Preliminary issues analysis — for information only

Summary of issues arising from submissions received on the
draft Barron Resource Operations Plan amendment

1 Introduction

The draft Barron Resource Operations Plan amendment (draft ROP) was released on 15 April
2010 and was supported by five public meetings between the department and the Barron
community. These meetings were held in the Tolga, Atherton, Yungaburra and upper Barron
areas.

Around 100 people attended the public meetings and were invited to provide submissions on
the proposed amendments. In addition, departmental officers from the department’s North
Region met with over 40 individual water users to discuss issues and provide addition
information to support submissions and increase general understanding of draft ROP
proposals. The submission period closed on 4 June 2010 and a total of seventy, properly-
made submissions were received.

A large number of the submissions (51) contain the same issues. In f issions
received from 45 people in the upper Barron area are exactly the sa content, with a
further 6 submissions containing that content plus some addition ts.

These submissions have been analysed and classified into iss@mps. A preliminary

description of the action to be taken in regard to each issue hés been proposed and some

simple descriptive statistics applied to those issues. @currence or frequency of an issue

is not the only indicator of its importance or the n% t on the recommendation of the

submission. For example, submissions from S or Cairns Regional Council must be
L?(%ntain must be addressed.

examined in detail and the recommendatio@
This brief report outlines the types of ission received. This paper will be followed by a

more detailed analysis of appropriat s in regard to issues to be undertaken by officers
from Water Planning — North an egion in late June 2010.

2 Location

Issues contained in t o{&sions were related to 108 subcatchment or management areas
within the draft R rea. Forty-nine percent (53 issues) of issues identified related to water
use in the Leslig’Creek’or Upper Barron zones. There were seventeen issues raised concerned
with groundwatékin either Atherton Subartesian Area A or B.

3 Interest group and water use

Participants identified themselves as belonging to a total of 158 interest groups. The largest
of these interest groups were irrigators utilising unsupplemented water. This group accounted
for 60 submissions. The second most significant contributor group were irrigators using
subartesian water with 56 people identifying with this interest group. In addition, the most
common use of water was irrigation and a large number of respondents also used water for
stock and domestic uses. Table 1 describes the interest groups and water use associated with
issues.
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Table 1 Draft ROP - Interest groups and water use associated with issues.

Interest group Number Use of Water Number
Irrigator 60 | Irrigation 59
(unsupplemented)

Irrigator 56 | Stock 17
(subartesian water)

Stock & domestic 12 | Domestic 15
user (household)

Riparian landholder 9 | Farming 8
Irrigator 4 | Industrial 2
(supplemented

water)

Water service 3 | Other 1
provider

Local Government

Grazier

Dryland farmer
Small business

1
i

N

Horticultural N

interests ('\:

Environmental 1 N

interests P
4 Summary of issues %
There were a total of 66 issues mentioned i issions. The bulk of these were related to
water trading in unsupplemented and tesian water. Following is a brief summary of the
major issues identified. The followi tions and tables describe each of the major issues
contained in submissions in ord uency of mention.

The major issue arising from the public meetings and the submission process is the high
value that the communlte on a flexible trading marking that allows seasonal
assignment of water ee y as possible (Table 2). Submissions indicate that intrazone
boundaries presem&

allowed) and t

ecessary barrier to seasonal assignment (permanent trade is
sonal assignment should be allowed.

Another important issue concerns the rate at which water may be taken when it has been
traded. Fifty one submitters stated that it is impractical for pumps and irrigator nozzles to be
changed to change ‘instantaneous take rates’. These submissions suggest that the daily limits
should be used.

Other issues included suggestions that trade between surface and groundwater should be
permitted and detailed suggestions about near zone boundary issues (Table 2). An issue was
also raised regarding the need for approval of an application to increase the maximum rate of
take once the draft ROP has been finalised (as permitted).
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Table 2 Unsupplemented water licence dealings

Water licence dealing issue Number
Sharing 'instantaneous take' and daily volumetric limit when water is traded. 51
Increased trading flexibility including interzone seasonal assignment and 50
permanent trade.
Increased flexibility for the trade of water available between January and June. 48
Allow seasonal assignment downstream across zone boundaries in the same 3
watercourse eg. Intrazone trade in the Upper Barron (zones linked).
Trading will not be effective in Spring Creek. Opposition to trade from 2
downstream to upstream in Spring Creek.
Allow greater flexibility and review of applications by Chief Executive where 1

zone boundaries converge (Received verbal approval of an additional pump site.
Went ahead and invested. Compliance action. Property is on the boundaries of
Sub catch Area C, Upp. Barr. C, Upp. Barr. B, Scrubby Ck; Ahyah Ck.).

Expand trading to include trade between unsupplemented, supplemented and 1
groundwater systems.

Allow seasonal assignment from the top of Gwynne's Creek down to its junction 1
with Nicholas Creek, and in Nicholas Creek from/*¢:5ch¢-Personalinformation | - o

not allow trading from Nicholas Creek to Gwynne Creek or viceversa.

Table 3 shows the high number of submissions (48) that mention trigger levels and flow
durations for limiting access to water or for withdrawing that limitation. There were a
considerable number of submissions (also regarding groundwater observations bores) that
argued that a lack of gauging stations in some areas would always result in a flawed process
for identifying appropriate environmental flows.

Table 3 Unsupplemented water sharing rules

Water sharing rule issue Number
Flow level trigger points compared to historical data in Leslie Creek 48
Restrictions should be only applied after 14 consecutive days of flows below 48
limits and should be removed after 14 consecutive days above the limit
Lack of gauging stations and real data on which to base environmental flows in 2
Cherry, Spring or Rocky creeks
Pumping has no impact on environmental flows 1

Table 4 relates to subartesian management areas. The main issues are trade and seasonal
assignment between zones and the combination of zones in Area A. Submissions also raise
the some concern that groundwater zones are not based on underlying geology.

Table 4 Groundwater dealings
Subartesian water dealings issue Number
Allow permanent trade between groundwater zones in management areas A & B 3

Combine zones A3, A4 & A6 into one zone.

Cross subsidisation' between groundwater and surface water. Conjunctive use.

3
Expand trading of groundwater into adjacent zones. 3
1
1

Lack of trading opportunities in Atherton Subartesian Area A. Advertised in local
newspaper and there were 'no takers'.
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Allow trading between adjoining groundwater zones within a groundwater 1
management area.
Groundwater zones are restrictive to trade and not based on underlying geology 1

Increase trading flexibility in groundwater management area A - remove barriers 1
provided by the current 6 draft zones. Realign zones with surface water
boundaries and cut the number of zones from 6 to 3. Suggested new boundaries
identified on a map.

Most of the issues raised regarding the sharing of subartesian water were focussed on the use
of observation bores, rather than stream flows, to determine limits (Table 5). There was also
a suggestion that the amount (%) of groundwater that could be extracted during periods of
low flow should be substantially increased.

Table 5 Groundwater sharing rules

Subartesian water sharing issue Number
Base Groundwater Area B restrictions on data from observation bores ratheRthan 5
stream flows. Use Area A observation bores to complement Area B o ion
bores.
Groundwater restrictions based on stream flows in Tables M and 4
percentage of nominal entitlement that may be accessed unde
Provide public access to ‘current' streamflow information on %/I website. 2

No clear explanation of how volumetric limits in zonwer(derived.

Table 6 includes the issues that are either an issye
(Barron) Plan 2002 (WRP), already dealt wi
of the draft ROP process. The on-farm sto
submissions and relates to the approva W

@ssed by the “in force’ Water Resource
h another process, or outside the scope

ue was the most frequent issue raised in

or storing high flow water for future use.

Table 6 Other issues — WRP is% ealt with outside the ROP amendment

Other issues (WRP ordealt with through another process) Number
On-farm storage sites should\oe made available for high flow water (on-farm 50
storage).
Conversion of area—baﬁdMnces to volumetric entitlements. 11
Groundwater tr "‘gghoﬁld be limited to agricultural landholders. 3
Offer to privatel\wfund additional observation bores. 2
Licence conversion at 'stated volume' as allowed under section 30 (a) of the 2

Barron WRP (note: the volume is contained within a condition on the licence and
the submitter wanted to be converted at 10 ML/hectare).

Seasonal volumetric limits that are not adequate to sustain current irrigation 2
practices.

Do not respecify licences in Subcatchment Area D until the scheduled mandatory 1
review of the WRP.

Amount of water allocation (WRP issue). Not allocated enough water (non- 1
conversion issue).

4,000 megalitres of unallocated water should be freed up for irrigators (note: used 1
to provide for 10MI/hectare conversion rate)

Process for allocating groundwater is flawed and unfair. 1
Heed the independent advice and process of determining groundwater yield in 1

Atherton Subartesian Area A. 14,500 ML yield (WRP).
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Review EFOs during mandatory WRP review. 1
Attachment 7 lists the Cairns City daily volumetric limit as 88 ML. This has been 1
corrected to 122 ML/day by DERM (letter 12 May 2010).

Fluctuations to releases from Tinarroo falls dam to be capped to 50 ML/day 1
increments whether there is hydro release or not.

Criticism of the Water Advisory Group process and usefulness. 1
Future adverse impacts of the ROP amendment on agriculture. 1
History of representations to Ministers and a description of the commitments 1
given to address irrigator issues.

5 Supplemented water submissions

Mareeba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme (MDWSS) was the carry ove » These
submissions suggested that carry over in the MDWSS should be ext a full water year,
called for clarification and definition of a spill, express 668.0 metre DinTFDasa

The main issue raised by two substantial submissions concerned with Wate§upplied from the

percentage or capacity.
Another private submission called for the redistribution of w,ate;eserved for Cairns City

(4,000 ML) to irrigators.

Cairns Regional Council provided a submissi %he main issues being that
instantaneous take needs to be 1,694 litres pe to supply treatment works. The daily
volumetric limit for the council licence wa entified as a mistake that needed correction
but this issue was already dealt with thr cesses outside the draft ROP process (Table
6). The Council also requested a se eting to clarify (direct to Council), the impacts
of ‘critical’ Tinaroo Falls Dam w and how they might affect the water reserved for
future use by Cairns Regional C@H.’

6 SunWater sub \wf

A submission was&%@d by SunWater that included the following points:

o Includ@v&sion for SunWater to submit an updated Implementaion Program.

e SunWater*can prepare and submit critical Water Supply Arrangements to the Chief
Executive Officer.

e Changes to 'High' category flow volumes at Node 2 (Table 4)

¢ Retain footnote to Table 6 Hydro releases (Maximum Daily River Flows)

e 3582 (2) (b) implies that Carry Over is protected ahead of high priority water. If AA
was zero then carry would not be possible. Delete the 'CO' part of the equation.

o Silation effects in weirs prevents them being used in Table 7 (AA paremeters)
likewise 'dead storage'.

e Suggested amendments to wording of announced allocations s81

e Typographical error 'Announced Allocated'

e Wording of publicly announcing amount of individual carry over. Not made publicly
available at present.

e 5177 (monitoring) should be deleted as it repeats information already recorded in the
SWIMS database.

e 5183 Collins Weir is not required to be monitored for water quality?
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e 5183 Use the water quality monitoring standard described in DERM's Monitoring and
data Collection Standard. Delete section 183 and refer to section 9 of the ROP.

e 5189 Changes to quarterly reporting arrangements are suggested to use data contained
in the SWIMS database and to exclude DERM-owned gauging stations.

e Is it not necessary to reproduce quarterly monitoring results for Copperlode Dam in
annual reports?

7 What next?

This report is a preliminary description of the kind of issues presented by submissions on the
draft ROP. It is the result of the first phase of issue analysis work and is for information
purposes only. Water Allocation and Planning group will meet with officers from North
Region to further analyse the issues and to determine what action may be taken on those
issues.

is scheduled to
ice. Issues

At present, a Resource Operations Plan Referral Panel has been identified a
meet between 27-30 July 2010 to deal with issues that require indepe

papers will be developed, as required, to inform that panel process.
investigated by the department. %
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Attachment 2: Departmental analysis of the issues raised in submissions on the amending draft Barron Resource

Operations Plan

Key Issue

Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Water allocation
change rules

Section 142E of the
amending draft plan
details changes to
water allocations that
are prohibited. A
change to the location
of a water allocation
from Ahyah Creek
zone to any other
zone is a prohibited
change.

Attachment 1A in the
amending draft plan
shows the zones in
subcatchment area C
of the plan area.

One submitter
requested a review of
the Ahyah Creek zone
configuration so that
trading between Ahyah
Creek and the
downstream Barron
River zone could be
allowed.

A change to the location @ater
allocation from Ahya zone
to any other zone is ited
change.

The hydrolog;Qxlelling of the

Upper Bérron catchments indicates
that chment has different

|st|cs and the entitlements
/II’] catchments have different
ormance characteristics.

¥ This means that each zone has
unique performance indicators
which have been developed for that
zone to ensure the security of a
water user’s entitlement as well as
environmental flows. Introduction
of zonal trading would require
complicated exchange rates that are
not supported by a commensurate
level of model and data reliability.

The trading rules in the amending
draft plan still provide significant
trading opportunity for water users
whilst maintaining the security of

water allocations as well as

Not within the
scope for
referral to the
resource
operations plan
Referral Panel.

The plan’s provisions
are unchanged.
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Key Issue

Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

environmental flow objectives.

