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Council: Berrigan 

Delegate: Tim Stubbs 

Venue: Berrigan War Memorial Hall 

Date: 10 February 2016 

Time: 9am 

  

Facilitator: Good morning, everyone and welcome to the third session of the public 
inquiry.  My name is Rachel Trigg and I will be helping to facilitate today’s 
proceedings to make sure that they run smoothly and efficiently. 

 Before we get started with the formal part of the inquiry process there are just 5 

a few housekeeping things I wanted to mention.  First of all, if you could 
please pop your phones onto silent or turn them off so that we can focus on 
the speakers today and also, if you have not already done so, if you could 
make sure that you have signed in at the front desk there.  That would be 
much appreciated. 10 

 As you probably know, the toilet facilities in this venue are located at the back 
and to the left there and go down the hall.  In the unlikely event that there is 
an emergency of some kind you can see that there are exit signs to the left 
and then two to the right here including where you entered today. 

 So without further ado I will hand over to Tim Stubbs who is the delegate for 15 

today’s proceedings who will open the public inquiry session and talk you 
through the process. 

Tim: Good morning, everyone.  Thanks for coming out this morning and being here 
today.  So my name is Tim Stubbs and I’m the delegate that has been 
appointed by the Acting Chief Executive of the Office of Local Government to 20 

examine and report on the Minister for Local Government’s proposal to merge 
Berrigan Shire Council and part of Jerilderie Shire Council. 

 I would like to formally welcome you to this public inquiry which is part of the 
examination and reporting process into the merger proposal.  I begin by 
acknowledging the traditional custodians and their ancestors of the land on 25 

which this public inquiry takes place and also to pay my respects to the 
elders, past and present.   

 I have now got to go through a relatively formal intro that outlines the whole 
inquiry and sort of the different steps and the pieces of legislation that drive it.  
So this will take a little bit of time but it is important we go through it.   30 

 This public inquiry is being conducted in accordance with Section 263 of the 
Local Government Act 1993.  My role as delegate is to examine and report on 
a proposal that is being referred to the Acting Chief Executive of the Office of 
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Local Government by the Minister for Local Government under Section 218F, 
subsection (1) of the Act. 

 The proposal is for the merger between Berrigan Shire Council and part of 
Jerilderie Shire Council.  I have been appointed to conduct an examination of 
the proposal and to provide a report to the Minister and the Boundaries 5 

Commission. 

 I would like to stress that my role is an impartial one.  I am not here to 
advocate the proposal.  It is not my proposal.  It is the Minister’s proposal.  My 
role here today is to listen to your views on that proposal.   

 Section 263, subsection (2A) and 218F, subsection (2) of the Local 10 

Government Act requires me to hold a public inquiry into the proposal to 
merge Berrigan Shire and part of the Jerilderie Shire Councils.  The main 
purpose of this public inquiry is to provide members of the public with an 
opportunity to provide their views on the proposal directly to me. 

 As members of the public you have been invited to attend today’s public 15 

inquiry and, should you choose, may speak about the proposal under 
examination. 

 More details about the examination and reporting process can be found on 
the Council Boundary Review website which is 
www.Councilboundaryreview.nsw.gov.au but, in summary, throughout this 20 

process, I will conduct a public inquiry.  So that is happening today.  I have 
called for written submissions so that happened towards the end of January – 
was the call for written submissions.  That goes through to the end of 
February and at the end of March I will prepare a report on the proposals 
having due regard to the factors in Section 263, subsection (3) of the Act. 25 

 So this is the important.  These are the factors that I need to consider when I 
examine this proposal and pull together my report that goes to the Minister.  
There are some posters with those factors up around the walls and they are 
also on the website.  So if you are going to put in this submission it is useful if 
you sort of have a look at those factors either on the walls here today or on 30 

the website and just use them as a guide to what you might choose to write 
about. 

 So the factors that I must consider in my report are: the financial advantages 
or disadvantages of the proposal to the residents and ratepayers of the areas 
concerned.  So, a financial factor; the community of interest and geographical 35 

cohesion in the existing areas and in any proposed new areas; the existing 
historical and traditional values in existing areas and the impact of change on 
them; the attitude of the residents and ratepayers of the areas concerned; the 
requirements of the area concerned in relation to elected representation for 
residents and ratepayers at the local level; the desirable and appropriate 40 

relationship between elected representatives and ratepayers and residents 
and such other matters as considered relevant in relation to the past and 
future patterns of elected representation for that area; the impact of the 
proposal on the ability of the Council to provide adequate, equitable and 
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appropriate services and facilities; the impact of the proposal on the 
employment of the staff by the Council; the impact of the proposal on any 
rural communities in the resulting area; the desirability or otherwise of dividing 
the resulting area or areas into wards; the need to ensure that the opinions of 
each of the diverse communities of the resulting area or areas are effectively 5 

represented and any other factors relevant to the provision of efficient and 
effective Local Government in the existing and proposed new areas. 

 So they are the factors and again they are up on the wall and they are on the 
website.  So if you are putting in a written submission they are a useful guide 
to help you work out what you might want to write and under which factor. 10 

 At the conclusion of the examination process I will prepare a report to the 
Minister and the Boundaries Commission.  The Boundaries Commission will 
review and provide comments to the Minister on the report.  The Minister for 
Local Government will then consider the report together with any comments 
from the Boundaries Commission and may or may not recommend to the 15 

Governor of New South Wales that the proposed merger be implemented with 
or without modifications. 

 So just to go through that again, I do my report, I make recommendations in 
my report, it goes to the Boundaries Commission and the Minister at the same 
time and is made public.  The Boundaries Commission can comment on my 20 

report to the Minister.  The Minister will then consider my report and any 
comments from the Boundaries Commission and then recommend to the 
Governor if the proposed merger should proceed. 

 So this is not talking about what happens when the mergers happen.  This is 
looking at there is still an examination of the merger happening and this is 25 

what we are doing here today. 

 To allow for those proceedings to be conducted fairly and efficiently the 
inquiry will be structured with a schedule of speakers and time limits on 
speakers and that is to make sure everyone gets a chance to speak and in 
the interest of fairness.  Our facilitator for the day is Rachel Trigg and she will 30 

provide a more detailed rundown of today’s proceedings in a moment. 

 Other members of my team that are here today are Brian McCabe on 
registration , Karen who has been assisting us and Joyce, my executive 
officer here. 

 Finally, my duty today is to listen to all the submissions and to consider them, 35 

along with other material gathered throughout the course of the examination 
process in preparation for my final report.  I need to make it clear that I do not 
have the power to resolve any specific issues or identify solutions to any 
particular complaint that an individual or organisation may have about the 
proposal or the Local Government reform process to date.  So I am just here 40 

to listen to your views on this proposal.  I cannot answer questions or resolve 
issues.  It is just to hear what you think of the Minister’s proposal. 
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 So the proposal, as it stands and there are copies of the proposal around the 
room but basically there are some maps as well that are useful, is to merge 
Jerilderie Shire south of Yanco Creek with Berrigan Shire Council and again, 
the maps are there.  That is the proposal in a nutshell.  The proposal 
documents have further information and I think it is probably best to look at 5 

those if you want to get any more of the detail rather than run through it here 
and now. 

 In addition to having the opportunity to speak at this public inquiry, members 
of the public may also provide their views on the merger proposal by making a 
written submission.  Written submissions will be one of the most important 10 

ways for me to gather information during the examination process as will 
verbal submissions.  So written submissions will have equal weight as any 
verbal submission that is made here today.  So if you do not choose to speak, 
a written submission is just as important and if you do speak and feel like you 
want to say more or you know, you want to re-collect your views, a written 15 

submission is always good because it gives you the time to think through the 
process of writing down the very logical and evidence-based submission that I 
can use in my report. 

 Again, the factors are a sort of guiding way to do your submissions and again 
my final report and all written submissions will be published at the end of the 20 

proposed examination process and unless the author requires that the 
submission remains confidential, those submissions will be published with my 
report.  So your submissions will be made public at the end of this process. 

 Written submissions close at 5pm Eastern Daylight Saving Time on Sunday, 
28th February, 2016 and can be submitted either online at the Council 25 

Boundary Review website or by mail to Council Boundary Review, GPO Box 
5341, Sydney, NSW, 2001.  If you need any of those details, at the end of the 
inquiry Joyce or myself or anyone can give you either the website address or 
that postal address for your submissions. 

 Okay.  Look, that is enough from me.  I really am just here to listen to you 30 

today and hopefully we can have a good session and get everyone the 
opportunity to speak so I’ll hand over to Rachel now and she will run through 
and go from there. 

Facilitator: Thank you, Tim.  Before we hear from the first speaker there are a few 
procedures that I need to run through and I will try to whip through these fairly 35 

rapidly so that we can begin hearing from speakers.  So as Mr Stubbs has 
stated this inquiry will be held in accordance with Section 263 of the Local 
Government Act.  The session must be concluded at the advertised time of 11 
o’clock.   

 Each Council which is subject to the merger proposal will be given fifteen 40 

minutes to formally speak to one of the public inquiry sessions either here this 
morning or at Jerilderie this afternoon.  Individual speakers will then have up 
to five minutes to speak on the proposal.  I will be using my phone to time the 
speakers so do not worry, I am not checking my emails.  I am just keeping 
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track of time there and I will give a verbal warning one minute prior to 
speakers’ time elapsing. 

 Speakers are encouraged to speak directly into the microphone so that 
everybody in the hall can hear and to provide their name, the Local 
Government that they are from and if relevant, any organisation that they are 5 

representing here today.  Speakers should direct their comments to Mr 
Stubbs and comments should be relevant to the proposal that is under 
consideration here today.  Speakers are also encouraged to avoid repetition 
of previous speakers to provide as much new information to Mr Stubbs as 
possible to help him with writing his report.  Annoying behaviour from 10 

attendees such as calling out or making disparaging remarks is inappropriate 
here today. 

