Water-proposal

vote a mystery

You'd think that when someone came up
with a schetne toreduce the cost df water i
each household by 10 per cent or mare,
every elected official in the region would be
leaping to the front of the watercart to claim
the credil. -

But not oul west, where they 've always

- done things vather differently. They can he

so contrary that on Monday, Waitakere
City's finance comimittee, at the behest of
chairwoman Janet Clews, voted tooppose

. any such scheme — ifand when it comes

before themn. .

That's right. Waitakere has voted to
oppose the proposal even though the details
are still being worked on by officials at the

. regional water company, Watercare

Services. : )
The decision has left Manmkau Mayor
Sir Barry Curtis and other politicians and

~officials arpund the region flurismozed.

“Why is it that Waliakere, with the
highest water price in the region, deesnit
want {0 become part of 2 project which has
{he potentizl o deliver significant savings
to the ratepayers of Waitakere?” he said.

Therewetre “certainly 10 percent
savings” for his ratepayers and there might
be 20 per com savings for Waitakere, so it
baffled him that the politicians of Wailakere
didn't want fo becorne part of the proposal.

Manukau City has long provided the

© cheapest water in the Auckland region. -

Even though each city buys-1& bulk
supplies.at identical prices'froin Watercare
Services, the price ai the tap varies greadly,

. InMamukau, 2 cubic meive cosis $1.07, m
Wattakere, $1.48. In Anckland City it's $1.32,
Papakura $1.26 and North Shore$129.
Rodney residants pay $2.32, but that

. includes a special pipeline levy.

~ Degpite the cheapness of Manukau
water, the city has been working with
Watercare officials to come up witha

vertically integrated water delivery system

which cais ouf the retail middlemsn and

. has Watercare providing a conplete darm-o-

household service. _
Last December the two enthusiasis —
Manukan and Watercare — got inte trouble
with other conneils by slipping
amendmerts into the huge Local

- Government 13ill concerning Watercare. In

essence, they allowed Watercareioget into
rotajl water supply, if 75 per centof
‘Watercare's Shareholder Represevdative
Grouyp {SRG), consisting of representatives

- of the various councils, agreed.

When Waitakere discoveyed this, Mayor

“Rob Harvey flew to Wellington and

" pergigated Local Government Minister

Chris Cavier to table a lastaninte
amendment, removing the “retail” clause
from the bill. But five hours later, undes

" intense pressure from Sir Barry and

Auckland City Mayor John Banks, Mr
Carter withdrew his amendment.
Since then, Mamzkan and Watercare

" Manukay's cheap water would be achieved
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~ have done more research into the proposal:

Preliminary work suggestssavingsio -
Manukau ratepayers of around 10 per cent,’
Some of this would come from a reduction -
in the size of the bureaucracies involved.
There would also be streamlining arising -

frown linking infrastructure networks.

The work also indigated savings for
Watercave, and for any other eity that
wantediojoin in, :

In May, Manukau agked Watercare to
make aformal proposalio take over its
retnil water-stpply operation, This .
document is likely to be comipleted by early
next month, At thai stage, Watercare .

_olficials will need to gain the support of

their board and of the SRGhefore itcanbe
presented io Manukau,

“Fhis is where Waitakere, with 16.7 por-
cent of the vote on the SRG, has the power 1o
spoil the deal. With Manukay holding just
25.1 per cend and its ally Auckland City 41.6
per cent, either Waitakere o North Shore
(11.5 per cend’y have to come to the pariy to

ensure the 75 per cent vete needed.

Trying to pin down the basis of S
Wattakere's opposition isdiffieult, Part of it
seemsa hangover fromthedayswhen -
privatisation wasrife. But as the present
propesal involves no apparent transfer of
assets and Watercare rannot, by law, be
privatised, these fuars seem groundless,

“'There ave also suggestions that .
by what ong Wattakere coumcillor called
“hidden cress-subsidies”, o

- Since Monyday’s vote, Mrs Clews has
been husy back-tracking, “We're not being
bloody-minded,” she says. All the counctl
did was “reconfirm” its existing stand on |
the issue “because wehad not discussed it
formadly for a very long lime™. :

“Wewill await the arrival of infonmation
aboui the new proposaland assess it.” -

But that’s not how the resolution passed
on Monday reads, Without any reference to-
the potentiol savings-—which Mrs Clews,
as a SRG representative, was aware of — the
recommendation was that Waitakere's SRG -
representative “be instructed not to support’
‘Watercare's entry totheretail sector of the ™
Anchkland regional water industry atthis .
stage and to vote against any related _
recommendation . . . at SBG meetings™. -

Waitaliere's ratepayers might well ask
why their representatives did not wait for = -
the facts to be tabled, before blindly voting - -
N0, Particularly with an election looming. 7
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