The department will monitqr trading
activity and assess the ef%eness
of zone configuration f the
annual reporting re %nt for
resource

ne configuration
can be reasse f; in the future to

determi rther trading
flexifpiti n be accommodated.

Subdivisions and
amalgamations of
water allocations
and water
allocation change
rules

Sections 141 and
141A outline the
rules for subdividing
and amalgamating
water allocations.

Sections 142A to
142F detail the
permitted and
prohibited changes
that can occur to a
water allocation.

Applications to
change the rate at
which water may be
taken must be made
within one year of the
plan’s

The submitter is
concerned that a water
allocation subdivision
rule which require
the maximum r %
take for a Wat%
allocation %w edin
proportj e
annual etric limit
f ur%water allocation
ill hegatively impact
n the water allocation

holder’s ability to trade
their water allocation.

The submitters are
concerned that when
subdividing a water
allocation they will be

T does not detail any rules
sfonRgpEcifying the rate of take when
dividing or amalgamating a
»Water allocation. This is an omission
in the draft amending plan as,
without this specification, there is
potential to increase interference
with water taken under an
allocation. This can impact on the
security of all water entitlements.

To maintain the security of all water
entitlements and to address the
submitters concerns about ensuring
there is some flexibility in
specifying the rate of take on a
water allocation that is the result of
a subdivision, a new rule has been

developed. The new rule will state

Not within the
scope for
referral to the
resource
operations plan
Referral Panel.

Section 141 of the
plan will be amended
to state that
subdivision of a
water allocation is
permitted where “the
sum of the maximum
rate of take on the
new water allocations
is equal to the
maximum rate of take
of the water
allocation that is
being subdivided.”

Section 141(1)(a), (c)
and (d) will be
condensed into a
single subsection.
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Key Issue

Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

commencement. Any
change to the rate of
take must not result
in a rate of take that
is greater than that
specified in the water
resource plan for
existing pump size
stated on an existing
development permit
associated with the
existing water
allocation.

forced to specify a
reduced rate of take on
the new water
allocation. This would
render the subdivided
water allocation
worthless as they
would not reduce the
rate of take on that part
of the original water
allocation they were
keeping.

that when creating new water
allocations, the sum of the
maximum rate of take for t
water allocations must
the maximum rate o
water allocation t

subdivided. Q

This does notfmean that the

maxi @e of take must be in
1o to the nominal volume or

al, seasonal or daily
metric limits of the new water

ocations created. Rather, the

increased as a result of the
subdivision of a water allocation.

@\’maximum rate of take cannot be

Similarly, section 141A will also be
amended to state that the maximum
rate of take of the new water
allocation is equal to the sum of the
maximum rate of take of the water
allocations being amalgamated.

In the draft amending plan, the rate
of take is dependent on the capacity
of the works described on the

This new subsection
will state that “the
sum of the annual
volumetric limits,
seasonal volumetric
limits and daily
volumetrics of the
new water allocations
is equal to the annual
volumetric limit,
seasonal volumetric
limit and daily
volumetric limit of
the water allocation
that is being
subdivided.”

Subsection (1)(b) will
also be amended to
state that the nominal
volumes for the new
water allocations are
in the same
proportion as the
nominal volume to
annual volumetric
limit ratio for the
water allocation that
is being subdivided.
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Key Issue

Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

/,

development permit on the day the
plan commences. Water allocation

change the maximu
their water allocati

As water alloc? s traded in full
retain the rate/)f ake stated on the
water tion, it is not appropriate
to le a'%ﬁaximum rate of take

0 allocations that are
»suldiVided to be increased above

rate of take specified on the
riginal water allocation.

Seasonal water
assignment between
zones

Chapter 7, part 1
division 3, of the
amending draft plan
details the rules that
apply to a water user
who wishes to
seasonally assign all
or part of their water
allocation. Water that
has been seasonally
assigned must be
taken from the same
zone as water taken
under the water
allocation. The water

Forty-seven sub r
requested that

zonal seasqnal water
assrgn

per :@thrs would

greater
Irty for irrigators
atch the annual
cropping practices with
the seasonal variability
in water availability.

The submitters
suggested a “first come,
first served” approach

The draft Plan did not consider
inter-zonal seasonal water
assignment to ensure that permanent
trading between zones would not be
impacted by seasonal water
assignment.

After considering the issue, the
department agrees that seasonal
water assignments and permanent
trading can be managed in the same
manner by adopting the maximum
and minimum annual volumetrics
outlined in the draft plan (tables
14A, 14B and 14C) for the Upper

This issue was
considered by
the Referral
Panel.

The Panel
agreed with the
department’s
recommendation
to allow both
seasonal and
permanent
trading to be
managed to the
same maximum

The rules relating to
seasonal water
assignments are being
amended. The new
rules will be managed
in conjunction with
section 142(2) of the
draft resource
operations plan for
changing the location
of a water allocation.

RTI- 13-246
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Resource

Draft Resource Operations Final Resource
Key Issue Operations Plan Submitter Issue Departmental Analysis Plan Referral Operations Plan
Provisions Panel Provisions
Consideration
taken under seasonal | for permanent and Barron, Leslie Creek and Mazlin and minimum
assignment must not | seasonal trading. Creek zones. Once the maximum volumetric
exceed the remaining volumetric limit for that zofg,is limits.

volume that may be
taken under the water
allocation in the
water year and in the
July to December
period inclusive.

reached, no further tra
seasonal water assi @é are
permitted into the% f the
minimum vol @ limit is
reached, no further'trading or
seasonal watef assignments out of
the z %uld be permitted.

T 's%oach Is considered to be
sthadeast confusing for irrigators and
y manageable within existing

Py dministrative arrangements.
Water sharing Chapter 7, part 1, The submitters The limitations for taking water The resource The plan’s provisions
rules for division 4 of the draft | that seven day: 00 | under a water allocation were operations plan | are unchanged.
unsupplemented outlines the water short a period to énable | developed after extensive Referral Panel

water allocations

sharing rules that
apply to
unsupplemented
water allocations.

These rules detail the )

limitations that the
chief executive will
impose on water
allocations when
certain streamflow
conditions are met.

irrigat Upper
Barr @r Ahyah
eterson and
y Creek zones to
a tto the
restrictions.

The submitters argued
that they could be still
adjusting to the
restriction when further
restrictions where

hydrological modelling.

The limitations and the timeframes
stated in the draft plan ensure the
equitable sharing of the water
resource between existing
entitlements and the environment.

The application of a twenty one day
period when lifting restrictions is
considered appropriate as this
timeframe allows sufficient time for

flow recovery.

considered this
issue and agreed
with the
department’s
recommendation
for the
provisions to
remain
unchanged.

RTI- 13-246

File A

11 of 65




Resource

Draft Resource Operations Final Resource
Key Issue Operations Plan Submitter Issue Departmental Analysis Plan Referral Operations Plan
Provisions Panel Provisions
Consideration
The limitations in the | triggered. The department considers, on the
dratft plan Proposea | o pmitters suggested basis of historical informatign, that
seven day Ie_ad-ln_ that a fourteen day the thresholds for trigger%x
pef"’?' f(?r triggering | yeaqin period for restriction would not
a limitation as well as applying restrictions limitations being ap %ore
atwenty-one da_y was more appropriate frequently (thanupndérprevious
cons'ec_utlve period as this would give restrictions apf in accordance
for I|_ft|_ng the irrigators time to adjust | with section 25 of the Water Act
restriction. and prepare for the new | 2000) s utilisation of
restriction. They also enti increase.
requesteq a fourteen_ A rative analysis of historical
consecutive day period y, tices and the application of
f%r sust;unlnlg flows <'&ier sharing rules indicates that
above the re evant<_@ /these rules would have occurred
thres_ho_ld befor around the times when rosters and
restrictions ag restrictions were applied previously.
The submitters also
sugges at'some of
the NQ OWS were
o& and should be
red so that
st ictions occur less
frequently.
Groundwater Secti These submitters, who | When analysing the issues raised by | Not within the | Attachment 1D of the
ections 154A and i X
management rules 154B outline the are all located in the the submitters, the department scope for plan has been
for the Atherton . Atherton subartesian reviewed the zone configuration for | referral to the amended to show the
. rules when seeking to i
subartesian area A management area A, the Atherton subartesian area A and | resource new zones for

transfer a water
licence in the

did not agree with the

agreed that the zones could be

operations plan

Atherton subartesian
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Resource

Draft Resource Operations Final Resource
Key Issue Operations Plan Submitter Issue Departmental Analysis Plan Referral Operations Plan
Provisions Panel Provisions
Consideration
Atherton subartesian | zone configuration for | configured to better align with Referral Panel. | management area A.
area to other land in | this management area | catchment boundaries. There are now five
the Athe'rton which (_:onfined the Zone A1 is now based Owrt of zones instead of six.
subartesian area. r_elocatlon of water the Rocky Creek catc at lies
Sections 155A and licences qnd seasonal within subartesian ement area
155B outline the water ass'g.?mgnt to the A.
zones specified.
rules for §easona| . P . Zone A2 is no@ed on the Spring
water assignments in | The submitters Creek catchmént within subartesian
the Atherton suggested that the
. . mana nt area A.
subartesian area. zones be realigned to
catchment boundaries Z n%is now based on the Cherry
of the major ,C%catchment within the
watercourses within rtesian management area A.
management area 2 \/Zone A4 is now based on the
One submitter Mazlin Creek catchment within
requested the subartesian management area A.
amalgama ftwo | Zone A5 is now based on the
Z0nes ' gle ZON€ | catchment boundary for the
as t tter OWNS | ynnamed tributary of the Barron
”9 land which | River that lies within the subartesian
ted in two management area A.
erent zones.
The draft resource operations plan
already allows inter-zonal seasonal
assignments where the location of
existing licences are in separate
zones but where on conjoined land.
Groundwater Sections 157 of the Two submitters who The draft resource operations plan The resource The plan’s provisions

management rules

amending draft plan

currently take

proposes to use streamflows at

operations plan

for chapter 7A are
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Resource

Draft Resource Operations Final Resource
Key Issue Operations Plan Submitter Issue Departmental Analysis Plan Referral Operations Plan
Provisions Panel Provisions
Consideration
for the Atherton proposes that flows groundwater from zone | Picnic Crossing gauging station to Referral Panel unchanged.
subartesian area B | and the subsequent B9 (Peterson Creek) in | limit groundwater take in drier considered this | Section 251B of the

determination of
limitations for taking
water be measured at
the Picnic Crossing
gauging station for
water licences in
zones B1, B2, B3, B4
and B9 in Atherton
subartesian area B.

management area B
requested that the
groundwater
management rules for
this zone be based on
aquifer levels in
monitoring bores.
Where there is limited
data, groundwater
management in
Peterson Creek should
be implemented in \
accordance with t

limitation rule
in the draft plan or

manag
(| €. C

S

Part 2,

flows. Baseflows ar
from groundwater@
stream. Q

Although Petesso Creek does not
contribute to the flow measured at
Picnj ing, the department has
r stream flows in Peterson
sC hat indicates a close

elation between streamflows in
sthe Barron River and Petersen
Creek, particularly in relation to
base flow during dry periods.

Several new monitoring bores have
been drilled in management area B,
including two new monitoring bores
within the Peterson Creek
catchment.

As more information becomes
available from these new monitoring
bores, improvements to the plan can
be made in the future. The plan
states that an amendment may be
made to the plan where that

amendment is necessary to

issue and agreed
with the
rationale for the
draft amending
resource
operations plan
provisions.

The Panel noted
that although
managing
groundwater in
zone B9
(Peterson
Creek) using
trigger flows at
Picnic Creek
gauging station
was not ideal, it
was the most
suitable solution
at this time.

The Panel also
agreed that the
current water
sharing rules be
viewed as an

ROP allows for an
amendment to be
made to chapter 7A,
where that
amendment is
necessary to
implement alternative
water sharing rules
for subartesian water.
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Key Issue

Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

implement alternative water sharing
rules for groundwater.

interim solution
until new,
specific
management
rules for zone
B9 can be
derived from the
bore monitoring
data.

p 4

Water sharing Section 81A in the A number of submitters | Whe ing the issues raised by Not within the There has been a

rules for the amending draft were concerned that the | the itters, including the scope for slight amendment to

Mareeba Dimbulah | resource operations carry over rules relating A Ve carry over provisions referral to the the plan’s provisions

Water Supply plan detailed the rules | to when carry over osed, the department consulted to provide a better

: ; o resource .

Scheme that apply to water expires (subsection \ nWater Limited (as the Resource operations plan description of when
allocation holders were too “restricti% ’Operations Licence holder) on the Referral Panel carry over expires.
who wish to carry or were “unreald suitability of the proposed '
over part of their Submitters did alternative carry over provisions and This clarifies the
unused water propose a.Specific the results of the modelling. cancellation of carry
allocation from one cutoff @ n the Revised carry over provisions were over at the specmed
water year to the next stg<§§ considered and modelled to evaluate volume relatl\_/e to
water year. the impact, if any, on the water storage capacity.