 I need to advise you that today’s session is being audio-recorded to ensure 
that a formal record of today’s proceedings can be generated including a 
transcript.  To respect the privacy of attendees, audio, video or photographic 15 

recordings of the public inquiry cannot be made without the approval of Mr 
Stubbs and media representatives may only take audio, video or 
photographic recordings in line with the media protocols and again, as 
approved by Mr Stubbs. 

 So now without further ado, I would like to call the first speaker for this 20 

morning representing Berrigan Shire Council, and as a representative for the 
Council, he will have fifteen minutes to speak.  Thank you, Sir. 

Rowan: Thanks, Tim.  Rowan Perkins representing Berrigan.   

Male: Excuse me, can we get it to a point where we can see the speaker as well?  

Male: Yeah.  Good idea. 25 

Male: Would that be possible?  Can we go to the side? 

Tim: Walk around if it feels more comfortable.  I think with some speakers, they 
probably feel more comfortable if they can just not have to see the audience 
but be part of the audience. 

Male: [indecipherable] 30 

Tim: Yeah.  I think that we want to keep it as informal as we can.  It’s just about 
getting information across to me so I can put it in my report but I think, you 
know, for those who are confident are probably happy to speak 
[indecipherable] speakers might be more comfortable with [indecipherable]. 

Facilitator: We need to make sure that the information in this [indecipherable] Mr Stubbs 35 

to consider [indecipherable] rather being a public meeting as such. 

Male: We cannot hear you down here, Mr Chairman. 

Facilitator: Today’s session is an opportunity for everyone to provide their views to Mr 
Stubbs in preparing his report and thinking about his report hence the set-up 
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of the microphone so that he can look directly at people and see them as they 
are speaking.  Thanks. 

Rowan: Right-oh.  Thanks, Tim.  Rowan Perkins representing Berrigan Shire Council.  
Council welcomes the opportunity to make a presentation today.  We 
appreciate that we have only got fifteen minutes so it is obviously a fairly brief 5 

presentation.  We will obviously take the opportunity to make a formal 
submission.  Just by way of introduction, we will try and respond to the inquiry 
in terms of the section set out in the Act.  So we will work through those and 
the Council also again makes a point that is not anti-reform per se.  It does 
however consider that the proposal that has been put forward for 10 

consideration represents very meagre savings from a very significant 
investment and I’ll go into that a little bit later.  The Council has measured its 
response against the proposal basically by adopting the position that its 
residents should be left no worse off after any merger than they would have 
been had the merger not occurred.  The Council is also aware of the State’s 15 

expectations being that any merged Council would observe downward 
pressure on rates, improved services and infrastructure and enhanced scale 
of capacity.  So that is where we are coming from basically at this stage.   

 Now just in responding to the proposal, the first issue is broadly the financial 
advantages and disadvantages.  The residents of Berrigan Shire Council in 20 

the merger proposal make up about 80 per cent of the population of the 
proposed merged area.   

 Whilst the Council has done significant due diligence on the – over the 
merger as a whole – merged the whole of the Jerilderie Shire and Berrigan 
Shire, it has not done a lot of due diligence on the part merger proposal.  So 25 

some of what we are saying will come from that original work. 

 What we do know from the previous work is that the proposal at that stage 
was to merge Jerilderie with an underlying deficit of about $1.6 million with 
Berrigan with an underlying surplus of about $2 million.  What that means for 
the 87 per cent of the residents of the Berrigan Shire Council is that we would 30 

need to find another $1.6 million every year just to maintain the existing levels 
of service.  So that is every year from now – forever. 

 Now Jerilderie might correct me here if I am wrong but I think what they are 
telling us is that the southern part of Jerilderie from the Yanco Creek South 
basically operates on about a $1.2 million deficit per year.  We also know 35 

from the merger proposal that is it suggesting savings of, in effect, $800,000 
over twenty years.  So that is $40,000 a year and that is why we refer to it as 
pretty meagre. 

 The second major financial area of concern is the impact upon rates for all of 
the residents of the proposed merged area.  If Berrigan continued to apply its 40 

policy in place – rate and service equity – so getting about the same level of 
service for about the same amount of rates – Jerilderie urban rate payers – so 
that is business and residential – would see an increase of about 52 per cent 
in their rates.  Berrigan farmers would see about a 19 per cent increase.  
Berrigan urban rate payers see about an 8 per cent decline and Jerilderie 45 
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farmers would see about a 74 per cent decline.  Now whichever way you look 
at it, that is a pretty significant level of change and I think we have seen that 
Jerilderie has just been pursuing a special rate variation created for their 
benefit [indecipherable] a lot less than that. 

 In relation to the community of interest, Council does not really see any over-5 

arching issues in terms of community of interest.  It does see that in the 
geographical sense Jerilderie knows it better than us but probably the 
northern part of that tribe is a bit more to the north and the southern area 
looks a bit more to the south, effectively. 

 In relation to the traditional values of the area we don’t see any particular 10 

issues in terms of that.  Berrigan already has four towns and each have their 
own unique culture and identity.  To have one more town we do not think 
would change that in any real way. 

 In terms of the attitudes of the residents and rate payers in the area 
concerned, the Council has actively engaged this community in relation to the 15 

merger issue – not just through this current proposal for the previous 
suggestions – but also through its long term community surveys and I think it 
is fair to say there has been almost universal rejection of any proposed 
merger and I think it has been evident from the recent public meeting in 
Jerilderie as well as that community does not have a lot of love for merging 20 

Berrigan Shire. 

 In relation to the ability of the Councils to provide equable and appropriate 
services the merger suggests, in an overall sense, $15.8 million worth of 
savings over twenty years which includes the $15 million which the states 
were proposing to inject so we say that is $40,000 a year plus some capital 25 

works and then some expenses to do with the amalgamation. 

 Interestingly, the loss of the main general manager’s position will save $4 
million over that term with the accompanying loss of strategic capacity.  So 
our conclusion is that the other services must in fact be costing $3.2 million 
more to deliver in the merged Councils than they are in the individual 30 

Councils. 

 The Council’s view of the rate of return on the investment for $15 million is 
that it is so poor that it represents an unsound use of public funds.  The actual 
rate of return on that $15 million is .26 per cent per annum.  Now interestingly 
if we just invest that at current term deposit rates, which are historically low, 35 

that would give us a return of $7.8 million over twenty years or $390,000 a 
year. 

 We also have concerns that the expected merger gains, if you like, are so 
meagre that they will probably never even really be achieved and if they are, 
we won’t be able to identify them in each case and I guess they are not going 40 

to have any impact on the underlying financial concerns that the Council has 
about the sustainability of the future Council. 
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 We also believe that the proposed staff efficiencies identified in the report are 
unlikely to be achieved because of the staff protection provisions in the Act.  
We also note that – or propose – that the Council should get to a revenue 
base of $25 million.  This Council already has a revenue based at $25 million. 

 So we understand that the State Government is looking for solutions in trying 5 

to sustain Councils in the area but so that the residents of this shire can enjoy 
the current levels of service, this Council suggests that one of those great 
issues that need to be harmonised immediately, not after four years or not as 
someone suggested, phasing over ten years.  We need some form of 
exemption from the staff protection provisions, not because the Council is 10 

wanting to [indecipherable] but because it is unsustainable in its current form 
as proposed and it has stated before.  Again, if this proposal proceeds there 
is going to need to be an injection of funds of between $1.5 to $2 million a 
year in an untied sense forever – not just one year, not just five years – every 
year.   15 

 In terms of impacts on staff as mentioned, we believe the proposal is an 
unsustainable one and whilst we don’t know exactly, we probably suggest 
there would need to be changes or reductions of staff – of ten or fifteen staff.  
Now that reduction in staff – one of those will be the general manager 
obviously – but when we model that, that shows us that we would lose a total 20 

of fifty-three jobs in the area when that is worked through and $8.18 million of 
lost economic activity.  So again, they are lost forever. 

 Now our Council view is that we are of the opinion that we should be trying to 
grow our communities – not reduce them – and we would just like you to think 
about the impact of those loss of jobs and population on probably the two 25 

smallest towns in the proposal in Berrigan and Jerilderie.  That is where they 
will come from. 

 The effect on rural communities – agriculture is our biggest driver.  With the 
implementation of the Murray Valley Basin Plan, the Council undertook a 
Strengthening Basin Communities Project with the Federal Government.  30 

That indicated that one of the most significant things that could be done to 
mitigate the effects of the reductions to be lost through the implementation of 
the plan was to improve transport logistics.  Now this Council has been 
actively doing that – increasing road capacity both in width and strength.  Now 
in this unsustainable model that would not continue.  In fact, growth would 35 

start to decline.   

 So I think what we are going to see in the future is that the farmer is going to 
pay 19 per cent more for his rates and he is making all the investments he 
can make in his operations.  He is going to find that he is actually going to 
become less competitive on the national and global market because of the 40 

difficulty getting his product to market. 

 In relation to the issue awards, Berrigan’s view is that adequate 
representation can only be achieved through remaining un-subdivided.  This 
Council was previously subdivided and that focused representation on the 
town with the larger population rather than the broader area.  Council also 45 
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has a view that it may preclude talented candidates from being able to get – 
or gain – the role as a representative if they – in sparsely populated areas as 
opposed to the most populated ones. 

 In terms of ensuring the opinions of diverse communities are represented – in 
the future we do not think that is an issue at all. 5 

 The other factors we think are relevant are that again, when comparing the 
merger of the two shires, we did some analysis of our regional 
competitiveness and that would actually be reduced by the merger – not 
enhanced.  We also, as a part of that previous due diligence, engaged SGS 
Economics to do some work for us on a business case and they raised a 10 

couple of relevant points I think.   

