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Addram  all comespmdence  to:- ABN 93 752 522 800

The Gencml Manager
Tamworth  City Couraeil
PO Box SSS
TANIWOR’I’H  NSW 2340

Ray Walsh House
‘437 Peel Street

TAMWORTH  NSW 2340
Telephone: (02) 6355 45 1

Emak  r. hezkiaI~~arrmtv~~r~h..nsw,~ov.uu.

Chris,

I m&e reference  to the  Independent  Pricing &I  Regulatory Tribunal  (~H4R~) rega&ng its .&te~ination op
the review of bulk water prices.

From the outset TmwMh City Comcil  wishes to express its objection and disappointment  at the  manner in
which IPART has allowed insufficient  time to  review its determi&oa  ~&qwdy.

h relation  to  IPART’s  d&emination  Council  wishes  to bring  the  following  matters  to  the  tribunal’s  attention
regarding water pricing in the Peel Valley;

s Council considers that in the absence of a sodo-ecomomic  study on the impacts of the proposed increase
in bulk water prices being undertaken by either IPART  or Department of Land  and Water Conservation
(DLWC),  that the tibunaI’s  determination has failed to take into consideration  all contributing factors.

6 Due to IPART’s  and DLWC’s  failure to undertake  s socio-ecomomic  study, Tannwd City Council  will

be engaging a consultant  to conduct  the study for the Pee1 Valley ad requests that IPART”s determination
be postponed for  a period of 12 monh until the results of the study have been duly  comidered.
Alternatively,  it is suggested that the tribunal introduces the proposed charges for an interim  p&d of 12
months  ad that the charges be reviewed at the end of this period once the study has been com@eted.

6 Tamworth  City Council does not believe that sufficient  time has been  given (w&x  1 month)  to  m&e a
detailed  economic analysis of the submission due ta lack  of resources by council aMI other peel Valley
water usefs,  by far in stark contrast to resowces  atr&Me  to DLWC via in its  OWX).  in house  economists.

ti The jncrease  in bulk water prices proposed by DLWC will make the cost of water  in the  PeeI  Vdky  by far
the hi&est  in the state placing the Peel Valley at a distinct disadvantage  in attracting further economic
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i~wmm.  The  disparity in bulk water prices for the Peel Valley compared to other areas  in the state by
2003/2004 is highli&ted below;

2003/04  tariffs J$/ML  in 200
HS entitlement LS entitlement

- -
Usage Chse

_ 3.65 3.47I)
4.98 - _- _ 4.51
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6 The inc;reasc  in bulk  barer  prices proposed by DLWC  has been”  h&y  h,&  on  the  state  govemme&s
desire for full cost recovery  of its resource  management co&,  yet little &ail has been ma&  available  fat
public  s~mtiny.  Peel -Val@y  w&x  users have no say or control over these.  being  thrust  on the  community,  , _=. x 6