Q‘ allocation security and
environmental flow objectives
outlined in the water resource plan.
Modelling showed that when
Tinaroo Falls Dam storage level is
less than 75 percent capacity, the
announced allocation for medium
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Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Key Issue

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

priority water allocations at the
commencement of the water year
would be reduced significa
means that irrigators ¢
for their enterprises
at the beginning
Although the location
security objecti or medium
priority waterallocations are not

r year.

comp by the reduced level
of a ed entitlement, there is a
/n ensure farm planning

idence. The storage percentage

<Qfow which carry over expires

\
&

should therefore remain at 75%.
This equates to 667 metres AHD
(not 668 metres AHD as stated in
the draft amending plan).

Relocation of water | Section 148 details

The sul@}?slclaimed
ile

When developing relocation rules in

Not within the

The plan’s provisions

t
licences the rules for the chief | th m% ey held the draft resource operations plan, scope for are unchanged.
executive to follow pplemented water an analysis of metered water use referral to the
when considering 1 ations from the data indicated that there were large | resource
applications to areeba Dimbulah unsupplemented entitlements with operations plan
transfer part or all of | Water Supply Scheme, | relatively low levels of water use. Referral Panel.
a water licence to their unsupplemented For this reason, Emerald Creek,
other land. entitlements were above the supplementation point,
insufficient and they was identified as a relocation zone
The chief executive had little opportunity to | where the transfer of water licences
may approve an secure additional water | could occur.
RTI- 13-246 File A 16 of 65




Key Issue

Draft Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

Submitter Issue

Departmental Analysis

Resource
Operations
Plan Referral
Panel
Consideration

Final Resource
Operations Plan
Provisions

application to transfer
a water licence to
other land where the
proposed water
licence would
authorise water to be
taken from the same
zone as the existing
water licence.

via trading within the
scheme.

The submitters
requested additional
unsupplemented
watercourses in
subcatchment area A be
considered as
relocation zones.

Analysis of existing
unsupplemented water licences
indicates that there are a@ely
small number of the Ij n
other watercourses i
subcatchment wj being used
for stock and tic purposes.
This suggests that there is limited
additio ater that could be
acce% expanding the

Z0nes.

S

Constructing in-
stream storages

Sections 146 to 146C
in the amending draft
plan detail how the
chief executive must
deal with certain
water licence
applications. This
includes applications
which seek to
increase interference
with the flow of
water.

The submitters have
requested that the

N

&

reloc
/Te;‘%ﬁter resource plan applies to
y lemented and unsupplemented
construction of da b&
allowed in gullieq%

rface water as well as groundwater.
The water resource plan does not deal
with overland flow water, so the plan
does not prohibit the construction of
off-stream storages. In-stream
storages on watercourses have always
required a licence to impound water.

Not within the
scope for
referral to the
resource
operations plan
Referral Panel.

The plan’s provisions
are unchanged.
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010 6) fegpﬁ - P

Submission form:

Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to

enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for firture consultation if you so

desire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the
development of the plan amendnient. '

Surname/Ms/Dr!Other)

‘First Name /W ,/067’&/ C’L/

Ao Jon AoGerrOLs

Address

Y 73

Box /53

Peostoode

_Toted Q0 UK 74095878
Organisaticn /‘ﬂ, ‘2:/ f A ﬁ()éﬁ//O[——i

Position

Logvars g [and Hotlees.

Phene No 0:? L/OQEZ,IQQS/ ;

Mobile

Email

ATher 1en- table fand- h

Signature 1
4

49-Sch4 - Personal Information

Signature 2

O Recrea

[0 NRMB

(@ bigpond. wm -

Date g /é / /

ot :
{*if necessary for organisation)

O Irigator (supplemented surface water)

£ “Irrigator (unsupplemented surface water)

'ﬂ{iga’m {groundwater)
Wy!and farmer

O Water service provider

mck and domestic wateruser

O Commerce/development

O Tourism

tional fisher

oard/catchment

Which interest group do you primarily re’présent‘? {You may tick more than one bok)

Grazier
Mining industry
‘Riparian landholder

Local governmenit

Date. 31 7 é !?/ 0 .

RECEIVED BY DERM MAREEEA
File No _mﬁgfabsfgm(@@ﬁ

0 4" JUN 2010

—_—

...............................

Environmental interes

Research/academic

Commercial fisher
Small business

Other (please specify)

In what area/riverfcatchment is your interest? {You may tick more than one box).

RTI- 13-246
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendmént Plan 2010

Please refer to the Barron plan area map shown on the next page.

L[] Maresba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme [ Subcatchment area A or B
Subcatchment area C : n| Subcatchment area D, E, ForG
Subcatchment area H . O Caims Northern Beaches subartesian area
f 'EA/therton subartesian area Management Arsa A 0O Othet

I‘E!A/therton subartesian area Management Area B
In what Local Government Area(s) is your interest? {You may tick more than one box)
[0 Cairns Regional Cauncil Eébfelands Regional Council

I you are the representative of a community or stakeholder group piease name the group and briefly outline its
purpose.

If you are the representative of a community or stake_holder group please name the gr nd briefly outline its

<

What is the source of the water you use and what do you use watgr })r?Xou_ may tick more than one box)

e RE

What comments do you have abdut the proposed amendments to the Barron Resource Operations Plan?

.l
Number of additional pages attached to this Submission Form %ank you for your time.

5 fpeeEs

Page 3
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Attachment 1 — Submission by Atherton Tableland Seed Pty Ltd

Re: Barron Resource Operations Plan — Draft Amendment Plan 2010

The issues which we would like to address in relation to the above plan are as
follows: -

1. Permanent water trading of groundwater allocations within Management

Area A. :

Under the current proposal, water trading of groundwat@anses can only
occur between properties in the same zone within M ement Area A or B.
This unfairly discriminates against landholders of ing blocks without

existing water licenses.

For example, at present, if a landholder owns a,d;biock in Zone A4 and also
owns a water license on a block in Zone unless they are contiguous, that
landholder is not able to transfer all f that license to the dry block.
Therefore the productivity of the dry b is at least halved and the value of

such the dry block severely reduced. is rule is implemented as it stands, it
will cripple the productivity of m farms. This rule demonstraies a lack
of understanding of agriculfural pfactices and requirements in the central
Tablelands region. W _

Many blocks have Iicencé that are disproportionate to the amount of land

that they are assi , and would provide much greater productivity if part
of the license co transferred to a block that has no water assignment or
too small an ignment. This would be prudent management of water which

currently is.préyented by the draft ROPS.

| This proble bégan with the issuing of licenses by the Depénment. Had the
Department fairly assigned water licenses based on the area of the land this
would- be far less of an issue. :

Limiting the area in which transfers can occur will only result in limited
productivity & severely depress land prices on dry land farming blocks. The
only people who will want to purchase a dry block in that zone will be other
landholders within that same zone with existing water licenses.

Because the owners of dry land farms can no longer apply for new allocations
they are entirely dependent on another landholder in that zone being
prepared to sell or seasonally assign their water allocation to them.
Permanent trading will never happen while water is so tightly restricted. So

- RTI- 13-246 | File A | 20 of 65




instead of having an entire area of productive farms you will reduce it to
pockets of productivity until the unproductive business sell out.

For the future development and viability of agriculture, it is vital for every
landholder to have the ability to own and access permanent irrigation supplies
and also the means for farmers to permanently increase their existing
allocations by trading licenses.

The whole point of the Barron Resource Opérations Plan is to ensure proper
management of water so that this valuable resource is not misused or
wasted.

rainfalls in the country, this area will continue to be an e s producer of
fresh produce for the nation. Therefore every acre whi€h.has the potential to
produce should have the capacity to do so. The pro t of our current dry
land farms never having the ability to have perm@ ter allocations would

Given that the Atherton Tableland has one of the highest §nd most reliable

seriously reduce viable acreage.

Y4
2. Permanent water trading of ground %ﬂocations within Management
Area A between Zone A3 & A4 & . '

Further to item 1, Zones A3, A d AG in Management Area A should be

combined to form one singl@@

These three zones form%. olden Triangle”, so-named due to the uniform
rich volcanic soil, high raibfall and moderate climate which combine to resuit
in a richly produclfivg\farming area. To handicap such high productivity by
disallowing transfer of water within this area is ridiculous.

Had the Dgpa Xnt equitably distributed water licenses from the outset these
issues w e non-existent. As it stands, it will be a constant battle between
the haves and the have-nots until the have-nots are squeezed out.

The ab'ility to irrigate enables an enormous variety of production to occur,
particularly high yielding, high value crops — particularly fruit and vegetables.

The Tablelands has the special capabiiity of producing many successive
crops throughout a year, and is not limited to production of just one annual
crop like many other areas. However this relies on the ability to irrigate in
those few dry winter months. Production would be seriously impeded if
irrigation was limited to only those farms that have an existing licence.

Landholders with large licenses will be more broductive than those without
~water and eventually will cause the dry land farmers to sell out. The

RTI- 13-246 ' File A - | _ 21 of 65




landholders with licenses will have better bargaining power because they are
the only ones willing to buy dry farms because they have the ability to transfer
water licenses within that zone.

We therefore ask the Department' to reconsider the zoning of A3, A4 & A6 into

one combined zone to allow the reasonable trading of water licenses across
this area.

3. The purchasing of water assignments to be limited to landowners within

Area A & B.

With the permanent trading of groundwater in Areas A & 8, we would also
wish to see trading limited to agricultural landholders in those same
areas.

We believe that this would protect the inierests ting landholders and
their industries who have a vested interest in th ion and its water usage.

In turn this would resuit in a more natural balangce in trading activities, relative
to the ebbs and flows of the regional ecor%y.

We are concerned that entities wi vested interest in the area will
capitalize on supply and demandawi e unfair advantage of not relying on
this commodity (water) for their onomic viability.

We propose that if these efij \v/vant to trade, they will also have to invest in
-the region by purchasin in order to be a ‘water user’. This would “weed
out” those wishing to capitalize on the water market who have no intention to
use the water for-iis\iptended purpose, but instead treat it as a “stock in
trade”.

capitaliz of the water market, would clearly demonstrate a lack of
understanding of agriculture. It would also fly in the face of the Department’s
argument that The Barron Water Resource Plan provides “strategies for
sustainably allocating and managing water resources to meet projected
growth.....”.

Failure bg’ﬁQ\Department to include measures which prevent overt

Water management is necessary to safeguard future supplies for ‘water
users’. Entities which are not ‘water users’ should not have the ability to
impact on industries which depend on this water for their economic viability.
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Page 1 of 1

Turchet Sandra Brora.

From: Douglas Jason ‘

Sent: Friday, 4 June 2010 1:25 PM

To: Turchet Sandra :

Subject: ExVPBarrorl'l Resource Operations Plan - Draft Amendment Plan 2010 - Submission IR &
oggioli

Importance: High , _
Attachments: Submission - IR & JN Poggioli.doc; Submission - IR&JN Poggioli. PDF

From: Atherton Tableland Hay [mailto:atherton_tableland_hay@bigpond.com]
Sent: Friday, 4 June 2010 12:45 PM

To: WRP Barron
Subject: Barron Resource Qperations Plan - Draft Amendment Plan 2010 S isgion IR & JN Poggioli

Importance: High

The Chief Executive %

Department of Environment and Resource Management
Attention: Mr Jason Douglas
Barron ROP Amendments @

Dear Sir _ 2\
Please find attached our submission regarding the%k arron Resource Operations Plan — Draft

Amendment Plan 2010. _
Altached is the Submission form and additi pages of comments.

If you require anything further please let@i . :
| RECEWED BY DERM MAREER.:

Sincerely,

IR & JN Poggioli Q\/ ‘ { File No . R
STHERTC ‘ | MJUNZlm

Aclion By ...

% B §
Atherton Tableland Seed Pty Lid Reg dxcCode ..o
PO Box 153, Tolga Qid 4882 .

Tel: (07) 4095 4231

Fax: (07) 4095 4878

Email: atherfon_tableland_hay@bigpond.com

Please Note: This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended solely for the named
addressee. If you are not the addressee, you may not copy or deliver this message or its aftachments to anyone. Ralher, you should permanently
delete this message and s attachments and kindly nofify the sender by reply email. Any content of this message and its attachments which does
not relate to the official business of the sending company must be taken nof to have been sent or endorsed by that company er any of its reiated
entities. No warranty is made that the email or attachments are free from computer viruses or other defect.
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010 BRgrA _ ¥

Submission form:

Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to
enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if you so
desire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the
‘development of the plan amendment.

Sumame (Mler(Oth‘er)

i Sonpeh  Coeio |

avss L0, Box /153 ToLaH QLD -
Postcode [/?ga? Fax 8?40?54@7@
Organisation Q Y774 4% / /7-5/ L7DD

Position Setlcrriney

F’héne No 2L/ O (75‘/{ X, S / .. Mobile

tval atherton. - 1ablclargl. hag® prgpond. com?
Signature 1 | | < Y Dae [o12; /5/ 1O

Signature 2* ’ Date

(*if necessary for organisation)

Which intérest group do you primarily represent? (You may tick more than orie box)

Ll Irigator (supplemented surface water) B Grazier

O Irrigator {unsupplemehted surface water) 00 Mining industry EECEWED By DERM MAREEBA
E{rigatc.ar {groundwater) O Riparian landholder -~ | File No mAQ’@&S/OQQ(Ofa?
Eéylarid farmar [ Local government 0 A JUN Zm

[ Water service provider . , [l Environmental interests Action By .M'Q&JB-? ______________________
B Stock and domestic water user D Researcfacademic | Reg Dac Gode mﬁ.t.@[@.ﬁ.l.@fl. .....
O Commerce/development 'O Commercial fisher *

3 Tourism - ] Small business

OO0 Recreational fisher [T Other {please specify)

£ NRM Board/catchment

In what area/river/catchment is your interest? (You may fick more than one box).