 One was that whilst the two Councils shared some similarities they also had 
some very significant differences.  The theme one being the differing rates of 
population growth – Berrigan growing and Jerilderie declining; economic 
diversity with Berrigan diversifying tourism and large industries while 15 

Jerilderie is mainly heavily reliant on agriculture.   

 The issue that Berrigan’s major LGA relationships will probably cross borders 
to [indecipherable] Shire and there were significant differences in relation to 
the rate paces with Berrigan enjoying higher values and more residential 
assessments. 20 

 SGS also found that there were two differences in the communities with 
strategic plans.  In the Berrigan – and I’m quoting this – “He is more intent on 
growing and expanding while Jerilderie is more focused on stability and 
preventing decline.  The Berrigan line plan has focused on a no-win 
investment in fee and structure and is pressing to go on the correct economic 25 

growth and diversifying the economy and aims to intensify resource sharing.” 

 All of that lead SGS to the conclusion that an amalgamation would result in 
that area developing in quite opposite directions.  One area with population 
growth and related in recent property values and rate pace while the 
remainder would experience population decline and deteriorating rate pace – 30 

so two distinct parts for one shire. 

 And in conclusion the Council’s assessment is that the merger proposal does 
not achieve the State’s aims at all observing downward pressure on rates, 
improved services and infrastructure and enhancing scale and capacity. 

 Contrary to that, the proposal has a very high risk of creating a Council which 35 

will see significant rate increases for a large number of rate payers, will 
deliver a lower level of services that currently exists for the majority of 
residents and rate payers, has a lower level of strategic capacity than 
presently exists, is financially unsustainable, has no or limited capacity for 
adaptation or change or capacity to develop new services and infrastructure 40 

and oversee significant loss of social capital and regional [indecipherable] and 
finally one which will not be a credible partner for the State at all. 
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 The expected return of $40,000 on a $15 million investment we think 
represents misuse of public funds and a simple investment, as I said 
previously, would raise $390,000 a year and that, if given to the benefit of 
Jerilderie, would go a long way to enhancing their position.   

 So the Council cannot support the proposal unless there is some satisfactory 5 

resolution of the key underlying issues with relation to the financial 
sustainability of the merged Council, the equity of service and rating, the 
impact of Council operations to staff protection provisions and representation. 

 Without remedies to those points the Council cannot support this proposal 
because it would not pass the underlying test that would leave its residents 10 

better off than they presently are without that reform.  The proposal would see 
13 per cent of the population probably better off and- - - 

Facilitator: One minute. 

Rowan: Eighty-seven per cent worse off considering the equity of rates issue.  That is 
all we have got to say.  Thank you. 15 

Facilitator: Thank you.  I would now like to call the first individual speaker, Bernard 
Curtin.  And just to remind the speaker to speak as close as possible to the 
microphone as they can.  It can be a little bit off putting but it will be very 
helpful to make sure that the back of the room can hear everything that is 
being said.  Thanks. 20 

Bernard: To our guests here, welcome.  My fellow Councillors with us today, welcome.  
And, my fellow citizens, welcome.  I do not think I can lift this.  Can you hear 
me down there? 

Tim: You need to address the panel. 

Barnard: Yeah.  That would be right.  No offence meant.   25 

Facilitator: If you could use the microphone for recording, please. 

Bernard: Beg your pardon? 

Facilitator: If you can use the microphone so we can make a full recording. 

Bernard: I’ll get over here.  Well, I will not go over the introductions again.  Can I just 
say this, ladies and gentlemen, that after much study and much time, the 30 

Berrigan Council has elected to stand alone.  You have heard the General 
Manager recite the facts and figures of this and the reason for it is we believe 
that you, the members of the public, our rate payers, would be disadvantaged 
if we had to merge.  Now, the Jerilderie people, they keen to move north and 
we are happy to support them if that is what they wish to do. 35 

 I am very concerned about the facts and I mean this very respectfully, that it 
seems to me that the lack of geographical knowledge from people in 
Macquarie Street regarding the border areas.  Now, for example, I have had 
personally great difficulty explaining where Barooga is and having done so, 
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we had to pinpoint that on a map just to show where it was.  Now Barooga 
represents a bit over 25 per cent of the population of this shire.  Now I was 
told just in the last twenty-four hours that some people from Barooga were 
interested to address this meeting but because they have a Victorian 
postcode, they were found to be ineligible.  Now that may be corrected but 5 

that I was told and I was told that by quite senior people. 

 The reason I am mentioning that is not to mock the Office of Local 
Government but just to explain.  These were the difficulties we had down here 
in explaining to our masters in Sydney where we are, our population areas 
here and it is a great difficulty in getting that point over. 10 

 Now one of the things that I was very interested in was the fact that we were 
told by the Minister that these mergers will put downward pressure on rates.  I 
do not believe that and in fact it's just been pointed out by Rowan, that in fact 
that will not be the case and that to me is just so important and that is one of 
the reasons, as your Council here has been so emphatic that it will be of no 15 

advantage to you, our rate payers in this shire, for a merger to go ahead.  So I 
just want you all to take that on board. 

 The other people speaking later about this, it is so important that the 
Councillors here are very, very concerned that none of you – none of you – 
will be worse off and in the facts and figures we have before us now, if that 20 

goes ahead, that will not be the case. 

 The other thing we have got to be concerned about is we have four distinct 
communities in the shire and we have had so far in excess of one hundred 
years and we have been able to develop services, to develop facilities right 
throughout the shire and speaking very generally, it is well accepted by all of 25 

our people.  I would really like the panel here to take this into account.  We 
are told repeatedly that we must always be transparent with our people.  We 
must always act in their best interests.  Well, what is happening here, from my 
point of view, our government department is not acting in the best interests of 
our people.  I really want to emphasise that to you. 30 

Facilitator: One minute time warning, please Sir. 

Bernard: Is that ten minutes to go, is it?  I just want to emphasise that to you that we 
really sitting at the Council table are genuinely – genuinely concerned for your 
future, particularly materially for the services that we think are going to 
happen in the future.  You have heard what is going to happen with a merger 35 

base for which there is no advantage – no advantage for the Berrigan Shire.  I 
have got my doubts if there is an advantage to the Jerilderie Shire and they 
have their issues as well which we respect.   

 So can I leave you with this thought: I would really like to feel that we get 
overwhelming support for the stand we have taken and we have taken that 40 

stand for the best interests of you all.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Can I have the second individual speaker for today, would you 
like to come forward, please? 
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Speaker 2: Thank you, Mr Stubbs.  I would just like to comment on how unbalanced this 
report is.  There is not one mention of any disability this puts on the rate 
payers.  There is not one mention in the case of Jerilderie – probably go and 
see a doctor, a chemist, a butcher, probably a bank – what effect this will all 
have on their hospital.  So it just makes a mockery of what it says on page 4 5 

that this is all about providing increasing liveability for the people in the 
district.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Can I invite the next speaker, Tom [indecipherable] to come 
forward, please? 

Tom: I think I better take a deep breath.  Tom [indecipherable].  Dad has lived in the 10 

Berrigan Shire now since 1879.  I have been fortunate enough to have been 
born in Jerilderie, lived for sixty-five years working and living in Jerilderie 
Shire.  Now I live in the Berrigan Shire – forced retired. 

 I myself am in support of the amalgamation but not in the lines you have got.  
I am a supporter of the amalgamation of the whole of the Jerilderie Shire 15 

coming to the Berrigan district – coming into the Berrigan Shire.  I have heard 
the economic reasons why it can and cannot but I can assure you that all 
economic problems can be overcome with the right sort of reasons. 

 In the past we have had enormous hurdles put in front of us.  The first hurdle 
was within the wool industry.  What happened to the wool industry – the 20 

demise of the wool industry especially with the Jerilderie area – had an 
enormous effect on the Jerilderie area.  The simple reason was – the simple 
reason being is that all the jackeroos, jillaroos and all the support staff with 
the shearers and whoever else basically left that community.  We had the 
recent demise with the irrigation area but we really have not felt the effects of 25 

that as of yet.  That is what will come like the taking of water and now the 
irrigators selling water out of their areas which is going to have an effect on 
our communities – our towns.  I’m concerned for the town of Jerilderie in the 
long run. 

 Finley is a perfect example and Berrigan is another example of how to 30 

overcome those problems.  Finley was a government town – no longer a 
government town.  How did they overcome those problems?  The problems 
they faced were enormous but what they have done, they brought about what 
I call a major employer in the Finley district and that is their aged care 
facilities and I place my whole argument on aged care and tourism – the 35 

future of the whole area regardless of how long I have been in irrigation.  
Finley has today something like a hundred people employed in aged care in 
their hospital facilities.   

 Berrigan itself is not a government town.  It is a major employer.  It is a major 
employer as in hospital and aged care, second to none in aged care – 40 

something like sixty people employed in most facilities – a major employer for 
this town.   

 But Jerilderie I feel has made a mistake and I believe for the future is in their 
aged care and tourists.  Tourism they have done well.  They have done well 
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but I believe – firmly believe – that the future of this area is in tourism and 
aged care.  Tourism all along our river, which our growth is along our rivers, 
and that is our retirees retiring to those areas – not only those areas.  I am a 
member of the Berrigan Men’s Shed.  Possibly thirty – not half of our 
members are all retirees from outside of town, which is great. 5 

 I feel that the whole area and Jerilderie would have a much better future 
because my biggest fear is that Jerilderie loses any part of their shire.  Out at 
Jerilderie at the moment they are losing employees out of the shire, 
employees out of the town and that just cannot happen.  The town will begin 
to go into demise. 10 

 I can’t read because I am on a blind pension.  As I have said, tourism is the 
answer.  Aged care is the answer.  No matter where we go in Australia- - - 

Facilitator: One minute. 

