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The  following is an index associated with the information on the history of the 

Sewer Access Charge since 2002 as implemented by Bathurst Regional Council. 

On the pages noted are items that back our claims of corrupt conduct in regard to 

this matter. 

The numbering for this index is at the bottom right hand corner. 

2011 

Page 1.  BRC returns invoices 

 



Page 2-31.  Invoices spell out the overcharges (sample) 

 

Page 39. Our contentions 



 



 



 

Pages 49.  Council changes the two methods around making out that second method has become the 

first. (Duplicity at its worst.) 

 



Page 51.  The methods used by other Councils may appear similar but in practice these Councils 

correctly utilize the provisions for fairness and reflection of actual costs and load put on the sewer. 

These provisions are the crux of the matter. 

 

Page 52.    If we had minutes of the meeting mentioned here it would explain a lot. Note that junior 

engineer Russell Deans is invited but not Engineering Director Doug Patterson , whose understanding of 

the matter is noted on P59 / 2007. 

 



 

Page 56. The author of this email, Russell Deans has been asked by the Mayor to prepare this report, 

bypassing the normal channel of requesting this of the Engineering Director. This person and the 

Engineering Director Doug Patterson should be questioned as to whether they have been coerced , 

because in previous material it is clear that the Engineering Director knows exactly why the Sewer 

Access Charge is so outrageously out of order. P59/2007 

 



Page 63.    If we had minutes of the meeting mentioned here it would explain a lot. 

 



Page 65.  No  doubt the State Government is satisfied that Councils bookwork is in order for it provides 

for the use of an Hydraulic Engineer to assess the load put on the Sewer such that the Sewer Access 

Charge may be made fairly. What the State Government will not acknowledge is that Council refuses us 

the right to use that provision. Hense Council is getting away with their overcharging.  Is it not 

intentional ? How can it possibly be justified ? Is it not then corrupted behavior with a view to extract a 

charge much larger than is warranted ?   

 

Page 69.  The fairness issue is the overarching problem in Councils charge for Sewer Access 

 



Page 71. Council advertises one thing and then acts to achieve the opposite and we make this clear in a 

Public notice in the local paper. 

 

Page 75.  The most equitable method available.  We do not think so. It is certainly not equitable to us 

nor warranted , and probably unlawful. 

 



Page 79. Obviously I have put Councilor Thompson on the spot and he is not happy having to ,( in 

accordance with his conscience), press the matter in Council. 

 

 



 

Page 81.       Resolution of Council from July 2004”. This is only part of that resolution and it is not clear 

whether Councilors are aware of the full content of the resolution which included the option for the non 

residential ratepayer to have the load put on the sewer assessed in Equivalent Tenements by an expert. 

From the correspondence I have had with Councilors I think not. 

 

Page 82.  Council Engineers acknowledges that “Council should distinguish between fire services and 

water  services 

 



Pages 85.  The letter to Cr Thompson that prompted him to call for an enquiry. 

 



 



 

 

 