Page 2
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Please refer to the Barron plan area map shown on the next page.

LT Mareeba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme
Béi:bcatchment area C

Acatchment area H

E’lﬁerton subartesian area Management Area A

E’;@ﬂon subartesian area Management Area B

O Subcatchmeniarea A or B

L Subgatchment area D, E, F or G

O Cairns Northern Beaches subartesian area

T Other

In what Local Government Area(s) is your interest? {You may tick more than ocne box)

00 Caims Regional Council

If you are the representative of a commumty or stakeholder

purpose,

If you are the representative of a. community or stakeholder group please name th

purpose.

Tablelands Regional Council

group please name the group and briefly outiine its

'nd briefly outline its

QD
0\

What is the source of the water yau use and what do yeu use waterfor? (You may tick more than one box)

What comments do you have about the proposed amendments 1o the Barron Resource Operations Plan?

flenge See Armiated 3 e fem

00116t Commenss

Number of additional pages attached to this Submission Form Mk you for your time.

3 #aGes
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Attachment 1 - Submission by DRM Agri Pty Ltd

Re: Barron Resource Operations Plan — Draft Amendment Plan 2010

The issues which we would like to address in relation to the above plan are as
follows: :

1. Permanent water trading of groundwater allocations within Management
Area A.

Under the current proposal, water trading of groundwat%nses can only
occur between properties in the same zone within M ement Area A or B.
This unfairly discriminates against landhoiders of ing blocks without

existing water licenses

- For example, we are currently purchasmg Qming block in Zone A3
which has a water license attached t ne of the main reasons we
purchased this farm was so that we ransfer a portion of its water
license allocation to another of o r%ily properties in Zone A4 which
has no present allocation, maki g%mr more productive.

Uniess the draft rules are_ dltered (see item 2), we will have one block
with plenty of allocation nother with no allocation, although they
are less than 1000m a :

transfer any p our license to the dry block. Therefore the
productivity he’dry block is at least halved and the value of the dry
block is sev¥e reduced. _

Because the blwe not contiguous, we cannot even seasonally

If this rule is implemented as it stands, it will cripple the productivity of many
dry farms. This rule demonstrates a lack of understanding of agricultural
practices and requirements in the central Tablelands region.

- Many blocks have licences that are disproportionate to the amount of land
that they are assigned to, and would provide much greater productivity if part
of the license could be transferred to a block that has no water assignment or
too small an assignment. This would be prudent management of water which
currently is prevented by the draft ROPS.

This problem began with the issuing of licenses by the Department. Had the
Department fairly assrgned water hcenses based on the area of the land this
would be far less of an issue.

RTI- 13-246 File A . 26065




Limiting the area in which transfers can occur will only result in limited
productivity & severely depress land prices on dry land farming blocks. The
only people who will want to purchase a dry block in that zone will be other
landholders within that same zone with existing water licenses.

Because the owners of dry fand farms can no longer apply for new allocations
they are entirely dependent on another landholder in that zone being
prepared fo sell or seasonally assign their water allocation to them.
Permanent trading will never happen while water is so tightly restricted. So

. instead of having an entire area of productive farms you will reduce it to
pockets of productivity until the unproductive business sell out.

landholder to have the ability to own and access perman ation supplies
and also the means for farmers fo permanently j their existing
allocations by trading licenses.

For the future development and viability of agriculture, ites vital for everyr

eée
Given that the Atherton Tableland has one of ighest and most reliable
rainfalls in the country, this area will continue to bé an enormous producer of
fresh produce for the nation. Therefore acre which has the potential to

produce should have the capacity to he prospect of our current dry
land farms never having the ability to_h permanent water allocations would

seriously reduce viable acreage. @

2. Permanent water fradin undwater allocations within Management
Area A between Zone 4 & A6.

Further to item 1 A3, A4 and A8 in Management Area A should be
combined to form single zone.

N\

These thr es form the “Golden Triangle”, so-named due to the uniform
rich volc il, high rainfall and moderate climate which combine to result
in a richly ‘productive farming area. To handicap such high productivity by
disallowing transfer of water within this area is ridiculous.

Had the Department equitably distributed water licenses from the outset these
issues would be non-existent. As it stands, it will be a constant battle between
the haves and the have-nots until the have-nots are squeezed out.

The ability to irrigate enables an enormous variéty of production to occur,
particularly high yielding, high value crops — particularly fruit and vegetables.

The Tablelands has the special capability of producing many successive
crops throughout a year, and is not limited to production of just one annual
crop like many other areas. However this relies on the ability to irrigate in
those few dry winter months. Production would be seriously impeded if
irrigation was limited to only those farms that have an existing licence. .
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Landholders with large licenses will be more productive than those without
water and eventually will cause the dry land farmers to sell out. The
landholders with licenses will have better bargaining power because they are
the only ones willing to buy dry farms because they have the ability to transfer
water licenses within that zone.

We therefore ask the Department to reconsider the zoning of A3, A4 & A6 into
one combined zone to allow the reasonable trading of water licenses across
this area.

3. The purchasing of water assignments to be limited to landowners within
AreaA&B. @

With the permanent trading of groundwater in Area & B, we would also
wish to see trading limited to agricultural lan within those same
areas. - : :

We believe that this would protéct the i es{s of existing landholders and
. their industries who have a vested int%' he region and its water usage.

In turn this would resulf in a more natu alance in trading aclivities, relative
to the ebbs and flows of the regiopal omy.

We are concerned that eniifies without a. vested interest in the area will
capitalize on supply and d with the unfair advantage of not relying on
this commodity (water)

own economic viability.

the region by purshaging land in order to be a ‘water user’. This-would “weed
out” those wi O capitalize on the water market who have no intention to
use the wafeNfor its intended purpose, but instead treat it as a “stock in
frade”.

We propoée thatentities want to trade, they will also have to invest in

Failure by the Department to include measures which prevent overt
capitalization of the water market, would clearly demonstrate a lack of
understanding of agriculture. 1t would also fly in the face of the Department's
argument that The Barron Water Resource Plan provides “strategies for
sustainably allocating and managing water resources to meet projected
growth.....”.

Water management is necessary to safeguard future supplies for ‘water

users’. Entities which afe not ‘water users’ should not have the ability to.
impact on industries which depend on this wat_er_for their economic viability.
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Page 1 of 1

Turchet Sandra

From: Douglas Jason

Sent: Friday, 4 June 2010 2:21 PM

To: ~ Turchet Sandra

Subject: FW:. Barron Resource Operations Plan - Draft Amendment Plan 2010 - Submission DRM
Agri Pty Ltd

importance: High
Attachments: Submission - DRM Agri Pty Ltd0001.PDF; Submission - DRM Agri Pty Ltd.doc

From: Atherton Tableland Hay [mailto:atherton_tableland_hay@bigpond.com]

Sent: Friday, 4 June 2010 2:15 PM

To: WRP Barron

Subject: Barron Resource Operations Plan - Draft Amendment Plan 2010 - Subgnission DRM Agri Pty Ltd .
Importance: High Q,

Department of Environment and Resource Management
Attention: Mr Jason Douglas '
Barron ROP Amendments : @

Dear Sir Y

Please find attached our submission regarding the%k arron Resource Operations Plan — Draft
Amendment Pian 2010. , '

Attached is the Submission form and additi pages of comments.

if you require anything further please IeQ~

Sincerely,

Sandra Curcio Q\/

Secretary

DRM Agri Pty Ltd ,Q

Athenon Tableland Seed Pty Ld

PO Box 153, Tolga Qid 4882

Tel: (07) 4095 4231 ,

Fax: (07} 4095 4878 .
‘Email: atherton_tableland hay@bfgpond com. ' D

The Chief Executive é

/

¥ ' Y
'l'gpl.El.A .

Piease Nofe: This message and iis aftachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended solely for the named
addressee. If you are not the addressee, you may not copy or defiver this message or its attachmenis to anyone. Rather, you should permanently
delete this message and its aftachments and kindly notify the sender by reply email. Any content of this message and its attachments which does
not refate fe the official business of the sending company must be taken nof to have been sent or endorsed by that company or any of its related
enlities. No warranty is made thaf the emalil or attachments are free from computer viruses or other defect.
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Barron Resource Operations Pian—Draft Amendment Plan 2010~ 8ROPA_ | 2.

Submission form:
Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

. We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to
enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if you so
desire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the

- development of the plan amendment. : s

Sumamg (MrMrs/Ms/Dr/Other) |
Fsthame — [pnl  Kreagbo AbegrioL)
address 2 0 Ao /55 7O L Cr#
Postcode 27 g»gﬁg _ Fex (9?1’/@?5 oy g *?gf’
owisaen ) £ FoGG1OL) |
Pastion LAND HELHET .
ProneNo (Y F2/0 O§L) D3/ - Moblle
Emal  @thes 7007 - Tablelond- hay@ bigrond. om
. - u

- 49-Sch4 - Personal Information .
Signature Date 23 / é / R0/0,

7 'a -
Signature Z 7 _ Date ‘

" (*if necessary for organisation)

Which interest group do you primarily répfesent? (You may tick more than one box)

B3 irrigator (supplemented surface water) B Grazier

[ Irrigator {unsupplemented surface water) . O Mining industry

M'rigator {groundwater} 1 Riparian _la_\ndh.o[dée'r

E/D"ryland farmer O Locat gevemmen’é

O Water service provider ) Environmenta!.interests
Eﬁéockand dornestic water user O Research/acadenic _EACtion By
O Commerce/development B Commercial fisher Re

3" Tourism O Small business

1 Recreational fisher n Oth_er_(please specify)

O NRM Board/catchment

in what areafriver/catchment Is your interest? (You may tick more than one box).

Page 2
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Please referfo the Barron plan area map shown on the next page.

I Mareeba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme 0 Subcatchment aﬁea AorB
[:‘JS/.ubcatchment area C o Subcatchment atea D, E, F or G
M{ubcatchment area H 01 Caims Northem Beaches subartesian area
Bﬁmﬁon subartesian area Management Area A O Other

EA/th‘erton subartesian area Management Area B

In what deal Government Area(s) is your interest? (You may fick more than one box)

O Cairns Regional Council 'Eﬁ“able!ands Regional Council’

If you are the representative ofa eommunity or stakeholder group please name the group and briefly outline its
purpose.

If you are the representative of a community or stakeholder group please name th nd briefly outline its
purpose.

Q

A4
Whiat is the source of the water you use and what do you use water fer? (You may tlck more than one box)

What comments do you have about the proposed amendmentts to'the Barron Resource Operations Plan?

/ LEFISE fé?f W 5 STl

Number of additional pages attached to thls Submission Form Lﬁ’ﬁank you for your time.

3 Avorm e s e
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Attachment 1 — Submission by IR Poqggioli

Re: Barron Resource Operations Plan — Draft Amendment Plan 2010

The issues which we would like to address in relation to the above plan are as
follows:

- 1. Permanent water trading of groundwater allocations within Management
Area A.

Under the current proposal, water trading of groundwatﬁenses can only
occur between properties in the same zone within Ma nt Area AorB.
This unfairly discriminates against landholders of ing blocks without
existing water licenses. "

For example, at present, if a landholder owns a &Iock in Zone A4 and also
owns a water license on a block in Zone uhless they are contiguous, that
landholder is not able to transfer all o f that license to the dry block.
Therefore the productivity of the dry b is at least halved and the value of
such the dry block severely reduced) Is rule is implemented as it stands, it
will cripple the productivity of m farms. This rule demonstrates a lack
of understanding of agricul ctices and requirements in the central
Tablelands region.

- Many biocks have licen that are disproportionate to the amount of land
that they are assi é*’? and would provide much greater productivity if part
of the license co@ ransferred to a block that has no water assignment or
too small an ignment. This would be prudent management of water which
currently is ehted by the draft ROPS.

This problem began with the issuing of licenses by the Department. Had the
Department fairly assigned water licenses based on the area of the land this
would be far less of an issue.

Limiting the area in which transfers can occur will only result in limited
productivity & severely depress land prices on dry land farming blocks. The
only people who will want to purchase a dry block in that zone will be other
landholders within that same zone with existing water licenses.

Because the owners of dry land farms can no longer apply for new allocations -
they are entirely dependent on another landholder in that zone being-
prepared to sell or seasonally assign their water allocation to them.

Permanent trading will never happen while water is so tightly restricted. So
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instead of having an entire area of productive farms you will reduce it to
pockets of productivity until the unproductive business sell out.

For the future development and viability of agriculture, it is vital for every
fandholder to have the ability to own and access permanent irrigation supplies
and also the means for farmers fo permanently increase their existing
allocations by trading licenses.

The whole point of the Barron Resource Operations Plan is to ensure proper
management of water so that this valuable resource is not misused or
wasted.

rainfalls in the country, this area will continue to be an e us producer of
fresh produce for the nation. Therefore every acre whj he potential to
produce should have the capacity to do so. The pr ct of our current dry
land farms never having the ability to have perma ter allocations would
seriously reduce viable acreage.