Tom: Sorry.  The voice of tourism is speaking.  The towns are growing because of 
tourism.  Berrigan and Finley have set a great example for how this Jerilderie 15 

Shire – Berrigan Shire operates.  It is just not the shire, it is the people and 
the same thing can happen in Jerilderie.  I feel that they have got to promote 
their town as a retirement centre just like they are doing here.  I believe that 
there are increasing numbers of people in both shires.  I believe the whole 
thing has an economic future.  Thank you. 20 

Facilitator: I am not sure that the next registered speaker, Bob Wilbur, is here with us 
today.  Mr Wilbur, have you attended today?  In that case I will move to the 
following speaker, Viv McGee, please.  Thank you. 

Viv: Thank you, Madam Chair.  May I just ask if am allowed to turn this on the side 
and hopefully try and embrace the audience because my family and my 25 

children have always said, “Dad, your front profile is a bit better than your 
back profile.”  So I think the people here today would be much more 
comfortable and you too, Tim, if I can perhaps take this – you can take the 
side view and not this back and front nonsense.  I do also apologise to you if I 
repeat some of the figures that have been presented by other speakers 30 

because I would have to suggest that there is no way known we can know if 
we are going to repeat these figures or points if we do not know what the 
people are speaking about.  Sir, that has been the case.  Nobody knows what 
people are going to say so I will unfortunately, in my presentation, repeat 
some points.  So I do apologise for that. 35 

 I have written a few things after reading many, many hours from the Berrigan 
website and talking to people in our community and when I sat down I wrote a 
little – after the introduction – I wrote a little piece across the top of my 
presentation and I simply wrote, “Tim,” saying some advice for the Minister.   

 You made the point you don’t make decisions.  We acknowledge and respect 40 

that but I think you play a big role in advising the Minister what you see here 
today and in other committees, which isn’t good.  Thank you, Mr Stubbs for 
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the opportunity to present my submission into the proposed merger of the 
Berrigan Shire Council and part Jerilderie Shire Council.   

The views I present today are my own which I have formed after reading the 
Berrigan Shire Council website and my experiences as a rate payer and a 
citizen of the Berrigan Shire for the last thirty-seven years.  The expected 5 

outcomes for the merger between the Berrigan Shire and the Jerilderie – part 
Jerilderie Shire Council are – and these are well documented: A downward 
pressure on rates, I doubt.  Improved services and infrastructure, again very, 
very doubtful, enhanced scale and strategic capacity.  They are all on the 
website.   10 

It seems that all of these goals could not be met so no improvement then.  No 
improvement.  Mr Stubbs, just to point out an old Aussie expression: “If it ain’t 
broke, it doesn’t need fixing.” 

Now I will not bombard you all here with lots and lots of figures.  However, 
may I present just a few and this is where we get the repeat of some figures 15 

that have already been presented but I think they are very important for 
people to understand where we are coming from and where we are at. 

Roads, footpaths and storm water – they are vital parts of our communities.  
In the last six years Berrigan Shire Council has spent $50 million.  I do not 
know in terms of Sydney infrastructure – that is peanuts for them – but down 20 

here, Mr Chairman, it is very, very important that we have good roads, good 
footpaths and adequate storm water. 

Sporting facilities, rec reserves and pools – again, Tim, incredibly important to 
our communities because if we do not have good sporting facilities, where do 
our kids go? Rec reserves to play on, all important to these communities.  25 

Pools to swim in.  We did have at one stage, long before my time, we had 
plenty of channels that had water in them.  Today the channels are dry, half 
full and again, a huge risk – we are not allowed to swim in.  We have to 
provide swimming pools.  So on those facilities $6.8 million has been spent. 

Facilitator: One more minute, Sir. 30 

Viv: Libraries, public halls – $5.2 million.  Parks and gardens – $3.3 million – all 
while maintaining an operating service in five of the last six years.   

 The merged Council is expected to produce an ongoing deficit.  Therefore 
these services must deteriorate.  Sir, I could go on however time does not 
allow me to go on here today.  These figures clearly indicate a Council that is 35 

well managed, economically sound and fit for the future.  No doubt more 
detailed presentations will prove my point. 

 Another disturbing set of figures come to light if the merger of the Berrigan 
Shire Council and part Jerilderie Shire Council take place and that is this rate 
situation.  Jerilderie Shire urban rate payers – ordinary rates will increase 52 40 

per cent.  Berrigan farmland rates will increase 19 per cent.  Berrigan Shire 
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urban rates decrease 8 per cent.  Jerilderie Shire farmland rates decrease 74 
per cent.  This Sir, surely would be a hard sell to our communities. 

 Mr Stubbs, I have come to the conclusion after many hours of study of the 
facts and figures- - - 

Facilitator: Sir, it’s time.  If I could ask you to wrap it up, please. 5 

Viv: I generously support part merger with the Berrigan Shire Council – the part 
merger – the merger of the Berrigan Shire Council and part Jerilderie Shire 
Council.  Therefore I very much support the stand taken by the Berrigan 
Shire.  That is stand alone.  Sir, I repeat, ‘If it ain’t broke, it doesn’t need 
fixing’.  Thank you. 10 

Facilitator: Can I have Speaker 5, Syd Dudley, to come forward, please.   

Syd: Good morning.  My name is Syd Dudley.  I am from the Berrigan Shire 
Council.  I am representing the Finley Chamber of Commerce.  I am also 
chairman of the Finley Local Health and Mining Committee of Murrumbidgee 
Health, past chair of Finley Regional Care and I have been involved with the 15 

Health section for over twenty years.  Thank you Tim, for the invitation to 
address the inquiry along with other concerned residents of our community. 

 The Berrigan Shire has advocated for a stand-alone decision as in a 
financially viable, cohesive, well managed organisation that stirs an equally 
cohesive harmonious collective of four towns in rural areas.  This has taken a 20 

long time to achieve and it is part of what makes the Berrigan Shire work well.  
Berrigan Shire has taken the hard decisions over the years which is one of 
the reasons we are a financially sound shire today.   

 Yes, some shires are a basket case and need assistance but to treat all 
shires with the same formula, without taking into account individual 25 

circumstances, is a mistake. 

 You now want to disrupt this cohesion by including a portion of the Jerilderie 
Shire in the Berrigan Shire.  The Berrigan Shire and the Jerilderie Shire are 
both opposed to this merger although it is important to note that both shires 
support the Jerilderie Shire moving in in its entirety. 30 

 One key impact that the proposed merger will have is that Jerilderie rate 
payers will face a significant increase in their rates which of course will be met 
with an ‘us and them’ division. 

 Berrigan Shire currently has a population of approximately eight and a half 
thousand.  I estimate there are approximately twelve hundred residents of the 35 

current Jerilderie Shire who will be drawn in to the Berrigan Shire if the 
planned amalgamation proceeds. 

 If this amalgamation proceeds Jerilderie Shire residents are fearful of poor 
representation in the Berrigan Shire.  This population disparity may also result 
in a dysfunctional Council operation and wider community division.  Whilst I 40 
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acknowledge the Berrigan Shire does not have a permanent presidential 
population of ten thousand, the permanent residential population of the shire 
is boosted by tourists visiting the Murray River, Tocumwal and Barooga and 
by the Finley Medical Centre. 

 Seven years ago we established Finley Medical Centre.  It initially had a 5 

patient base of five hundred.  Today that number is over five thousand and 
many of these patients come from outside the Berrigan Shire.  I would argue 
that relying entirely on a permanent population data is an example of the 
flawed input in this decision.  Berrigan Shire has met all the criteria for the 
stand-alone position except for this requirement. 10 

 Life will go underneath the face of government we connect with.  The Federal 
Member for this area, no aspersions on our Member, is responsible for half of 
New South Wales.  The state electoral boundaries are constantly changing 
with no continuity for this area.  The services provided by the Berrigan Shire 
bind our townships together and any further steps to jeopardise this 15 

connection needs to be opposed. 

 This similarly relates to the Jerilderie Shire.  Keep it in tact and if they want to, 
move it to Murrumbidgee.  This community has already experienced the 
disaster that is evolving from the implication from the Murray Darling Basin 
Authority decisions in our region.  The impact of this government decision 20 

shows no understanding of community issues- - - 

Facilitator: One minute, Sir. 

Syd: And has hit our region significantly.  We do not want to see a parallel scenario 
develop where our community and shire staff concerns are recorded by 
government decision makers who have no understanding of our local social 25 

fabric.  After listening to our presentations we hope that you will take our 
heart-filled concerns to the final decision maker.  We are giving you an easy 
solution to our concerns which is to retain the Berrigan Shire as a stand-alone 
shire and support the amalgamation of the Jerilderie Shire as an entirety.  I 
am just one voice here but please listen to us.  Thank you. 30 

Facilitator: Thank you.  I am advised that our next speaker might not be with us yet.  
Michael O’Dwyer?  He is indeed with us.  Thank you, Sir. 

Mick: Good morning everyone.  My name is Mick O’Dwyer and I live in Barooga, 
New South Wales, post code 3644.  I did have to put in 2739 to get my 
chance to speak today. 35 

 Barooga is one of the four towns within the Berrigan Shire and I would like to 
speak to you this morning primarily on behalf of the Barooga Recreation 
Reserve Committee of Management and in general on how much support the 
Berrigan Shire Council gives to the poor towns within the shire in regards to 
assisting sporting venues and cultural attractions. 40 

 I have been held to the Barooga Recreation Reserve Committee of 
Management for the past twenty-six years as either secretary or treasurer.  
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As the management arm of the shire for its recreation reserves the 
committees rely on open communication, relative correspondence and helpful 
advice from the shire offices.  This has taken place over this period of time of 
my involvement between the Shire Council and the voluntary Recreational 
Reserve Committees. 5 

 The sporting facilities at the Barooga Recreation Reserve alone are highly 
rated locally, regionally and state-wide and on certain occasions nationally.  It 
is fair to say that we are the envy of many other shires when visitors come to 
our area from all over Australia as participants or as spectators.  Many 
sporting and cultural attractions including AFL based activities, Cricket 10 

Australia, School Sport NSW, School Sport Victoria, School Sport Australia, 
athletics carnivals, equestrian competitions, hot air ballooning, NSW rural fire 
brigade state champions, etcetera just to mention a few have taken place in 
Barooga and towns in close proximity. 

