 72 candidates who were registered with the ACT Electoral Commission on 30
August (mainly major parties and Fiona Carrick Independent). At about the same time, emails were sent to
parties and individual candidates receiving more than 1% of the vote at the 2020 Election. The individuals and
groups contacted received 95.4% of the votes at the last election. Several follow-up emails were sent to
persons and parties who had not previously responded. Many independents were not contacted due to timing,
access, or resource limitations. Reminders were sent and the closing date extended. The Canberra Liberals
were invited to encourage more candidates to respond and to make a statement.

Canberrans for a Good Death 7 canberransforagooddeath.net




Responses to the Questionnaire

There were 35 candidates who provided answers to the questions in the survey: 19 Greens, 10
Independents for Canberra; 3 ALP; 2 Strong Independents; and one Independent. The answers for
each candidate are provided in Appendix 3. An overview of responses in given here.

The candidates who completed the survey were, with two exceptions, very supportive of extending
eligibility to VAD to persons with terminal conditions, but not close to death (Q2); for permitting
Advance Directives (Q4); and for taking action in the next term of the Legislative Assembly (Q5).
There was a range of opinions about extending eligibility to person with intolerable suffering but
non-terminal conditions (Q4).

Of the two exceptions, one candidate opposed every option, including VAD itself, the other
unsure/undecided. No other survey responses were opposed to any of the issued raised in the
Survey. One candidate supported VAD but was unsure about almost every option.

Survey responses
The Greens

All the 19 Green candidates: supported VAD (Q1): widening of eligibility to VAD to include conditions
such a Motor Neurone Disease and Parkinson's Disease (Q2); permitting Advance Directives (Q4);
and, taking action in the next term of the Legislative Assembly (Q5). Only 1 of the 19 supported
eligibility for VAD for person with non-terminal conditions (Q3). No Green opposed any of the issues
raised in the questionnaire.

Independents for Canberra

Of the 10 Independents for Canberra candidates, 10 supported Q1, 9 supported Q2, 6 supported Q3
and 8 supported Q4. No candidate opposed any of the questions.

ACT Labor

Three ALP candidates replied to the survey: all supported VAD (Q1); 2 supported extending eligibility
for VAD being extended to people who meet all criteria for VAD, except 'approaching the end of their
life' (Q2); 1 supported extending eligibility being extended to persons with non-terminal conditions
(Q3); 2 supported providing a form of Advance Directive (Q4); and 2 supported action in the next
term of the Legislative Assembly. No one opposed any of the questions.

If past performance is a guide to future performance, the three respondents will go along with the
ALP Statement in future votes.

Strong Independents

There were two Strong Independents. They supported all the questions asked and favoured action in
the next term of the Legislative Assembly.

Independent Candidate

Only one independent candidate completed the survey. This candidate was opposed to all the
questions — including the existence of VAD itself. The response to question about timing of change
was ‘Never’.

Canberra Liberals
No Canberra Liberals answered the questions in the survey.
Minor Parties

No responses were received from candidates for 4 minor parties to whom invitations to distribute
survey forms were sent.
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Statements made by Candidates

There were six responses from candidates: 3 ALP, 1 Canberra Liberals, 1 Green, and one from Fiona
Carrick Independent. In general, all were supportive of VAD, and most mentioned that they would
engage with the processes of the Legislative Assembly including the review resulting from the
Paterson Motion.

The three ALP candidates either included or mentioned the ALP Secretariat Position Statement, and
they were counted in the category. The Liberal candidate, Leanne Castley, noted that she had voted
for the VAD Bill, and would take part in the processes of the Legislative Assembly including the
review resulting from the Paterson Motion.

The statements, or agreed extracts from them, will be on the Canberrans for a Good Death website,
linked to the Report.

Statement made by Australian Labor Party
The full statement is on the Survey page of the Canberrans for a Good Death website
canberransforagooddeath.net.