Given that the Atherton Tableland has one of the highest and most reliable
r
&

. Permanent water trading of groundv%%ﬂocatlons w:thm Management -

Area A between Zone A3 & A4 & A

Further to item 1, Zones A3, A AG in Management Area A should be

combined to form one singl@e‘,
These three zones for olden Triangle”, so-named due to the uniform’

rich volcanic soil, high ralmfall and moderate climate which combine to result

in a richly productive, farming area. To handicap such high productlvﬂy by
disallfowing transfé& ater within this area is ridiculous.

Had the De \nt equitably distributed water licenses from the outset these
issues w e non-existent. As it stands, it will be a constant battle between
the haves and the have-nots until the have-nots are squeezed out.

The ability to irrigate enables an enormous variety of production to occur,

-particularly high yielding, high value crops — particularly fruit and vegetables.

The Tablelands has the special capability of producing many successive
crops throughout a year, and is not limited to production of just one annual
crop like many other areas. However this relies on the ability to irrigate in
those few dry winter months. Production would be seriously impeded if
irrigation was limited to only those farms that have an existing licence.

Landholders with large licenses will be more productive than those without
water and eventually will cause the dry land farmers to sell out. The

RTI- 13-246 o - File A _ 33 of 65




- the region by purchasin
- out” those wishing to cap

capitaliz

landholders with licenses will have better bargaining power because they are
the only ones willing to buy dry farms because they have the ability to transfer
water licenses within that zone. ' '

We therefore ask the Department to reconsider the zoning of A3, A4 & A6 into
one combined zone to allow the reasonable trading of water licenses across
this area.

. The purchasing of water assignments to be limited to landowners within

Area A & B.

With the permanent trading of groundwater in Areas A & B, we would also
VWish to see trading limited to agricultural landholders qwithin those same
areas.

We believe that this would protect the interests ofNEXisting landholders and
their industries who have a vested interest in t @ gion and its water usage.
In turn this would resuit in a more natural balan;e ih trading activities, relative
to the ebbs and flows of the regional eco Y. :

We are concerned that entities with vested interest in the area will
capitalize on supply and demand i e unfair advantage of not relying on
this commodity (water) for their onomic viability.

i '\ﬂant to trade, they will also have to invest in
n order to be a ‘water user’. This would “weed
lize on the water market who have no intention to
use the water fo@@ended purpose, but instead treat it as a “stock in

We propose that if these e

frade”.

the water market, would clearly demonstrate a lack of
understanding of agriculture. it would also fly in the face of the Department’s

Failure bg ’ﬁs\Department to include measures which prevent overt

argument that The Barron Water Resource Plan provides “strategies for

sustainably allocating and managing water resources to meet projected
growth.....". '

Water management is neceésary to safeguard future supplies for ‘water
users’. Entities which are not ‘water users’ should not have the ability to

| impact on industries which depend on this water for their econom_ic viability.
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Sincerely,

E ' Page 1 of 1

Turchet Sandra BROPY)
From: Douglas Jason
Sent: Friday, 4 June 2010 1:25 PM
To: Turchet Sandra .
" Subject: FW: Barron Resource Operations Plan - Draft Amendment Plan 2010 - Submission IR
Poggioli '

importance: High _
Attachments: Submission - IR Poggioli.PDF; Submission - IR Poggioli.doc

From: Atherton Tableland Hay [mailto:atherton_tablefand_hay@bigpond.com]

Sent: Friday, 4 June 2010 12:49 PM

To: WRP Barron _

Subject: Barron Resource Operations Plan - Draft Amendment Plan 2010 - SubRyission IR Poggioli
Importance: High

The Chief Executive : % :

Department of Environment and Resource Management
Aftention: Mr Jason Douglas
Barron ROP Amendmenis @

Dear Sir, Y

Please find attached my submission regarding the%' arron Resource Operations Plan — Draft Amendment
Flan 2010.

Attached is the Submission form and additi pages of comments.

If you require anything further please le_@k~

/

RECEIVED BY DERM MAGEZRA

Mr lan Poggioli | Q\/ - F"f—'NO---.......: .......................
g <\ i_ » 04 JUN 2010
| A .

4 S e K )
L E3 3 \‘ »
= I Action By ... . . .
# . 1
Atherton Tableland Seed Pty Ltd feg Doc Code v,

PO Box 153, Tolga Qld 4882

Tel: (07} 4095 4231

Fax: (07} 4095 4878

Email: atherton_tableland_hay@hbigpond.com

Please Note: This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended solely for the named
addressee. If you are not the addressee, you may not copy or deliver this message or ifs attachments fo anyone. Rather, you should permariently
delete this message and ifs aftachments and kindly notify the sender by reply email. Any conient of this message and ifs affachments which does

" not relate to the official business of the sending company must be taken nof to frave been sent or endorsed by thaf company or any of ifs related
" entities. No warranty is made that the email or attachments are free from computer viruses or other defect,
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Pian 2010 ﬁ@oﬂﬂ /L

Submission form:
":Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to
enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if you so
desire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken mto consideration in the

development of the plan amendment.

Surname (Mr/Mrs/Ms/Dr/Other) A5 Scha - Personal

First Name ’49-Sch4 - Personal Information ‘

Address 49-Sch4 - Personal Information

Posicode

Organisation

Position

Phone No

Email
49-Sch4 - Personal Information
-

Signature 1 Date 4& = éﬁ. ~/ ﬁ

Signature 2* & . ' Date

(*if necessary for organisation)
Which interest group do you primarily represent? (Yeu may tick more than one box)

O firigator (supplemented surface water) 0O Grazier

Wgator (unsupplemented surface water) O Mining industry RECEIVED BY DERM M AREEB A”

@%ator {(groundwater) E?/Riparian fandholder | File No mﬁg/oa’ S/Oﬁoé/ QQJ

O Dryland farmer O Local government -4 JUN 72018

O Water service provider B3 Environmental inter Bction By . mgé@
A)Ck and domestic water user [0 Research/academic | Reg Doe Cﬁﬁﬁ mnl t€! 0/ ﬁ ” D&

0O Commercefdevelopment &3 Commercial fisher
O Tourism O Small business
{1 Recreational fisher L1 Other (please specify)

O NRM Board/caichment

In what areafriver/catchment is your interest? (You may tick more than one box).

- Page 2
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SUBMISSION TO BARRON RESOURCE OPERATION PLAN, DRAFT
AMENDMENT PLAN, April, 2010

Water is a valuable, limited but renewable, natural resource,

Where there is threat of overtaxing the available supply, a responsible authority, such as
DNR&W shouid be the obvious choice — providing the poticies adopted are based on:

(A} The best available facts, and subject to upgrade as better information becomes
available,

(B) Famness to alf concerned parties as well as sustamability of the natural resource,
(C) Openness and accountability to all concerned parties.

The April,2010 Draft Amendment Plan of the Barron Resourc ton Plan is flawed
for the following reasons.

(A) Its authors have adopted a ‘law unto themselves’ attit&nd have rejected any and
all facts and opinions which don’t compliment theip hidfen agenda.”

(i) The only assessment of the amount of avail ter in this catchment which has
been accepted by the authors has been cal y someone punching the wrong -
buttons on a computer. The authors ign estimates toade by a panel of three
hydrologists who, using DNR&W’s limi ta conservatively calcutated that the
sustainable amount of available wate ¢ Area A aquifer would be between 50 and
100% more than the estimated ed by the authors. (Incidentally, these three
seientists perform a large amowof work for DNR&W, where their opinions are valued-

but apparently not when Wpinions don’t suit the authors of this Plan.)

(11) The only approae%z?zter Users to discover their consumption was made a
sent to them from DNR&W advising them of the fines

few days aftera lv%h
and penalties th€9 wonid receive if they exceeded their entitlements. Understandably, the
replies were neifher complete nor accurate.

(ii1) Gauging stations have not been installed on most of the streams outflowing from this
aquifer. Together with the meters on the pumps which measure the water extracted from
the aquifer, and gauging stations measuring the surplus water, DNR&W would be able to
accurately determine, over a two or three year period, the true amount of water in the
Barron Catchment Area.

(v)  Itis a fact, though not acknowledged by DNR&W until recent times, that ail
“water , excluding rainfall runoff, exiting the Barron Catchment Area comes from the

aquifer under this area. It is therefore disappointing fo say the least, to know that the

authiors have settled on a sustainable annual take of only 14,500 megatitres from the Area

49-Sch4 - Personal Information
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A underground, while DNR&W’s agent, Sunwater budgets for an annual loss of 66,000
meglitres of water from the same origin.

(v} A Water Advisory Group was elected to assist in the formation of this plan.
Co!lectlvely, the group brought to the table a wealth of expenence and knowledge and
tied himself to achieve the and f

49- Sch4 Personal Information

{B) Aliocations and water licences have been granted and denied on

a discriminate, inappropriate and unfair basis. In one instance, full allocation of five
megalitres per hectare was granted to land covered with World Heritage - listed rainforest
near the top of a steep hili, while in other instances, farmers practici d dependant on
trrigation for their livelihood have been either persnaded that the eed increased
allocations or refused increased allocations though the water w: ble.

(i) The earliest water users appear to hold the smallest all while the holders of the
fargest allocations are consistently farmers whose nngatm history dates no farther back
than the mid 1990s

(i) Some of the earlier water users who did a an mcrease in their allocation, and
1 am one, were talked out of it by Departm cers using reasons such as There is
plenty of water- use if, We won't enfbrc@ tions even if you exceed them, Why do
you want to do ali that paperwork?, The only¥ necessary reason to increase your allocation
would be if you intended to grow %::d needed to assure the sugar mill that you
could irrigate your sugarcane ) TIECESSary.

(iil) Some applications forallocations have been on hold since 1994 while others have
received either new or i d allocations during the moratorium.

(iv) Fromthe ﬁ of times, the unsuplimented water on a property was for the use of
that }andholde%e Department chooses to undertake sustainable management of usage
of that water, so be it, but allocate on a° megalitre per irrigatable hectare’ basis notasa
*gift to the greedy” who will then be able to capitalize on ieasing or seiling some marks
~on a piece of paper which was given to them. That piece of paper has nothing to do with
supply of water, only with allowing a landholder to use the water on his property, if he
can find any. Through out history, Governments at all fevels have been able to give or
take with ‘the stroke of a pen.” This issue is too important to be hidden behind defense of
past actions or denying that past decisions may have been wrong. If the Department truly
wants to build a co-operative, respected and trouble-free management of unsuplimented
water use, set a firm foundation by arranging a fair distribution of water allocations.

A9-Sch4 - Personal Information
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{C) For stakeholders to have confidence in a project, they need to be satisfied there is no
“hidden agenda’ and, no need to have a solicitor present if distussionis going to fast
longer than “Good day™.

) T am confused because this Plari bears little
resemblance to the fssues discussed and the recommendations made by WAG meetings,
unless taken out of context or misrepresented.

|49-Sch4 - Personal Information

(i) Answers, not légalized decisions, need to bé given explaining why those
decisions were made, and whether those decisions will relp stakeholders, the general
community, the environment or will be just another revenue raiser for the Government.

(i)  In the past few years, T have made two deputatiois to two diffefent Mindsters. One
of those ministers fater stood on my property, was appalled to hear of my dealings
with the Department, and asked “How long have officers of my d nt been treating
Iandholders this way?” The other minister told me ‘don’t wo Wway or the other,
we'll get you water.” Since the Amendment Plan has been releasdd, T have advertised in
the local newspaper for ‘Expressions of interest to sell or Iy trade water
aflocations or licenses in any of three different zones in Aréw/A. I did not receive even
one reply. The BROP is not showing potential to orf the Minister’s commitment that
I be able to continue irrigation farming using th el have been using for the last
forty-seven years. %

I support my opening remarks, but the Pian will take away my livelihood. I
respectfully urge you to consider the issucsfaiscd in this submission and others. We arc
innocent victims of a system whic y years was a friend in Government clothing
and is now revealed as someihi ent.
While controlled water take is nf as important in this area of high rainfall and annual
‘water replenishment as it isin some arcas of Queensland and Australia, i never the less
may become 56 in the f@ would like to think that I and/or my family will be part of
111

that future — Guv% Fmitting.
; 49-Sch4 - Personal Informatgn
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Barron Rescurce Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010 A ;egpﬁ_*___, / /

Submission form:

Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to
enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if you so
desire, Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the
development of the plan amendment.