 The other very important aspect of maintaining the recreation reserve to such 15 

a high standard as this enables organisers to attract visitors to sporting and 
cultural activities which in turn brings a boost to tourism and to the economy 
for local businesses and promotes this region for return visits.  Again, the 
shire has been very supportive of groups and organisations where a 
significant idea or a concept to promote an activity will benefit local non-profit 20 

organisations as well as bringing out-of-towners to our shire. 

 Organisations can apply for funds to assist and market their planned 
entertainment or experience and this is a valuable source of sponsorship and 
is very pro-active by a local Council.  Council’s contribution to the recreation 
reserves in the shire has been quite outstanding particularly over the last ten 25 

years. 

 Each of the four towns in the shire now boasts excellent social rooms, 
canteens and change-room facilities.  The new buildings, although different in 
design, are all unique and built to satisfy the needs of the local community.  
Council’s contribution to each reserve is just not of a financial nature.  They 30 

also provide staff expertise, specialist advice and equipment where deemed 
necessary. 

 Outside the recreation reserve Council also contributes to the local 
communities through its assistance to each library and swimming pool in each 
town.  The assistance in funding these community resources enables these 35 

assets to be maintained at a high level.  But to sustain the value of support 
and backing given by the Berrigan Shire, my concern and that of others 
involved in recreation reserves and public facilities is will the ongoing support 
now supplied by the Berrigan Shire Council to financial grants, staff expertise 
and the availability of shire [indecipherable] be impacted or diluted by merging 40 

with part of the Berrigan – Jerilderie Shire? 

 If Berrigan Shire was to merge will Recreation Reserve Committees still 
maintain their four-year development plans where Council gives the 
committees, the opportunity for appropriate funding to continue to improve 
and develop the infrastructure and resources? 45 
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Facilitator: One minute, Sir. 

Mick: Will Recreation Reserve Committees get the same personal attention from 
the shire staff to meet the individual needs if a merger took place? Would 
Recreation Reserve Committees still have the ability to source low interest 
loans from Council for projects in a merger situation? Will the process still be 5 

available? 

 At the present time Berrigan Shire Council has very much a hands-on 
approach to recreation reserves and issues each recreation reserve places.  
In a merger situation will we retain this hands-on personal approach? 

 With respect to the Berrigan Shire Council Recreation Reserves, town 10 

swimming pools and town libraries these questions need to be answered to 
ensure we continue to exist as we do today before merger plans can 
progress.  It is imperative that the merger decision does not compromise what 
already exists here within the Berrigan Shire.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you, Michael.  Our next speaker, Phillip Snowden, to come forward, 15 

please. 

Phil: Phil Snowden.  I am a farmer from Tocumwal.  I present here today as a 
farmer and rate payer and the owner of a farm-based manufacturing 
business.  We employ five full-time people and up to eight on a seasonal 
basis.  I am passionate and optimistic about the future of our area but we do 20 

not need extra cost burdens or inefficiencies in our businesses due to 
government.   

 I am happy with the reforms of Berrigan Shire to date during the twenty-six 
years we have lived in Farm View, although the road network still needs a lot 
of improvement.  The updated sporting facilities are a credit to the local 25 

communities in any Council. 

 I am not going to get into the detailed technology of the proposal merger but 
more the fundamental side which the local Council should be responsible for 
and what should be considered in the provisions made for under a merger or 
boundary of realignment if it were to happen.   30 

 I apologise if I repeat some points made by earlier people but take that that if 
those points are repeated they are very important to the community. 

 No particular order.  Number 1 – Proposed boundary should follow similar 
land use.  Existing Berrigan Shire boundaries may include the irrigation area.  
The intensity of production and diversity of farms is very different to broad 35 

acre grazing to the north of Jerilderie.  The focus of Council maintaining the 
road network in our area would be compromised if its resources are stretched 
over too big an area.  It is rather specialised work in with the irrigation 
infrastructure in the district and the amount of businesses that require all work 
access despite the intensive dairy and livestock industries which are in the 40 

area as well. 
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Number 2 – The opportunity for tourism to work better could be achieved by 
extending the boundaries along the Murray River to the east, rather than north 
beyond Jerilderie.  There would be benefits for providing resources with 
similar communities along the Murray River.   

Number 3 – Retirement planning is made for consideration for future Council's 5 

need to focus on providing structure and support.  This is best decided and 
managed at a very local level.   

Number 4 – I can see some advantages more centralised in administration 
covering a large area.  Most things are going that way these days.   

To be equitable, all residents, not just in town or within a few kilometres of 10 

NBN towers, must have access to NBN internet services.  I very rarely have to 
visit a Shire Council office, but 99% of all our business transactions involve 
internet these days.  As shires and other services get laid into bigger areas, it 
involves a lot more travelling in time to do business.  Most organisations these 
days, myself included this morning inside this presentation, say, 'Just do it 15 

over the internet', but there are plenty of residents that do not have access to 
the NBN or acceptable internet services.  This should be a fundamental 
prerequisite before any existing government services are taken out of the area 
or shire areas by the Government.   

Number 5 – It is imperative that the maintenance and works crews remain in 20 

local towns and not centralised if bigger Councils are formed.  I have seen this 
happen with the RTA now called the RMS.  There is so much time for both 
workers and equipment is wasted travelling long distances to jobs.  I think the 
base for the RTA's works crews is in Narrandera now, so they spend two 
hours driving to [indecipherable] just before they can patch a pothole.  This is 25 

inefficient getting works done, very costly to tax payers and rate payers for the 
on ground works.  It also takes people out of local towns and it is very hard if 
you are on the fringes to get issues addressed.   

Number 6 – Rates: I do not want to pay more.  The proposed merger predicts 
a 9% increase in my rates.  This is unacceptable.  Why should I wear the cost 30 

of another shire's [indecipherable]?  

Local people – summing up – local people have pride in their local area and I 
must commend Berrigan Shire and its worker on the way our town's public 
areas are maintained.  If you are going to make change in our area, do not 
stuff it up.  We have been through the process of the NDPA plan in our local 35 

area that the direction of state and Federal Governments and it is a complete 
disaster.  We do not need any more of these supposed good ideas from 
government in our local area.   

The economic cost to our business that inevitably come from the 
implementation of these government decisions is a major factor in the decline 40 

of confidence, businesses – or a number of businesses, and eventually, 
population in our region.  Don’t let this being another contributing factor.   
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Please take on board what the communities want and not just implement what 
the State Government wants.  I do not know who drew up the lines on the 
proposed map and I do not know what other Council areas you are reviewing. 

Facilitator:  One minute, Sir. 

Phil: I fear the future decisions have already been made at a State Government 5 

level, that if mergers have to occur, you need to recommend that a process be 
put in place for the affected Councils so they can draw up and agree on new 
proposed boundaries that can work for our region into the future – not just the 
ones that have already been made up on the map.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you, Sir.  Can I ask Speaker 8, Carly Brooks, to come forward please? 10 

Carly: Good morning.  My name is Carly Marriott and I was lucky enough to be born 
and raised in Barooga.  I now manage our family business, Brooks Farms, 
within the Berrigan Shire.  We run irrigated cereal, oil seed and corn cropping 
operations and we manage about five thousand acres of land.  We require a 
certain number of machinery, staff, inputs, water, finance and governance, so 15 

we can sympathise with the Local Council’s balancing act. 

 After reading the part merger proposal for Berrigan – Jerilderie Shires, I 
realised that Brooks Farms shared similar long term goals with the New South 
Wales State Government.  We want to fit to the twenty-first century.  We need 
to continue to deliver products and services in a sustainable way.  And, 20 

economies of scale is paramount in ensuring we are still in business in the 
future.  But it is one thing to want these outcomes, and another thing to 
achieve them.  This proposed merger of the Berrigan – Jerilderie Shire is not 
unlike wanting to buy another farm a long way up the road.  Just because you 
can, does not mean you should.  In farming, like in any business, you must 25 

assess the triple bottom line in making these decisions. 

 Do the social, financial and environmental pro’s outweigh the con’s?  I can 
safely say that my Dad, the economist, the bank manager and probably the 
staff would not give me the green light to invest in more land if it meant 
jeopardising our current efficient operating system.  The Berrigan Shire is just 30 

that.  It is efficient.  It is growing and it is a great shire. 

 I know that it is an Australian past-time to roll your eyes about Local Council 
and to whinge about the shire, but we are lucky in the Berrigan Shire.  We 
have an abundance of natural resources that are well managed and it is 
resulting in reliable industry, jobs, education and a good quality of life.  There 35 

is that opportunity to invest in the Berrigan Shire and benefit from it locally.  
My family has been doing so for four generations and now a fifth generation is 
on its way. 

 The recreation facilities in our town are phenomenal as **** explained.  The 
real estate development is continuous and adds this industry expansion 40 

thanks to good shire.  The crowd of people that visit our shire from Melbourne 
are gob-smacked by the strength and vitality of our little towns.  And this is no 
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accident.  We pay our rates and our shire delivers a high standard of services 
and infrastructure. 