This section provides a brief overview of the statement:

® it says that the ALP is proud to have led the development and passage of ‘nation-leading’
voluntary assisted dying legislation. (Inferred answer to Q1 - Support);

® re-iterates many of the claims previously expressed in previous Ministerial Statements about
the ways in which the ACT Act is a significant improvements over those of the states;

* has an extended explanation of the significance of the phrase 'approaching the end of life'. It
is not clear if this is an indirect reference to Q2 — eligibility to VAD for a person who meets all
eligibility criteria for VAD, except the 'approaching the end of life'.

e says that the ALP will ‘will honour and prioritise’ the commitment given in relation to the
Paterson Motion, to ‘explore the issue experienced in other VAD jurisdictions of ineligibility
due to loss of capacity following the final approval for VAD access, and, through this work,
engage a broad range of stakeholders to develop a pathway in the ACT to address this issue
and explore models to address where an individual has lost capacity following the final
assessment report. These models may include Enduring Powers of Attorney or Advanced
Care Directives’. It is not clear if this is partial support for Q4 ‘a binding Advance Directive’.

The statement does not say that that the ALP will act on the Paterson Motion Review in the next
term of the Legislative Assembly. So, the answer to Q5 is probably that it will act in 2029-30.
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Appendix 1: Method used for the conduct of the Survey

To enable this information on attitudes of candidates to widening eligibility for VAD to be collected,
analysed, and published, in time for voters to consider their information, it was necessary to conduct
the survey before the Close of Nominations for Candidates.

Survey forms were emailed on 1 September to candidates registered with the ACT Electoral
Commission (ACT EC) on the Friday 30 August. In addition, emails were sent to all Parties that fielded
candidates in the 2020 election, and for which one of their candidates received 2% or more of the
vote in any one Electorate (or about 0.4% of the total vote).

Of the parties that contested the 2020 election, two parties had applied to the ACT EC for
deregistration and one had decided not to field any candidates. Four other parties and one
independent who received more than 2% in any one electorate were contacted. The independent
had already registered. None of the other parties provided the name of any candidate.

Survey forms were sent to 71 candidates: the ACT Labor (25), the Canberra Liberals (252), The ACT
Greens (10), Independents for Canberra (10) (they had not contested the 2020 election) and Fiona
Carrick Independent (1) (who had contested the 2020 election). These parties, and Fiona Carrick,
received 86.5% of the vote the 2020 election.

The response from two parties was relatively low, so emails were sent to party leaders drawing their
attention to this and asking if they wanted to ask their candidates if they wanted to reply to the
survey, of if the party want to make a general statement on the issues raised. The closing date was
extended until 28 September.

2 Since emailing the survey forms, the Canberra Liberals dis-endorsed Ms Kikkert who is now standing as a
Family First candidate.
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Appendix 2: The Paterson Motion
The Paterson Motion is below.

It should be noted that sections 1 c), d) e) of motion below, apply to persons to whom covered by
Questions 3 and 4, ie persons with conditions like Motor Neurone Disease, Parkinson's Disease (Q3)

and persons experiencing intolerable suffering but not with terminal conditions (Q4). Many of these

people also ‘choose to end their life’ because of restricted eligibility for VAD in Australia. It is likely

that many more people covered by Q3 and Q4 are denied access to VAD than are covered by the

particular narrow issue focused on by the Paterson Motion.

Extract From Legislative Assembly Hansard 6 June 2024.

Dr Marisa Paterson MLA: | give notice that | shall move -

That this Assembly:

(1) Notes that:
a.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY FOR THE
AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY

NOTICE OF MOTION

Voluntary assisted dying (VAD) is an end-of-life choice that should be available to
eligible people who suffering intolerably.

The ACT Government consultation on VAD, and the evidence heard by the ACT
Legislative Assembly Inquiry into the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2023,
highlighted the desire of the ACT community to see legislation start to address the
issue of access to VAD following loss of capacity.

There is a gap in all Australian VAD legislation to date when an individual has gone
through all the requests and approval stages to access VAD, and then they lose
capacity. They become ineligible.

This gap has two adverse outcomes: i) individuals will often choose to end their life
earlier than they would like, because they are concerned about losing capacity and
becoming ineligible, ii) when an individual does lose capacity and is no longer
eligible this often leaves families very distressed as they can no longer support
their loved ones wishes to access VAD. And the individual is often suffering
intolerably, without capacity.

Four jurisdictions across the world have models that allow VAD when someone
has lost capacity.

To address this gap, Dr Paterson released a consultation draft of amendments on
16™ May, 2024.

The proposed amendments provide an intersecting point between the Voluntary
Assisted Dying Bill 2023 and the Powers of Attorney Act 2006.

The amendments are addressed through the ACT Legislative Assembly Scrutiny
Committee Report No. 42.