ST RSO the)
wNameSBronwm Diyer | Guiesppe Moro a Qscar Boano
Address (* /- TabLe[c;«o/ @hﬁgowf /_;l-ol PO Eoxc ggc? mozre_wbol &UP

Postcode 4,6%0 Faxoy7 2409 Q_.E@ 877
Organisation’l—&u QIW\QJ AvEE LowE LS (J-‘-‘!im arehy D;JMC/{‘ Frad P Veﬁg;hb & Groned Auce . & N .CO“'QP L:h?( '

Postton Agrager a  ( heriv mm@in

. . #9-Sch4 - Personal Information
PhoneNo /1049 6o 65 [ gmﬂwd‘,b Mobile
Emai ‘}'H@ Corn e"\f""f‘e“- o -, MO Cw iCe & AO“(‘NH Vo oql;)\.)ﬂf\c @QCHUS et ey
. 19-Sch4 - Personal Information ' g >
Signature 1 Date & L‘,/é /f o

Signature 2% Date & L.‘-/ é /IG

9-Sch4 - Personal Information

(*if necessary for organisation) STqmqh:f‘& 2z _ Dale: Lp/é/lo
S

Which interest group do you primarily represent? (You may tick more than one box)

s,

DKrigator (supplemented surface water) O Grazier RECEIVED 5Y UE o "ég

iZ 1’ L Iu\:” {\nf\ (o 0

Irrigator {unsupplemented surtace water) O Mining industry File Ndﬂﬂﬂ/ojS’ /000 ( O, J
@/@(groundwatar) 0 Riparian landholder 4 JUN 2010
0 Dryland farmer O Local government Action By meéas
O Water service provider _ O Environmental interests | Fleg Doc Codl eiﬂfQQQ/Q../.Q???..... f
: -4
O Stock and domestic water user O Research/academic
[1 Commerce/development [0 Commercial fisher
O Tourism [0 Small business
O Recreational fisher Other (please specify)
¥ | gay
O NRM Board/catchment (LQP(QSCM\‘\’C\ W Orcsqm Sa‘\‘)oy\f
T \v L

In what areafriver/catchment is your interest? (You may tick more than one box).

Page 2
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Please refer to the Barron plan area map shown on the next page.

E@ba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme Eﬁatchment area AorB
ﬂﬁétchment area C E-STbcatchment area D, EForG
B’ﬁbcatchment area H L1 Cairns Northern Beaches subartesian area
EAfhertan subartesian area Management Area A O Other

E-H’@on subartesian area Management Area B
In what Local Government Area(s) is your interest? (You may tick more than one box)
O Cairns Regional Council Q/lﬁa'l;nds Regional Council

If you are the representative of a community or stakeholder group please name the group and briefty outline its
purpose.

If yau are the representative of a community or stakeholder group please name the greup and briefly outline its

purpose.
\ ble Growey Aso

\Qulaf\"l Conearoadess Liel @ Mareskse, Digtnct < ¥ 4 \
T rpﬂfe.ce.rd—a rtaetos of odJ p&@hvg [~oharfwieds

-

N& Co*o@ yepresents 1t gkarekola&/x& qre ,/lafmm §irngehers

What is the source of the water you use and what do you use water forVu may tick more than one box)

What comments do you have about the proposed amendments to the Barron Resource Operations Plan?

Plegse see atYtracled Cubnwgoion .
Nunbec of hddifNonal Gaes: five ()

Number of additional pages attached to this Submission Farm O Thank you for your time.

Five () |
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03" June 2010

The Chief Executive

Department of Environment and Resource Management
Attention: Mr Jason Douglas

Barron ROP Amendments

PO Box 156

MAREEBA QLD 4880

Dear Sir,
SUBMISSION: BARRON ROP —- DRAFT AMENDMENT PLAI&O

1.0 Background

This submission has been made jointly by ‘Tableland CANE RS Lid, Mareeba
Dimbuiah Fruit and Vegetable Growers Association and N@ -op Ltd’ (“the
organisations’).

The organisations would like to thank the ‘Depafc Envuonment and Resource
Management’ (‘DERM”) for having speczﬁca ted the organisations about the Barron
‘Resource Operations Plan’ (‘ROP?) and asso Draft Amendment Plan 2010° (‘Draft’).

To date the consultations have resulted ing r vements to the ROP for the organisations’
water users. Notwithstanding, provisio n in the ROP or exist in the Draft that are of
significant concern to the organisati Mer users. Detailed below are the provisions of

* concern to the organisations and ndments sought by the organisations to the ROP or
Draft to extinguish those concern '

2.0 PROVISIONS OF RN

2.1 Carryover Rule&\

Carryover rules gi?omitted from the ROP, but were included in the Draft following
representations by the organisations. However the carryover rules included in the Draft are
materially different to the existing rules. The changes that have been made to the rules
substantially reduce the benefit of carryover to water users and no reasoning has been
provided by DERM to the organisations for the changes nor does there appear to be any
logical reason for the changes.

The existing rules provide for the commencement of carryover at the start of a water year

- regardless of Tinaroo Falls Dam’s supply level and require the cessation of carryover when
“Tinaroo Falls Dam’ (*TFD’) stops spilling or at the end of the water year, whichever occurs
first. Until now the organisations have worked with the existing rules despite there being no
definition of what constitutes a “spill event” and no logical reason as to why carryover ceases
when the dam stops spilling. It should be noted that the premature cessation of carryover may
prevent the full utilisation of water allocations and may reduce Sunwater revenue with no
environmental or water security benefits.

1
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2.1.1 Amendments Sought to Carryover Rules

¢ Commencement of carryover permitied on 01 July of each water year except when
there is a Critical water level classification for TFD. All other reference to TFD water
level classifications to be omitted.

e Carryover to cease at the end of the water year or if the Critical water level
classification is reached, whichever occurs first.

» All reference to TFD level 668.0m AHD to be omitted as this would negate carryover
in an average season within approximately two (2) months of the commencement of
the water year. '

¢ All reference to the spilling of TFD to be omitted as there is currently no definition in
the Draft to describe what constitutes or who determines a spill event. The
organisations only acceptable definition of a spill event is ‘Water which commences
flowing over TFD wall in the second half of the current water year i.e. on or after 01*
January and continues to do so for seven (7) consecutive days’g

2.2 Water Release Rules Q‘
1&

The water release rules are anomalous with the natural ﬂm@ e of the Barron River and

the river’s tributaries.
V4

epennial tributaries incorporates an
run-off events during the monsoonal

The natural flow regime of the Barron River and i

extended period of elevated flows driven by sig

summer wet season and a baseflow period e balance of the year where flow

generally diminishes commensurate with water levels. In contrast, the minimum daily

river flow volumes for Node 2 (i.e. Myela) ad at the Lake Placid Overflow during High and

Medium water level classifications ﬁ/ provide for the highest minimum daily river flow
the lowest minimum daily river flow volumes

volumes during the baseflow peri
during the wet season and during Bow and Critical water level classifications for TFD there

is no fluctuation in the minj aily river flow volumes over the year at these nodes. At
Nodes 4 (i.e. Mareeba) a i.e. below TFD) there is no fluctuation in the minimum daily

flow volumes over t j@r hatsoever except where the water level classification for TFD
changes.

The maximum daia river flow volumes for Node 2 (i.e. Myola) under the hydropower
release arrangements significantly compound the unnaturalness of the water release rules.

If the water release rules prescribed by the ROP fulfil the ‘Environmental Flow Objectives’
(‘EFO’) prescribed by the ‘Water Resource (Barron) Plan 2002 (“WRP?), then the EFO’s are
materially flawed and could only serve to further erode the ecological integrity of the river.

The organisations consider that the water release rules will be detrimental to the ecology of
the river, may be causing too much water to be released from TFD (and therefore may be

eroding the security of water allocations) and causing unnecessary interference to water
extraction infrastructure (i.e. pump hole sedimentation and fluctuating water levels).

The organisations will be seeking a review of the EFO’s during the mandatory review of the
Barron WRP. : - '

-2
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2.2.1 Amendments Sought to Water Release Rules

With respect to the Draft, the organisations seek the following amendment to the ROP

¢ Fluctuations to releases from TFD to be capped to 50 ML / day increments, regardless
of whether or not changes to the releases are being made under the hydropower
release arrangements or in response to a change in the water level classification of

TFD.
2.3 Respecification of Water Licences in Subcatchment Area D

The organisations contend that the respecification of Water Licences in Subcatchment Area
D from area-based entitlements to volumetric entitlements will have significant adverse
impacts upon the benefit historically obtained under those water licences, particularly those
licences held by CL Fassio and GA & T Cardillo.

The organisations are mindful and grateful of the assistance that DE s given the said
licensee to date, nonetheless the organisations urge DERM to en t respecification of
the licenses only occur at a conversion rate of 12 ML / Ha / hich reflects the
conversion rate used in areas of the Mitchell ROP which h imular climate and stream
flows to Boyle and Sandy Creek. Respecification of the lic at any lesser conversation
rate would constitute a failure to recognise the following facts, and ultimately constitute a
failure to respecify the licenses equitably.

¢ The reach of Sandy and Boyle Creeks w@he licences authorise water to be taken
from have historically conveyed suffic ater for the licences to be utilised for the
irrigation of sugar cane.

+ Since the metering project in \Ra(ron ROP in 2007 meter readings for Licences on
Boyle and Sandy clearly Q‘t hat the water does exist.

o The licensees estimate the licenses have routinely been utilised to apply =10 ML/ Ha

/ annum to the enti uthorised to be irrigated under the licences without
causing the cessat streamflow,

¢ Limits on th@@af water under the said licences have never been imposed by the
state.

e There are ogly four (4) unsupplemented entitlements in Subcatchment D. These
entitlements do not impact each other.

¢ The rainfall / evaporation deficit and irrigation requirements of the land authorised to
be irrigated under the licences exceeds that in Subcatchment Area C where licences
will be converted at a rate of 10 ML / Ha / annum and akin to that in the parts of the
Water Resource (Mitchell) Plan Area where licences will be converted at a rate of 12
ML / Ha / annum.

¢ Investigations undertaken by the Bureau of Sugar Experiment Stations into
economically optimum irrigation rates for sugar cane support the respecification of
the licences at a rate of 10 ML, / Ha / annum. '

3
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2.3.1 Amendments Sought to Provisions about the Respecification of Water Licences.

» The organisations request that the provisions of the Draft be amended such that all
Water Licences in Subcatchment Area D remain as area-based entitlements and are
not respecified to a volumetric entitlement until such time that the mandatory review
of the WRP has been undertaken, which review includes a review of the volumetric
conversion rates for water licences in Subcatchment Area D.

2.4 Seasonal Water Assignments

The Draft includes provisions for water allocations to be permanently traded out of a zone
but within the same watercourse, however it precludes the seasonal trading of water
allocations out of zone but within the same watercourse. There does not appear to be any
water resource issues for this inconsistency. '

2.4.1 Amendments Sought to Seasonal Water Assignment Rules @
mended such that the

[fom a zone in a

e The organisations request that the provisions of the Draft
ROP enables the seasonal assignment of water allocatign
watercourse to a downstream zone in the same watepeaysge, except where atypical
hydrologic processes exist (¢.g. natural rate of strea % in downstream zone less
than upstream zone due to intervening groundwater recharge zone, etc).

2.5 Division of Instantaneous Extraction Rate%%d by Trading

The proposed trading rules require the ins ous extraction rate of an unsupplemented
walter authorisation be divided between the\rading parties relative to the division of the

annual volumetric entitlement betwe ading parties. In most circumstances it is
impractical to substantially reduc %{ease the extraction rate of the pumping equipment
for an irrigation system despite it being simple to reduce or increase the area irrigated
or volume of water used by a@gaﬁon system.
The organisations contend the abovementioned provisions will limit the effectiveness of
trading and reflect D@’s unwillingness to play an active role in the day to day

ater resource (e.g. the imposttion and enforcement of water limits

management of t
resulting from unseasonably dry periods or the increased utilisation of water authorisations in
heavily allocated watercourses) rather than a willingness to implement practical trading rules.

2.5.1 Amendments Sought to Provisions about Instantaneous Extraction Rates

¢ The organisations request that the provisions dealing with trading of unsupplemented
water authorisations be amended such that the daily volumetric limit be divided
relative to the division of the annual volumetric entitlement, that the instantaneous
extraction rate authorised by the entitlement being traded from be unaffected by the
trade and that the instantaneous extraction rate authorised by the entitlement being
traded to be increased where it can be demonstrated the increase is necessary and will
not in itself compromise the utilisation of other water entitlements.

4
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2.6 Zone Relocation of Atherton Subartesian Management Arcas A & B

The proposed Management Areas A & B for groundwater trading do not reflect the
underlying geology and therefore are not in line with the groundwater aquifers.

The organisations contend that DERM need to increase the number of observation bores in
Area B so that ground water monitoring results can be used to more accurately determine
water trading zones in the future.

2.6.1 Amendments Sought to Provisions regarding Management Areas A & B

* The organisations request that Atherton Subartesian Management Areas A & B be
amended so that groundwater trading zones reflect the underlying geology.

* The organisations request that groundwater trading be permitted between adjoining

zones within a Management Area, @

2.7 Water Sharing Rules for groundwater in Area B
En

The Draft bases the water sharing rules for groundwater A \%P the Barron River flow
readings at Picnic Crossing. The organisations contend that Sufface water readings should not
be used to determine water sharing rules for groundwater4nd that due to an insufficient
number of observation bores in Area B there is a 1 owledge on the aquifer and its
relationship with the Barron River.

The organisations reiterate their earlier sta@ ts that DERM need to increase the number of
observation bores in Area B so that groqill ter monitoring results can be used to more
accurately determine water sharing the future.

2.7.1 Amendments Sought to V@?Sharing Rules for groundwater in Area B

o The organisationsst that the ROP base water sharing rules for groundwater in
Area B on inforigatioh from existing Area B observation bores in conjunction with
informatioa bservation bores in Area A.

3.0 FURTHER INFORMATION
The organisations trust that DERM will genuinely consider the matters detailed by this
submission and look forward to DERM continuing to consult the organisations about the

Water Resource (Barrown) Plan 2002 and associated matiers.