 Brooks Farms currently pays approximately $20,000 per year in rates and we 
have good access to quality roads to freight our product to market in both 
Barooga and Tocumwal.  Our farms cannot use sewerage.  We do not utilise 5 

rubbish collection, and we rarely rely on street lights or footpaths.  If this 
proposed part merge goes ahead, our rates will increase by a reported 19%.   

Farmers know about cross fluctuations.  Input costs like fertiliser and fuel go 
up and down, as do commodity prices, and I can manage price fluctuations.  
But 19% increase in rates for no tangible gain and a potential decrease in the 10 

quality of our service of infrastructure?  No, thank you. 

As a resident with very basic understanding of Council matters, I can see that 
these two shires are not cut from the same cloth.  As the Berrigan Shire 
population rate increases, Jerilderie’s decreases.  The Berrigan Shire is 
focussed on strategic development and growth, where the Jerilderie Shire is 15 

working hard to prevent economic downturn.   

I have no problem with our northern neighbours and some of my best friends 
hail from Ned Kelly country but the two shires do not cross paths in our daily 
lives.  School kids do not compete in the same carnivals.  Tourism traders are 
not particularly complimentary.  Even our agricultural industries are vastly 20 

different as explained by Mr Snowden.  My farm, my family and my future will 
continue to be based in the Berrigan Shire.  I believe the proposed part 
merger of Berrigan – Jerilderie Shire will not benefit rural residents of the 
Berrigan Shire and will not make either shire fit into the twenty-first century.  
Thank you. 25 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Can I ask Speaker 9, John Lane, to come forward please. 

John: Delegate Stubbs, fellow helpers, Mayor McRae and Curtin, fellow Council or 
other Councillors from Jerilderie and Berrigan and other audience members.  
Basically, I will correct, I think, Mayor Curtin first.  I believe Berrigan Shire has 
five communities and basically the five consist of the four towns and the rural 30 

area.  It’s not a consideration that most towns have.  Jerilderie Council 
consists of two which is Jerilderie Township, and again, the rural area. 

 My thoughts, I was born in Melbourne.  Moved in 1967 to Berrigan.  Just 
completed 41 years in business in Berrigan; pretty much 34 of those as 
Managing Director of Dawmac.  I have never been a Shire Councillor but I 35 

have always had keen interests in communities.  I have spent ten years on 
CMACC, which is an Area Consultant Committee, eight years as Deputy 
Chair.  I have had some discussions with both Jerilderie residents and some 
Berrigan residents.   

The current proposal is basically not acceptable to either Council, or to their 40 

residents.  There are some very good reasons for that.  Pretty much though, 
the current proposal was never on the agenda of the discussion about the 
boundary change.  At all times during consultations with State Government, 
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both parties were told distinctly that there would be no boundary changes; that 
the people in Jerilderie Shire do not want it to split.  Jerilderie fear that 
amalgamation with Berrigan would not give them adequate representation at 
Council Chamber, and that, I think can be borne out, and Berrigan is clear that 
the 43 jobs that currently exist in Jerilderie would be incumbent upon them 5 

because the jobs pretty much from the southern part of the shire, whereas 
Murrumbidgee would acquire the land mass without the incumbent jobs. 

The Jerilderie Shire, in my opinion, have done an excellent job of managing 
their resources as limited as they are.  They have openly admitted that 
basically into the future they cannot stand alone.  I have, I suppose, 10 

experience in what we call economic decline.  In 1996 the Berrigan Shire 
announced that it was going to move its headquarters from Berrigan to 
Tocumwal.  At the time I happened to be the President of the Berrigan 
Development Association, which I was a member of for over 21 years. 

Straight away, one could see that by shifting the centre of the Shire from 15 

Tocumwal that it would devastate the township of Berrigan.  The very fear that 
Jerilderie have at the moment for their town.  If it had not been for Ernie Page, 
the then Minister for Local Government, who happened to be a Labor 
Minister, and in this area, Labor has no political gain at all, intervening in that 
case, and taking an interest in Berrigan’s plight, the Council Chamber would 20 

not be here in Berrigan today. 

Facilitator: One minute, Sir. 

John: What you need to understand is that shires like Berrigan and Jerilderie are 
very much built on community.  A sense of community – a sense of 
contributing to make [indecipherable] assets to the shire manage.  Both these 25 

assets that both Jerilderie and Berrigan manage are done with committees 
that are volunteers through money that is well managed and resourced from 
government ranks.  I believe the current proposal is not tangible.  We may 
need to go back to the drawing board as far as consultation goes.  I believe 
this issue is about finding a home for Jerilderie.  I know various shires stand 30 

alone, but to me, Jerilderie is about much of this area as what Finley, 
Tocumwal and Barooga are.  I would like to think we could help Jerilderie 
somehow but we need some better assistance to safeguard Jerilderie’s 
representation on any defining merger and to sort out the rate issue.   And just 
as another example, just for a consultation, last night I had dinner at 35 

Yarrawonga with a Yarrawonga resident and he said the merger - - - 

Facilitator: If you could wrap that up, Sir. 

John: - - - of the Moira Shire some 25 years ago and still leaves a bad taste in 
Yarrawonga.. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Can I ask the next speaker, John [indecipherable] to come 40 

forward please. 
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John: Thanks very much.  Welcome all, Tim and the panel members.  My comments 
today will be brief because I did not intend to speak this morning but I also live 
in Barooga and I think I need to make some points about that.  Quite clearly 
Barooga in the IPART report was missed in that report to the point where we 
met with the Local Government Ministry in Sydney as part of this process and 5 

we had to point out to his staff where Barooga was and that it wasn’t in the 
report.  So I just wanted to cover that, that the actual IPART report is flawed in 
its economic modelling in regard to Berrigan Shire.   

 We also need to pick up the point if people are going to write some issues in 
the next fortnight that has to be addressed.  The postcode for Barooga is 10 

3644 and that has got to be factored in somewhere.  It gives us no confidence 
in the initial report that we have been missed because Barooga is a very 
vibrant part of this community.  Thousands of people flock to Barooga in the 
summer months because it is a tourist destination and the economy of 
Berrigan Shire has not been recorded in this report. 15 

 I have been a member of this shire for ten years and a Councillor 18, and I will 
tell you people that the Berrigan Shire is a very well – well, not just a shire, but 
more than that; a very well run business.  A very well run business.  I will also 
say that to split the Jerilderie Shire in half is a poor business decision, socially 
and economically for them.  It must not happen.   20 

Even probably worse still is in this proposal to send two-thirds of Jerilderie 
Shire to Berrigan.  It is not a good business decision.  If the Council wants – if 
the State Government want Council to be sustainable, they have to make 
decisions that ensure into the future that we are sustainable.  These decisions 
they are making here in this area on good people are not right.  Not right.  And 25 

we have got to address that.  Jerilderie Shire is a hardworking, good Council.  
The problem we have, is this state is – Labor burdened us with rate capping 
for too long.  We have not been able to raise the rates or find the resources 
[indecipherable] these small communities. 

We talk about scale and capacity.  This Council of Berrigan Shire ticks every 30 

box Fit for the Future.  We talk about scale and capacity; we fail.  By splitting 
Jerilderie Shire up and sending a third – rather two-thirds – doesn’t 
[indecipherable].  If you are going to shift them, they have to go as one body.  
And I read today where Murrumbidgee out of all this process, will be the 
smallest shire in the state.  What are we achieving? Berrigan Shire is strong 35 

enough to stand alone, but if you want us to take up this merger proposal, you 
have to give us some resources that do in the long term.  Jerilderie 
[indecipherable].  But do not cut them up because it is just not fair to their 
communities and the people, and the divisiveness that it will create serves no 
purpose.  Even the process of cutting up, the extra time you save in costs, the 40 

actual costs in wages and trying to divide Council up – it just does not need to 
happen.  It does not need to happen.   

So I will just leave that message.  I hope you take that back in the report.  I 
know you have a brief but I think it helps more because at the end of the day, 
the good people here who can be sustainable, our Council is sustainable 45 
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without any assistance, but if we have to take on another Council, we have 
got to have assistance.  So I will leave it there.  Thanks very much. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Our next speaker is Fred Cuthbert.  Can I ask Mr Cuthbert to 
come forward please? 

Fred: Mr Stubbs, Ladies and Gentlemen, I was not going to talk.  Just thought I 5 

would get up and tell a few little things that are bugging me.  One thing, this 
government was voted in on the promise there will be no forced 
amalgamations.  And we went along with that.  I have lived in Berrigan Shire 
for 50 years and my own business for 45 years – a refrigeration business in 
Finley – which covers the whole Riverina and I've been a Councillor for 21 10 

years until I retired.  What they are doing, like I said, we'll do what you want 
us to do.  The government is not only telling us what to do, but telling us how 
to think.  And I object to that.  Being involved in the Berrigan Shire, I have 
seen how efficient it is, and how it has grown.  And I agree that it is fit for the 
future.  The trouble is the Government that fudged the books a bit 15 

[indecipherable] proper statistics.  They only work on the results that they 
want to get.  And they are putting all this stuff out that they’ve got to do – do 
these studies and all the rest of it.  And in the finish, you are going to do what 
they tell you to do, and that is what I object to.  And my idea is next election I 
will vote independent.  Thank you. 20 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Our next speaker is Clara Way.  Can Clara make your way 
forward please? 

Clara: Good morning.  My name is Clara Way.  I am a resident of Berrigan.  I was a 
resident of Jerilderie for 18 years and I am very sad to think that Jerilderie is 
being forced to amalgamate.  On the other hand, I am now a resident of 25 

Berrigan and a member of the Berrigan Conservation Tidy Towns Committee.  
And in 2016 we were runner up in the NSW Beautiful State Award and this 
would not have been possible without the support of the Berrigan Shire 
Council. 