The amendments see an individual establish a VAD attorney to become operative
as the decision maker in the case of an individual who losses capacity following
the final assessment report. There are significant safeguards built into the
amendments.

The consultation process received responses from 23 organisations (18 were
supportive in principle, and 5 did not support the amendments), responses from
76 members of the community (70 were in support, and 6 were opposed) and two
consultations sessions were run on 23rd May (3 attendees) and 28th May (24
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attendees).

k. Overall, the feedback was very supportive of the ACT addressing the issue of
access to VAD following loss of capacity. However, there were issues and concerns
raised with the amendments that simply could not be overcome in the short time-
frame of the consultation.

I.  Further consultation is needed on a model that is fit-for-purpose in the ACT to
address this gap.

(2) Calls on the ACT Government to:
a. Explore the issue experienced in other VAD jurisdictions of ineligibility due to
loss of capacity following the final approval for VAD access.
b. Through this work:
i. Engage a broad range of stakeholders to develop a pathway in the ACT to
address this issue
ii. Explore models to address where an individual has lost capacity following
the final assessment report, this may include Enduring Power of Attorney
or Advanced Care Directives.
C. Report back to the Assembly by end of May 2025.

M. Roberon

Dr Marisa Paterson MLA
03/06/2024
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Appendix 3: Responses to survey questions from Individual Candidates

Responses of candidates who answered the survey questions.

Question 1 ‘Do you support VAD’ Question 2 ‘Widen eligibility to include conditions such as Motor Neurone Disease’
Question 3 ‘widen eligibility to include non-terminal conditions’ Question 4 ‘Permit Advance Directive’.

Question 5 ‘When should changes be made?’ Next term of Assembly? According to the VAD Act~ 2030? Unsure? Never?

Electorate Brindabella
Last Name | First Name Party Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Nugent Sam ACT Greens Support Support Support Support Next term
Nuttall Laura ACT Greens Support Support Unsure Support Next term
Swan Troy ACT Greens Support Support Unsure Support Next term
Forde Brendan ACT Labor Support Unsure Unsure Unsure ~ 2030
Fernandes | Riley Independents for Canberra | Support | Support Unsure Support Next term
Picker Dr Vanessa Independents for Canberra | Support Support Support Support Next term
Electorate Ginnindera
Last Name | First Name Party Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Liersch Tim ACT Greens Support Support Unsure Support Next term
Clay Jo ACT Greens Support Support Unsure Support Next term
Hunterford | Dani ACT Greens Support Support Unsure Support Next term
Sinclair Adele ACT Greens Support | Support Unsure Support Next term
Foresti Leanne Independents for Canberra | Support Support Support Support Next term
Richardson | Mark Independents for Canberra | Support | Support | Support | Support Next term
Electorate = Kurrajong

Last Name | First Name Party Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Cruz James ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Mudford Isabel ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Rattenbury | Shane ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Reid Jillian ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Vassarotti Rebecca ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Stephen-
Smith Rachel ACT Labor Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Emerson Thomas Independents for Canberra | Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Poguet Sara Independents for Canberra | Yes Yes Unsure Yes Unsure
Bray Ann Strong Independents Yes Yes Yes Yes Next term
Strong Peter Strong Independents Yes Yes Yes Yes Next term
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Responses of candidates who answered the survey questions.

Question 1 ‘Do you support VAD’ Question 2 ‘Widen eligibility to include conditions such as Motor Neurone Disease’
Question 3 ‘widen eligibility to include non-terminal conditions’ Question 4 ‘Permit Advance Directive’.

Question 5 ‘When should changes be made?’ Next term of Assembly? According to the VAD Act~ 2030? Unsure? Never?

Electorate Murrumbidgee

Last Name | First Name Party Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Brewer Michael ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Carter Sam ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Davidson Emma ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Rangarajan | Harini ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Diba Rima Independent No No No No Never
Dawes Anne-Louise Independents for Canberra | Yes Unsure Yes Unsure Next term
McGrady Paula Independents for Canberra | Yes Yes Unsure Unsure Next term
Electorate Yerrabi
Last Name | First Name Party Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Braddock Andrew ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Consen-
Lynch Soélily ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Gias Alex ACT Greens Yes Yes Unsure Yes Next term
Raj Mallika ACT Labor Yes Yes Yes Yes ~ 2030
KC Sneha Independents for Canberra | Yes Yes Yes Yes Next term
Pollard David Independents for Canberra | Yes Yes Yes Yes Next term
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