If DERM requires any further information with respect to these matters please do not hesitate
to contact Bronwyn Dwyer on 4092 6065 on behalf of the ‘organisations’.

5
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RECEIVED BY DERM MAREEBA
File No AR @573 oo (O1A).

FROM: Richard Fredrick Williams 3 JUN 2019
Address: A9-Sch4 - Personal Information
Contact details: Action By MBEB3.
g Doc ucs MRIG/OIQT...
49-Sch4 - Personal Information
Signature. ..., \Date.....4 / i// A,
Brora- ¥
Organisation: Tablelands Regional Council
Position: Councillor
Interest Group: Local Government
Grazier
Stock and Domestic User,

Potential Irrigator, Ground Water

Submission on Barron Resource Operations Plan D

Rules for Seasonal Trading should allow as much flexibili ossible, and trading
between zones should be permitted, especially down . Seasonal Trading Rules
should be similar to Permanent Trading Rules in this régdrd. Farmers are reluctant to
permanently trade their water but would like tomak€ it availabie on a seasonal basis to
other farmers if they are not using it themselv@ e expect there will be very limited
permanent trading, and permanent trading oing to be increased by having

additional restriction on seasonal t'ading?\

The water that is available from J o June should have extra flexibility and should
be made tradable more widely and into the smaller tributaries. At this time of
the year stream levels are s@ ot to cause problems with excessive use in these
places.

Restrictions should @\a/ctivated unti! 14 consecutive days of flow below trigger
points and similafly resfrictions should be lifted after 14 consecutive day of flow above
trigger points 05t consideration has to be given to making water available fo users at
times of lo as often crops are desperate for water at these times.

The flow level trigger points for determining limitations for water allocations need to be
reviewed in the light of historical data measured at the gauging stations. Water users need
to be confident that if restrictions were to be implemented using the new rules they would
not be worse off than before. For example, using the proposed trigger points would have
resulted in a 75% limitation on Leslie Creek from 8/11/2007 until 14/1/2008 when in
actual fact history demonstrates that the restriction at this time was not necessary.
Similarly, the proposed trigger points would have resulted in a 50% restriction from
8/10/2009 untit 29/1/2010 on Leslie Creek, when history has demonstrated that this
relatively severe restriction was not necessary. Other examples occur with the Barron
flow measured at Picnic Crossing

When water is traded, instantaneous take should stay the same for both parties unless
both agree to a change. The daily rate is the most appropriate measure for management,
and it shouid be adjusted so that the purchaser can pump for longer to use the extra water
while the sefler pumps for less time. It is impractical to change pumps and irrigator

' nozzles to change instanecus flow rates flow rates. '
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6. Sites on minor tributaries and gullies should be made available for storage of water taken
between January and June when there are high flows. The storage of this water will take
pressure off the streams later in the year when water is in short supply.

7. Trading of Ground Water needs to be expanded outside the present restrictive zones. The
zones as they are do not fit with the underlying geology and therefore cannot represent
separate aquifers. If any zone has sufficient ground water, trading should be allowed to
bring more allocation into it. With zone boundaries as they are proposed, it would be
reasonable to allow trading between adjacent zones.

8. Area B Ground Water restrictions should be based on observation bore levels and not
stream flows. If the data from observation bores in Area B is deemed inadequate, the
observation bores in Area A should be used to complement the Area B observation bores.
This would make it similar to Area A. As in Groundwater Area A, any limitation should
be announced before the start of the water year and not be reduced further during the

year.

9. No explanation has been given as to how Volumetric Limits | @ have been
calculated. Possibly these figures may need adjustment. Q~

10. Water Advisory Group discussions led to the belief sonal Water Assignment
rules, would be similar to the rules for the Subdivision'ef’ Water Allocations. 1 believe
that’s how the system should work, if the Dep@eﬁ is genuine about water trading.

&
&
Q\/

N\
&
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Submission form:

Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to
enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if you so
desire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the
development of the plan amendment.

Surname@wrslMler/Other)

A9-Sch4 - Personal Information

First Name

Address

Postcode

Organisation

Position

Phone No

Email

Signature 1 Date

Signature 2* ‘ Date

(*if necessary for organisation)

Which interest group do you primarily represent? (You may tick more than one box)

O irrigator (supplemented surface water) O Grazier

X Irrigator (Unsupplemented surface water) O Mining industry ; H

X Irigator (groundwater) O Riparian landholder Hle o mﬁte/Q.SS-_/QDO(O/cQ‘f)

0 Dryland farmér I:I Local government £ JUN zma

O Woater service provider [0 Environmental interests Action Ly m&éSS
Reg Doc Code mefo/cf«*:??&

O Stock and domestic water user O Research/academic

[0 Commerce/development : O Commercial fisher

[0 Tourism O Small business

O Recreational fisher O Other (please specify)

" O NRM Board/catchment

In what area/river/catchment is your interest? (You may tick more than one box).

Page 2
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Please refer to the Barron plan area map shown on the next page,.

O Mareeba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme 0] Subcatchment area A or B

O Subcatchment area C O Subcatchment area D, E, F or G
B{Subcatchment area H O Cairns Northern Beaches subartesian area
(X Atherton subartesian area Management Area A O Other

L1 Atherton subartesian area Management Area B
In what Local Government Area(s) is your interest? {You may tick more than one box)
[0 Cairns Regional Council B/ Tablelands Regional Council

If you are the representative of a community or stakeholder group please name the group and briefly outline its
purpose.

If you are the representative of a community or stakeholder group please name the gr and briefly outiine its

purpose.
\2

N

What is the source of the water you use and what do you use water fO}?M may tick more than one box)

What comments do you have about the proposed amendments to the Barron Resource Operations Plan?

See  aoclocH

Number of additional pages attached to this Submission Forng Thank you for your time.

Page 3
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49-Sch4 - Personal Information

28/04/2010

The Chief Executive

Department of Environment and Resource Management
Attention: Mr Jason Douglas

Barron ROP Amendments

PO Box 156

Mareeba QLD 4880

Dear Sir,
Submission — Barron ROP Amendments

This submission relates to the proposed relocation zones within Management Area A
of the Atherton Subartesian Area.

49-Sch4 - Personal Information

' IAS | have stated In previous submissions, in relation to the WRP
amendments, | feel that the conversion of area based surface water entitlements and
the fact that | did not obtain the full 5SML/ha groundwater entitements on some of this
land has seriously affected my farming capabilities. | was hoping that | wouid be
able to seasonally assign water between these blocks to accommodate my rotational
farming practices.

49-Sch4 - Personal Information

T  dismay the draft ROP amendments have placed my
into 3 different Relocation Zones thus preventing me from seasonally
assigning water between my blocks to meet my requirements. Attachment 1 shows

my blocks in relation fo the proposed relocation area boundaries.

I really must challenge the science and logic that was used when determining these
zone boundaries. At the community consultation meeting held at the Tolga
Racecourse on 28/04/2010 Shannon Dempster advised that the boundaries were
designed by Graham Herbert of your Department so as to reflect the distinct aquifers
that occur in the area based upon the research and reports that were undertaken
prior to the release of the Barron WRP, '

It is well understood that the aquifers are contained within basalt layers which
resulted from the numerous eruptions from volcanic vents such as Bones Knob and
Hallorans Hill. Bruce Pearce of DERM has reported on the lava sequences and he
was unable to determine the presence of distinct aquifers which could have lead to
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the proposed relocation zones. Drilling logs for bores in the area confirm that water is
obtained from numerous layers within the basalt profile. The Department has always
treated the groundwater contained within the basalits in Area A as one “pool” with a
total of 14500 ML per annum able to be extracted from the area. All modelling,
waterlevel contouring and management to date has been on the basis that the
basalts are acting like one large single aquifer system. [ do not believe each of the
proposed zones represents a distinct aquifer system and therefore there is no logical
basis for your selection of these particular zone boundaries.

The Barron Water Resource Plan acknowledges the interrelationship between
groundwater and surface water within the Plan area. | refer to s12 (2) which states:
“Subartesian water is to be allocated and managed to maintain subartesian water
contributions to the flow of water in watercourses, lakes and springs and fo
groundwater dependent ecosystems.”

As groundwater and surface water are interconnected through%gea A, | propose
that the boundaries for groundwater relocation should be m e aligned with the
proposed surface water boundaries — after all we are talkin out the same water.
You seem to have taken this fact into account in determi e Area B boundaries
but have chosen to ignore it in dealing with Area A.

align with surface water catchments and also management of those areas in

| propose that the current 6 zones are merged i%;ft 3 in order to more accurately
I
a way that has all properties which may im% catchment spring discharges in

the one zone. A map showing my propgse nes is aftached.

catchment. The watercourses an gs within this zone are upstream of Tinaroo

Zone 1 should inciude all propertiez ithirf Area A which are in the Mazlin Creek
impoundment.

the Spring and Cherry Creek catchments as the spring discharge points are close
together just downs}%@

Zone 3 would in%e ali properties in Area A within the Rocky Catchment (Part of
SW zone H). The reason SW zone H was split into 2 was the distance between the
discharge points. Zone 3 discharges its spring water into the Barron River much
further downstream than Spring and Cherry creeks.

Zone 2 should include ies within that part of Surface Water Zone H within
of

the Dam.

It is noted that the 5 key monitoring bores used in determining water limitations are
all located towards the southern part of area A, mostly within the Mazlin catchment.
To me this would also contradict the logic of the proposed zones being distinct
aquifer systems. Surely if the aquifers were not connected then it would be
necessary to have key monitoring bores within each zone.

If the zone boundaries were realigned as | have suggested, not only would you be
allowing a fairer and more logical water relocation initiative but | believe you would
be in a better position to manage the groundwater contributions to streamflows.
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Submiission form:
Barron Resource Qperations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning protess and value your input. This form is (o
cnable you to identify concerns you would Iike addréssed. We ask that you identify yoursel{ so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if YOUu 50
tlesire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly miade submissions
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken inta consideration in the
development of the plan amendment.

49-Sch4 - Personal Information
Surname

First Nam

Address

Posteode
Organisat
Position
Phone No
Email

Slgnature 1 ) 49-Sch4 - Personal Information ' Data 4{ 'Zg//a

Signature 2+ : - Date

{*if necessary for arganisation)

Which interest group do you primarlly represent? (You may ick mre than one box) -

0 Irri'galar {supplemented.surface water) Grazigr
Irrgator (unsupplemented surface watﬂhr) O Mining itidustry
m/lrrigat::;r (groundwater) O] Riparian iandhaldef
O Dryland (armer - _ O Local government 4 JUN 7870
] V\I_alersmrvice provider a Environimental inlerests Ac:iiim By MQBSS ............
E/Stock and domestic waler usor O Researchfacademic Reg Doc ,Codé mQLO/Q(O?fA
O Commerce/development ] bommercial fisher T
0 Tourism - O Small business
0 Reaeational fishar 0 Other {please spacify)

0 NRM Board/catchment

In what areafriver/catchment is your intereat? (You may tick more than one box].

Page 2
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Barron Resource Operations Flan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Please refer to the Barron plan area map shown on the next page.
Ll Maresba Dimbulah Water Supply Scheme L Subcatchment area A orB

Iﬂétbcalahmem area G 0 Subeatchment area O, E, F or &

8 Subcatchment area H O Cairns Northern Beaches subarntesian area

. D Athe&nn subartasian area Management Araa A [ Other

T Athertan subanesian area Management Area B

In what Local Gavernrment Area(s) is your interest? (You may tick meare than one boy)
O Cairrs Regionat Council O Tablelands Reglonat Council

if you are the representative of a communily or stakeholder group please name the group and briefly outline its
purpose.

If you are the representative of a c:ommumty or stakeholder group pleass name the g

purpose, Q~
N\

What is the source of the water you use and what do yuu usa wat rfor?(You may tick more than one box)

briefly outline its

[

_CounciI.SuppIy

Water in str ﬁ
or croeks | =

urfac.e water
Storage {e.g. farm
dam)

. --Groﬁndwatw

Bomesfic (i

Qi?’ T/
v’ i
.4#””

sg-- IV

Recreational

Industrial

Tourism’

{pleesa specify);

What camments do you have gbout the pmposed amendments o the Barron Resource Operatrons Plan?

G_/\-\&C/kﬁ-@l =1 kee:?’

Number of additional pages attached o this Submission Form O Thank you for your tima.

]5['\&&:" <0k
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1| Comments included in the Submission on Barron Resource
Operations Plan Drgft Amendment.