 Our Berrigan community is working very hard to keep our town alive and we 30 

have a very good Council and we want to keep it that way.  So I support 
Berrigan stand alone and I hope that Jerilderie have a successful outcome.  
Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you, Ladies and Gentlemen.  We have completed the list of speakers 
that I have here on the list today.  We have also have potentially two 35 

representatives from Jerilderie Shire Council.  They will be speaking later this 
afternoon in Jerilderie.  But of course, we are looking to have a five minute 
section here.  Before we hear from those speakers, I would like to invite any 
other members of the community who have not yet spoken – who would like 
to do so, to come forward.  If you could give your name and Local 40 

Government area that you are coming from as well, and we will make sure 
that we have got your details for the record as well, afterwards.  Thank you. 

Ian: Good morning.  Mr Stubbs, I welcome you here to our town and to our shire.  I 
think most people know who I am.  I am Ian [indecipherable], better known as 
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****.  Listen, now the reason I never put my name on the list of speakers, 
because, to be honest, I was frightened I was not going to get here today.  So, 
there was a bit of rearranging but I got here today.  I will say that I have 
listened to other people, and I don’t mean to turn my back on you, certainly 
not.    5 

There is something that has been running through my mind and the bottom 
line is this: we are a democracy.  It is as simple as that.  Every three or four 
years or whatever, we go to the elections and we vote for what we want and 
the people of Berrigan have voted against this – that is the bottom line, Mr 
Stubbs.  They have voted against it.  The people of Jerilderie have voted 10 

against it.  Now, I am also – I failed to mention I’m also the President of the 
BDDA, the Berrigan District Development Association, and I also run a small 
business in this town.  Now, to the shire's credit, yes, [indecipherable].  It is a 
very well run shire and it is a very approachable shire.  And that is to their 
credit.  Now, we were at the Chamber meeting the other night at the shire and 15 

I chose to reject it for the future of the Berrigan Shire.  And I know 
[indecipherable] to one, if I took that to my bank manager and said, 'That is 
the future, Mr Bank Manager, of my business,' he would lean over the table 
and quietly say to me, 'Could you please take your business elsewhere'.  
Because the bottom line is, on their projections, and we have got to accept it 20 

because there is nothing else put to the contrary and by this time, we are 
going to be a financial basket case.  That is the bottom line. 

 Now for small businesses like us, that is going to have an effect either in a 
lack of services or an increase in costs.  And for what? This is no other than 
an ideological idea that’s dreamed up in Sydney.  ‘This is how it works.  We 25 

are going to have less shires that we as a government have to deal with.’ The 
problem is – as I said, I haven’t studied any other shires.  I have not had the 
time to study on this.  I am quite open about that.  You are have bigger basket 
cases to deal with this.  This is a financially viable Shire.  The will of the 
people is, it stands alone.  That will must be accepted.  I thank you very much. 30 

Facilitator: Are there any other community members who have not spoken yet and who 
would like to speak now? 

Chris: Thank you, Mr Stubbs.  My name is Chris [indecipherable] I come from 
Tocumwal which is the southern end of our Shire.  We are actually fairly well 
tied to Victoria.  We have had discussions about postcodes this morning.  We 35 

are also 03 on our telephone, which is Victoria.  I can assure you that when 
we have discussions in a business sense, with people in Sydney who keep 
telling me, 'Oh, you are in Victoria' – we are not.  We do reside in the Berrigan 
Shire.  I think that is one of the intrinsic problems that I do not believe that 
your organisation is aware of.  Just to mention the four towns, that is a huge 40 

issue for a Council to manage.  They manage it very, very well.  To add a fifth 
town would be more difficult for them, particularly in view of the fact that, by 
your own emissions, they are not capable of standing alone – by their own 
emissions.  So unless there was some very major extra resources put forward 
to the Berrigan Council, why would they want to take that on? I mean, quite 45 

clearly, they are going to be going backwards very quickly.  That is something 
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– that they don't want that something we obviously don't like it.  From the 
document that all these decisions have been based on for the merger 
proposal, that is appalling.  There is so many incorrect assertions in there.  I 
don't understand – and I don't mean to be rude but the fact is, if I was in your 
shoes, I would be embarrassed.  Why hasn't the information been correct? 5 

Why hasn't it been verified? Why did we have to wait till now until you get the 
information from the people who know?  Hopefully, it is being recorded 
properly? Hopefully, you will get good in front of the Minister, and hopefully, 
the right decision will come in the end. 

Berrigan Shire has got an amazing job to do in the four towns.  We've got four 10 

very active and good libraries; three swimming pools; four recreation 
reserves, which all have capacity for night play.  In the southern end, yes, we 
have people that work in Victoria, but they come home every night; come 
home for the weekends and said that they live in our Shire and they use all 
these amenities.  And that is one of the reason why they are living in our 15 

Shire, because our amenities are so good.   

Look, you have heard about the going forward Berrigan's future requirements 
are fully funded.  Right now they are funded – fully funded.  That is really 
important and we do not need to drag that down.  We talk about $40,000 
benefit.  A couple of speakers have said that that would not wash with their 20 

financial consultants, and that is dead right too.  I mean, in such a huge shire 
to start with, if we add in the rest of this part Jerilderie thing, that is only one 
washed out road.  And then all of a sudden you are in deficit.  You are in 
negative result.  That is not acceptable.   

We have talked about job security.  One job – we have talked about many 25 

jobs – but one job; it is usually a spouse who works; 2.4 kids – they are all 
going to leave our shire to get gainful employment elsewhere, which means 
maybe that a teacher will also need to leave.  Maybe a doctor will also need to 
leave.  Maybe a nurse at the hospital.  All these things have got the roll on 
effect, which is just enormous for a small community like the Berrigan Shire.  30 

And again, I think that is something that really must be fine lined when we talk 
to the Minister. 

I just do not see the risk versus reward.  I do not see the cost versus the 
returns.  They do not add up to me. 

Facilitator: One minute, Sir. 35 

Chris: It is actually quite bewildering to me.  But if we did get this proposal forward, 
the name for the new Shire would be quite easily organised and that would 
be, ‘Bewildering’.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Are there any other community members who would like to come 
forward to speak?  In that case, we will move on to the two representatives 40 

from Jerilderie Shire Council.  I will call firstly, Ruth McRae.  And on this 
occasion you have five minutes to speak. 



  27

Ruth: Thank you.  Do I have to state that I am just speaking as a citizen, and not on 
behalf of Jerilderie Shire because I am doing that this afternoon?  

 My name is Ruth McRae.  I am the Mayor of Jerilderie Shire and as all the 
previous speakers have highlighted, there appears to be many more 
significant risks than advantages to a merger.  That is not to say that both 5 

Councils have not undertaken due diligence and explored it as thoroughly as 
they can.  What is difficult to work through is the fact that any set of data can 
be interpreted and informed or misinformed, or altered to suit a purpose to 
support your stand.  So, what this is effectively doing is pitting small 
community against small community, which is really ugly, especially 10 

considering I grew up in Berrigan.  Very difficult to pull. 

 What I would like to state is that priorities that Jerilderie set in place when they 
were engaging in this Fit for the Future process was that we highlighted our 
areas of specific concern and they were that Jerilderie is a one town shire 
enjoying the best and the truest form of Local Government.  We are close to 15 

the people; we have open door policy; our rate payers and community have 
our full attention and you know, that –we were living in paradise, really.  Some 
people may find that hard to believe but we saw as we were responsible – our 
people felt confident in us and therefore, any change to our how we go about 
delivering our services is going to be an instant change. 20 

And as has already been mentioned, the major boundary adjustment came 
out of left field.  That was never on the table.  In fact, we attended workshops 
earlier on in the process where we at Local Council identified that if you were 
going to have a really good, hard, fast look at what we were doing, you would 
have probably factored in boundary adjustments, but they told us they were 25 

off the table and not for discussion so the decision came down that actually 
carved us up.  That was a distinct betrayal in our mind because that had 
never been put before us.  Our grave concern is that if this merge process 
was to go ahead, that we would have a very limited chance of having 
equitable representation in Council Chamber.  Jerilderie could expect 30 

probably if you are going with proportional voting numbers and representation, 
you would probably only have one Councillor in eight at best, maybe two, if 
something came out of left field – and very likely, none. 

As somebody mentioned before probably not having an award system is 
preferable but if you were forced to merge and you were the minor party 35 

coming into the merge, you would feel far more confident if an award system 
was in place because you may be able to get a seat at the table.  Whichever 
way you cut it, it is minimal representation at best, and if you were moving 
forward into a new structure, even with the best intentions; and the right 
people; and the right mindset, it is going to be really difficult to have your say 40 

– and the others are having inputs. 

Another great concern for us under the proposed merger is our workforce, 
and somebody mentioned before we actually have forty-three Local 
Government employees in our town.  In our shire we are the largest employer 
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in our community and all of the staff would be coming south, would not be 
going to the part that is being covered and given to Murrumbidgee. 

Given that staff protection intake, it is hard to comprehend the efficiencies and 
economies of scale would be achieved without some serious fallout, no 
matter- - - 5 

Facilitator: One minute. 

Ruth: - - -how the new entity would be constructed, the very harsh reality is that 
there would be significant job loss which then has a compounding effect of 
less Local Government presence in our town and an undermining of our 
business sector and our service community.  And as somebody also 10 

previously mentioned, you then lose your teachers, your bank managers, your 
banks, all your health services, all of those really serious side effects. 

We did calculate at one stage that the resulting impact of the community of 
Jerilderie – removing the shire from the community of Jerilderie would be a 
direct reinvestment that the shire has annually of $815,000 back into our small 15 

business community and if you lost anywhere between ten and 25 jobs, you 
would lose those wages going back into the community also, and before long 
you would have a very, very serious, insidious undermining effect, which 
makes Jerilderie not sustainable into the future.  The criteria that was set were 
designed.... 20 

Facilitator: If you could wrap it up now. 