28 for Seasonat Trading should sllow as much flexibility as possible, and

- ‘Eauéi;gﬁfet\wm zones should be pexmitted, aspaeiap.}r dovwn stream, Sﬂ::;g,ml
Trading Rules should be similar to Permanent Trading Rules in tl:u.ls reg
Farmers ere refuctant to permanently trade theic water but would like to make
it available on a seasonal basis to other furmers if they sre not using it
themselves. We expect there will be very limited petmanent trading, and _
permancnt trading is not going to be increased by having additions] restriction

- ont seasonal tading,

2. The water that iy available from January to June should have extea fexibility
and should be rrede tradable moxe widely upstrcain and into the smaller
toibutaries. At this tioe of the yoar steean levels are such as not fo cause
problems with excessive use in these places. $

3. Restrictions sbould not be activated until 14 consecutiv flow bﬂluow
trigger poimnts and similarly restrictions should be li 4 consecutive
1o be given {o

day of flow abova trigger points. Uitmost copsidera '@-
making water available to ugers at times of low flow'ag’often crops are
desperato for water ut these times, 4

4. The flow level tdgger points for dﬂmi%gﬁtatims for water allocations

need to be reviewed in the Hight of histerjealdata mepsured at the Ruuging
 stations. Water users need to be ﬁﬂmt if restrictions were to be

Implemented using the new rules uld ot be worse off than before,
For example, using the pro igger points would have resulted in 8 75%
limitation on Leslie Creq 1172007 until 14/1/2008 when in actual fact
history demonstrates th triction at this time was not necessary.
Sitndlaxly, the proposed tr * points would beve resnfted in 2 509
restrietion from $/1(92009 until 2971 12010 oni Leslie Creek, when history hag
demonstrated latively severe restriction Wig not necessary. Qther
examplog occuqfl e Barron flow measured at Picgic Crossing :

5. When is instantaneous take should siay the same for both parties
unless bofi afrestoa change. The daj Y ot is the most appropriate rmeasure
menogement, and it shounid.he adjusted so that the purchaser can pumyp for
longer to use the extra watey while the seller puraps for Jess time, Itis

wpractical to change pumps and irvigator nozzles tg change instantaneous
flow rates flow rates, . -

6. Sifes on minor wibutaries and guilies should be made mrﬂilé.bla for atorage of -
- waiter igken between Ianusry and June when there are high flows. The storage

?f this water will take Pressure off the streamg later in the year when water {3
In shoxt eupply. : '

7. Trading of Ground Water needs to be expanded outside the present restrictive
Zones. The zones as they are do not it Wwith the underlying geology and
therefore cannot represent Separate aquifers. If any zone has sufficient
ground water, tading should be allowed to bring more allocation inte i,
With zone boundaries a5 they are proposed, it woujd be reasonablo to allow

Yading between adjacent zoney,
of 65
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Submission form:

Barron Resource Operations, Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010 BRorn_ 3 s 4

Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is (o
enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yoursell so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if YOUu 50
desire. Plcase note that it is not compulsory o answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions

-+ received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the

- development of the plan amendment,

A9-Sch4 - Personal Information
Sumame |

First Namg
Address
Posteode
Qrganisatig
Position
Phane No
Email

Sig’namre 1 49-Sch4 - Personal Information V . Date #/fg/" D .

Signature 2* Date

("If necessary for organisation}

Which interast graup do you primarily reprasent? (Ydu may tick mare than one box)
O lrrigator {supplemented-surface water) ll(Grazier

!}'J/!rrigalor {unsupplernented surface waie_r) [ Mining industry-

E( Irrigator {groundwater}

L1 Riparian landhalder TP TTT rPPIT R — ‘aoo Sort Ba
MRIO [0t © S PP 200 bay
3 Dryland farmer O Locsigovernment | v Wrebs T Ad uooy
1 Waler service provider O Envirenmental interests ' g;gj Nﬁ”‘ &
E/‘Stock and domestic water user O Researchiacademic | . O R SRR ON 811
| murlosstood(olag ™
0O Commerceldevelopment O Commercial fishar YAIIHYN Ws;;q_r} AG OO
O Tourism O Smafl business - .
0 Recreational fisher O Other (pleasze specify)
- O NRM Board/eatehment
In what areafriver/catehment is your interest? (You may lick more than one hax),
Page 2
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Please refer to the Bamon plan ares map shown on the r‘:ﬂxt paga,

. O Mareeba Dimbuiah Water Supply Scheme O Subcatchment area A or B

subcatchment area G fm| Subcatchm_ent area D, E.For G

O Subcatchment area H 1 Caims Northern Beachas subartesian area

{0 Atherlon subartesian area Management Area A [ Othar

U Atherton subartesian area Management Area B

In what Local Governtment Area(s) is your inlerest? (You may tick more than ona bax)

I Caims Regional Goundll [ Tablelands Regional Council

If you are the representative of a commuhity or stakeholder group plaase name the group and briefly outline ite
PUIDDSE,

If you are the representative or # comrmunit

¥ or stakeholder group please name the r@bﬁeﬂy oulline its
Purpose. Q G e e e

= _
O‘.,w

you use water far?You may tick more than one box)

What is the source of the water you use and what do

Council Supply

’ prface watar

‘Btorage (e. g farm

dam)

- Gmundwater

o

i o -‘w‘{ﬁ;:.; 3
rﬁ%’ﬁé,ﬂ& i

Recreationsl

Industrial W ,
Tourism _ K ' _

‘ -(p]éasé-spécifﬁ:

" What commems. to you have ahout the preposed amendments to the Barron Resource Operatuons Plan?

sm, aMachesl 5heed

Number of addilional bages attached to this Submission Farm M Thank you for your Im"JB

5}\&@4‘ aj‘lﬁv_»i\eol
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Comments Included in the Subﬁlissi(m on Barron Resource
Operations Plan Draft Amendment.

1. Rules for Seasonal Trading should allow a3 much flexibility as possible, and
Wading between zones should be pemitted, espacially down stream. Sensonal
Tradding Rules should be similar to Permpanent Trading Rules in this regard.

Fupmers are reluctent fo permanently trade theix water but would like to make
it available on a seasonal basis to other farmers if they are not using it
themselves. We expect there will be very limited permangent trading, and
permanent trading is not going to be incroased by having additional restriction
on seasonal trading, T :

2. The water that is available from Januery to June ghould have exira flexibility
and should be made tradable more widely upstream and into the smaller
tributaries. At this time of the year stream levels are such as not§ tause

probloms with excessive use iy thege places,

3. Restrictions should not be astivated until 14 consecutiv flow below
trigger pojuts and similarly restrictions should be lifte 4 conseoutive
day of flow above trigger points. Utmost consid 1o be given i
making water aveilable to users at timas of low £ ften crops are

V4
4. The flow levei fxigger polnts for d i %ﬁtations Tor water allocatiops
. baed to bie reviewed in the Light of b %aza mensured at the gauging
stations. Water users need 1o be ¢ ﬁt’h&t if restrictions were 1o be
Ineplemented using the ngw rules uld not be worse offthan before,
For example, using the prop igaer points would have resulted in 5 75%
lllximxtuﬂon on Leslie 1172007 until 14/1/2008 when im actual fact
qut?xy demonstiates th triction At this time waz not necessary.
_mn{lagly, the propused teigger points would have resulted in a 50%
sestncuon from 8/10A2009 wati] 29/1/291¢ on Leslis Creek, when history has
emonstrated tha @ latively sovere restriction wag not necessary. Other
exXamples 03{3: the Barron flow measured gt Picpic Crossing
is

5. When e, insrantaneous take should sigy
less | 8 .
“%ﬁ:a . . £ L i\ tf;:: sanie for both parties

: : appropriate
i . e e 50 e o
_ ¢ T Whlle the seller prmps for less time, 1t §
Impractical to chappe 1 st

Rom i m:é. pumps and nrigam‘r nozzles to 'uhange instanteecus

6. Sites on minor tributaries and storpge
I gullles shovld be made availah}
_ m taken bctfwesen Januvary agd Jupe when thers are high nqif.rm stor:gfe
& water will take pressum off the streams later in the year when watar is

7. Trading of Ground Water needs 5o be e i it
_ expanded outside the present restrictive
. Zowes. The zones ag they are do not fit with the underlying geology and
: therf_:fnm Caunot represent separate aquifers. If any zone has sufficieqt
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How to make a submission

Submissions are being sought from interested individuals and groups about the Barron
Resource Operations Plan — Draft Amendment Plan 2010.

Submissions close at 5.00pm 22 April 2010.

ﬂ% : Note: All submlssmns will be treated with sensitivity and wherever p0551bIe in confi dence
However, submissions may be viewed by other parties under the provisions of the Right to
. ~Information Act 2009.
g ' [f you wish to use this form as a complete submission please complete the following pages.
Tg Post the Submission Form and any attachments to: .
i The Chiefﬂﬁmuﬁve | " The ch;'ef_Egea‘@ |
A Department of Environment and Resource Departmeht@nvironment and

Management : Resource Management -
| ‘Barron ROP amendments ¢, \Barron ROP amends

. PO Box 156 o @V 28 Peters Street - .
MAREEBA QLD 4880 Q~ ' MAREEBA QLD 4880

Submissions may also \d&via’

Internet at <ww»y® .qld.gov.au/wrp/barron>
Email to Bam%'!'p@derm gld.gov.au

FECEVED BY DERV MAREEBA |

File No mﬁ@/.cz&sr/.am(a@ﬁ‘)
| 1 juN 2010
Action & , mﬂé&:? e

Page. 1
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Barron Resource Operations Plan—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

Submission form:

Barron Resource Operations—Draft Amendment Plan 2010

We appreciate your interest in the planning process and value your input. This form is to

* enable you to identify concerns you would like addressed. We ask that you identify yourself so
that we may respond to your submission and contact you for future consultation if you so ' 8
desire. Please note that it is not compulsory to answer all questions, however, your name and
address, signature, grounds of the submission and facts in support of the submission must be
provided for it to qualify as a properly made submission. All properly made submissions g
received will be acknowledged and information gathered will be taken into consideration in the ‘?
development of the plan amendment,

Surname (U/Mrs/Ms/Dr/Other) SIAES,
First Name EHARRL S E - .
49-Sch4 - Personal Information —
Address
Postcode
Organisation
Position St & TEADEL.
A9-Sch4 - Personal Information
Phone No
Email :
Signature 1 49-Sch4 - Personal Information Date %/. g 2£/0 =

Signature 2* S Date

{*if necessary for organisation)

Which interest group do you primarily represent? (You may tick more than one box)

[;l trrigator (supplemented surface water) . D/Grazier

IE/Irrigator {unsupplemented surface water) O Mining industry

O Irrigator {groundwater) B/Riparian landhoider

O Dryland farmer [J Local government

O Water service provider 3 Environmental interests

ID/Stock and domestic water user O Research/academic

O Commerce/development O Commercial fisher

O Tourism - {1 Small business

O Recreationat fisher . O Other (please specify)

0 NRM Board/catchment ' yﬁ’ffﬁ  Boklon

In what area/river/catchment is your interast? (You may tick more than one box).

Page 2
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Comments included in the Submission on Barron Resource Operations Plan Draft
Amendment.

1. Rules for Seasonal Trading should allow as much flexibility as possible, and

. trading between zones should be permitted, especially down stream. Seasonal
Tradimg Rules should be similar to Permanent Trading Rules in this regard.
Farmers are reluctant 1o permanently trade their water but would like to make
it available on a seasonal basis to other farmers if they are not using it
themselves. We expect there will be very limited permancnt trading, and
permanent trading is not going to be increased by having additional restriction
on seasonat trading.

2. The water that is available from January to June should have extra flexibility
and should be made tradable more widely upstream and into the smaller
tributaries. At this time of the vear stream levels are such as not to c@yse
problems with excessive use in these places. @

3. Restrictions should not be activated until 14 consecutive day 2 flow below
trigger, poinis and similarly restrictions should be hifte 14 consecutive
day of flow above trigger pomts. Utmost censiderai:io@m be given to
making water available 1o users at times of low flow 3s olien crops are
desperate for water at these times.

4. The flow level trigger points for determinidelighitations for water allocations

need 1o be reviewed in the light of higtonicdhdata measured at the gauging
stations. Water users need to be cm@ hat if restrictions were to be
implemented using the new rulesthey Would not be worse off than before.
For example, using the prop@ar points would have resulted m a 75%
limitation on Leshe Creelo femNg#1 172007 untal 14/1/2008 when in actual fact
history demonsirates thai%ﬂction at this time was 1o{ necessary.
Similarly. the proposeg trigger points would have resulted in a 50%
restriction from 84 until 29/1/2010 on Leslie Creek, when history has
demonstrated that thighrelatively severe restriction was not necessary. Other
examples o Sﬁth the Barron flow measured at Picnic Crossing

5. When watér 18 traded, instaniangous take should stay the same for both parties
unless both agree to a change. The daily rate is the most appropriate measure
for management, and it should be adjusted so that the purchaser can pump for
longer to use the extra water while the seller pumps for less time. His
impractical to change pumps and irrigator nozzles to change instaneous flow
rates flow rates.

6. Siies on minor fributaries and gullies should be made available for storage of
water taken between January and June when there are high flows. The storage
of this water will take pressure off the streams later in the vear when water 18
in short supply.

7. Trading of Ground Water needs 1o be expanded outside the present restrictive

zones. The zones as they are do not fit with the underlying geology and
therefore cannot represent separate aquifers. Ifany zone has sufficient
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ground water, trading should be allowed to bring more allocation into if.
With zone boundaries as they are proposed, it would be reasonable to allow
trading between adjacent zones.

* 8. Area B Ground Water restrictions should be based on observation bore levels
and not stream fows. Ifthe data from observation bores in Arca B is deemed
madegquate, the observation bores in Area A should be used to complement
the Area B observation bores. This would make it similar to Area A. Asin
Groundwater Area A, any limitation should be announced before the start of
the water vear and no be reduced further during the year.

[]
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