Ruth: - - - to make us fail, but this merger proposal would put the skids under us 
very seriously.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  And now I invite Craig Moffitt to come forward to speak. 

Craig: Yes.  Thank you, Mr Stubbs, for the opportunity and you will hear more from 25 

us this afternoon, obviously.  Just to reinforce what our Mayor has said, the 
real issue to Jerilderie is this was never considered.  In fact, we were steered 
right away from such a proposal, and we do now know that this proposal was 
created in the last week before announcement.  I do know that from Sydney to 
be true.  And that is why the figures you have been reading, and the 30 

presentation, is so inaccurate and in the first figuration, they did not even get 
the areas correct. 

 But just to touch on an issue that you have not heard too much about, one of 
the big strengths of Jerilderie is its involvement in contracting work from the 
State Government.  We have been working very hard for the future and 35 

probably getting some real legs in recent times about taking on more and 
more of the State Government contract work.  Now Berrigan Council has not 
been involved in that in recent years.  Jerilderie has been growing itself in 
recent years.  But what it does to Jerilderie is absolutely remove that 
possibility because about 95% of the growth – contact growth – that we would 40 

be making to get, and hope to get, is in the north half.  But what does not go 
to the northern half is our capacity, particularly in terms of staff.   
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 And mention has been made today of staff injections and that is all very well 
and it is in the Act, and certainly all our staff are protected beyond the three 
years.  But in fact, the reality of that protection does not really exist at all.  
When you start handing out portions of $5m to staff because you know you 
have not got work for them, and their expectation is that they will be sitting 5 

around – the grader operators – there is too many and so on, you end up with 
disgruntled staff who are just sitting around, no doing what they are trained 
for.  And there will be jobs that will appear elsewhere – that is pretty obvious 
because in the proposal, Murrumbidgee has got very little capacity to take on 
another 50% of its road network, so it would need those staff so they would 10 

have to move over to Jerilderie to take on that work.  So whist the protection 
is all very well and sounds good, it actually does not exist at all in the case of 
Jerilderie. 

 So I would imagine that 25 staff absences after amalgamation is highly likely.  
You take 25 people out of Jerilderie and we all know the consequences, and 15 

you’ve heard it already today. 

 So this last minute proposal with incorrect and adequate description results in, 
and you have heard a lot of it today, reduction in representation for the people 
of Jerilderie; diminished access by the community because the peak bodies 
will be out of town; a reduction of service levels, you’ve heard from Berrigan, 20 

that is their expectation as well; increase in rates across the board, depending 
on exactly where you look; and no real savings.  So how on earth could this 
be a realistic proposition? 

 Now Jerilderie has come forward with an alternate proposal.  And the 
fundamental issue there is you get the same result in terms of one less shire; 25 

you get significant savings in terms of ability to do the work; and you increase 
the scale and capacity.  Yes, it will be a very small shire.  But a Local 
Government in Australia, it is not necessary to have large shires.  It will be 
large in area; small in population. 

Facilitator: One minute, Sir. 30 

Craig: And just to be clear about Jerilderie’s position right from the start – we do not 
accept that we could not stand alone.  What we did say was that we were not 
going to be allowed to stand alone, and the reason for that is obvious.  It is a 
one town shire in the State Government’s [indecipherable] has no place in the 
future.  Well, the real issue here is that you are just taking the local out of 35 

Local Government if this proceeds and goes ahead.  Thank you. 

Facilitator: Thank you.  Ladies and Gentlemen, we are in an interesting situation now.  
We do need to finish this inquiry absolutely dead on 11.00am.  Shortly prior to 
11.00am, Tim will make a brief closing statement just to officially close things.  
So we do have a few minutes up our sleeve now that we have given all the 40 

speakers equitable time.  First of all, I call again for any other community 
members who have not yet spoken who would like to speak.  Okay.  I have 
been given – we have a few minutes of extra time.  If there are speakers who 
have spoken and were not able to get through all the points, I would invite any 
one of the speakers one to five, and if you did have a few extra points that you 45 
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wanted to make, you have a few moments to allow that.  If any of the 
speakers one through five would like a few extra minutes? Okay.  Speakers 
six through ten? And any other remaining speakers – if you have a couple of 
extra points that you would like to make, using the time we have available.  
There is a gentleman there is his hand up.  Thank you.  So say, three minutes 5 

of additional time, Sir? 

Speaker 17: Thank you, Madam Chair for your kind gesture and all I want to say – I do not 
want to present any new evidence because I am sure it is already done.  I just 
want to say, ‘Thank you, Tim for coming down here’, and I am sure that the 
Mayor will probably do this, but I jumped in ahead of him.  Thank you for 10 

coming down because I think it is terribly important that people from Sydney 
get out here and listen to the community because we are the real people.  
This is how the country ticks.  We create the work for the city lead pushers, so 
I think this has been a great advantage for us, and I hope it has been a great 
advantage for you people to come down here and listen to us.  Listen not only 15 

to our gripes, but to the good points about living in a beautiful country; in a 
wonderful part of Australia – the Riverina.  And my message again, to take 
back to the Minister, Tim, ‘if it ain’t broken, it does not need fixing’.  Thank 
you. 

Facilitator: If there are no further speakers, we will just pause briefly.  We will be formally 20 

concluding today our session at 11.00am, so we are still technically going if 
someone has something further they wish to say.  And Tim will be making a 
short closing statement just on 11.00am.  Thank you.  There is a gentleman 
here. 

Tim: Ladies and Gentleman, my name is Tim Sheed.  I have been a Councillor at 25 

Jerilderie Shire for 17 and I was not going to speak here today because I will 
be having my turn later on.  There are just a couple of things that have not 
been addressed here satisfactorily to my point of view.  One is the division of 
Jerilderie Shire.  Jerilderie has its own unique history.  It is different to 
Berrigan.  It is different to Murrumbidgee and all of the other shires around.  It 30 

has a unique identity.  Its history is the centre of wool growing and had all the 
best studs – they are gone.  But the history still remains, and to split Jerilderie 
Shire is cultural death.  So I strongly, and the people of Jerilderie, are strongly 
against the split, and I would ask that to be taken into account.  Thank you. 

Tim: Okay.  Well rather than everyone sit around for ten minutes and look at each 35 

other, it is probably a good chance to catch up and have a chat, but what we 
will do is I will go through my closing points and the inquiry will still be open 
until 11.00am, but so people can get up and leave if they like once I finish feel 
free to leave.  But, if you still would like to say something, we are here till 
11.00am and we are here to hear people till 11.00am.  So it is not the official 40 

close.  I guess it is just wrapping this up if people want to move on to 
something else. 

 Look, thank you everyone for coming along today.  And thank you to those 
people who took time to prepare material to speak.  It has been really 
beneficial to me to hear that material.  I think it is also important to see how 45 
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people deliver the material and the passion and enthusiasm they give to that 
delivery, which sort of reflects how they feel about the proposal. 

 I just want to reiterate that there is a transcript of today’s proceedings that will 
be generated and that will provide a formal record of the proceedings today, 
and they will be publicly available at the conclusion of the whole examination 5 

and reporting process.  So we have recorded everything today.   

 And I just also wanted to highlight that I have been making some notes as I 
have gone through, but my focus has been to listen to the people speaking.  
So do not be concerned that if I have not been writing furiously while you have 
been speaking, that your information will not be captured.  It will be captured. 10 

 A couple of other points I just wanted to make clear is that I am independent 
in this process so that the proposal is not my proposal.  It is not my report.  It 
is the proposal from the Minister, and I am here to examine it as an 
independent person and hear your views and marry them up against the 
report that was produced, and then make my own recommendations on that 15 

basis.  So I do not have a position on the proposal.  The proposal has been 
made by someone else.  I am here to listen to you to look at the various 
pieces of information and then produce a report. 

 I wanted to again point people to the factors.  They are very important just to 
see that I am considering a whole range of things – not just the financials so 20 

there are all the other factors that I need to work through systematically and 
examine and provide information on.  So it will not just be a report about the 
financial implications. 

 I want to highlight submissions, again, please, if you can, make a written 
submission as well.  It is always helpful to have what you have thought out 25 

put down on paper, and also I would implore you, I have got a lot of really 
good information today, to make sure that if you do put in a written 
submission, that you provide good evidence, as much as possible, to support 
your submissions so that I can again reference that evidence and potentially 
use it in my report.  And that is very important for me to be able to produce a 30 

report that picks up your concerns and ideas and views. 

 Written submissions close at 5.00pm on Sunday, 28th February 2016 – so the 
end of February – Sunday.  They can be submitted either online, so there is 
the online capacity through the website, and if you need that address, I can 
read it now.  It is: Councilboundaryreview.nsw.gov.au but again, if you want to 35 

get it, just come and see any of us and we can help you with that.  But you 
also can mail them in.  And that is just to the Council Boundary Review, GPO 
Box 5341, Sydney NSW 2001.  So again, if you need that, come grab it off us. 

 The web site also provides more detail about the merger proposal process 
more generally, as well as details about the proposed merger between 40 

Berrigan and part of the Jerilderie Shire.   
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 Thank you again for coming today.  Hopefully you found it a useful vehicle to 
get your views heard and again, I would encourage you, if you want to say 
more, or provide additional evidence, to put a submission in.   

 Thanks a lot everyone for coming along.  We still are here until 11.00am but 
just so I guess people can leave we will have an informal close around now.  5 

Rachel. 

Facilitator: Ladies and Gentleman, I formally declare this session of the public inquiry 
closed.  Thank you. 

END TRANSCRIPT 
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