
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

To Standing Committee Secretary , Chairman and Committee
members dated Monday 29 November 2010

Introduction

This submission has been prepared and forwarded to the Regional Australia Standing committee by RONALD
WILLIAM CROSS , retiree and resident at 5 Tinga Crescent , Wagga Wagga NSW 2650 .
I am aged 65 years and have lived and raised my three children in Wagga Wagga NSW . Myself, my wife , three
children have all been educated and employed in the Riverina and Canberra regional areas and are among the three
million Australians that are affected by the rivers and waters of the Murray Darling Basin . My family and their
spouses are all employed full time in these regions including one family member who owns their own business in the
Murrumbidgee Irrigation Area .

I personally have provided services for numerous private and local Government business clients with audit,
accounting and taxation services for their businesses operating in Griffith , Leeton , Narrandera , Wagga Wagga ,
Lake Cargelligo , Jerilderie , Tumut and Albury all of which have survived and progressed their industries with origins
linked to the farming , agricultural, viticulture and horticultural industries . I have prepared financial reports for a
diverse range of businesses including primary industries , manufacturers, wholesalers, motor vehicle dealerships,
building suppliers and contractors , wide range of retailers , television broadcasters , local government, medical and
dental professionals , hospital operations and education providers in these regions.
I can demonstrate first hand knowledge and appreciation of the commercial and social and economic
dependence and reliance all these businesses , organizations , industries, families and communities have on the
water extracted from the Murrumbidgee and Murray river systems .

Submission

My concerns regarding the Murray Darling Basin Plan are as follows ;

1. Proposed Reductions

The serious impact that proposed reductions of 27% - 37% in the volume of water from watercourse
diversions that is available for consumptive use {irrigation , town water supplies, farming , agriculture and
industry etc. (SDLs) in the Murray Darling Basin (MDB) will have on the social and economic fabric and
vitality of the three million people living in these regional communities .

The Murray - Darling Basin is the life blood and backbone of Australia food production and vital to our daily
existence and sustenance of this nation and it makes no sense to diminish or reduce its capacity to be
productive and allocate water to wetlands and the environment

The communities and industries in the Murray Darling Basin generate 39%of Australia's national income from
agriculture,
The communities and industries in the Murray Darling Basin produce 53 % of Australian cereals grown from
grain , 95% of oranges,and 54% of apples,
The communities and industries support 28 % of Australia's cattle herd , 45 % of sheep and 62 % of pigs ,
The Murray Darling Basin river systems support 65% of Australia's irrigated lands, much of which is in the
Riverin'.s Murrumbidgee Irrigation and Collearnbally irrigation areas .
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There are over 30,000 wetlands including 16 of international significance that are surviving in the Murray Darling
basin even after 9 years of drought, Water diversions to our Australian primary industries should not have to be
reduced and suffer to maintain any more than 50 % of these economically unproductive areas. There are more
than adequate species of water birds , fish, invertebrates and plants that survive in the numerous oceans that cover
two thirds of this planet

It is imperative that the enormous strain placed on the Basin's communities , primary and secondary
industries and natural environment by the prolonged severe drought for past 9 years be recognized and
addressed by all Australians, Australian and State Governments .

To implement any scheme or plan that proposes cuts of 27% and 37 % in water available to irrigators and
agricultural industries would be totally destructive to the viability of these regional and national industries .
For the plan to ignore and not recognize that outcome is a demonstration of a serious lack of common sense , total
ignorance or alternatively a view biased toward an alternative ideology or backward socialist political agendas. Maybe
the MDBP should provide for a reduction in volumes in Lake Burly Griffin and eliminate the wasted power to send
water high in the air to evaporate at an accelerated rate , The evaporation in this relatively shallow wasted water
space may result in it becoming an eminent wetlands that could be promoted internationally and satisfy the
environmentalists . Canberra and the ACT government had no difficulty in approving and funding a new dam located
at the Cotter and they accept the probable contamination to the river system that will emanate from retaining the old
crumbling dam .

2.The MDBA plan does not include any consideration or plan to divert water from alternatives and other
significant and wasted water sources within Australia
Although recent drought breaking rains have eased the stain on the MDB river systems , the Australian Government
must take immediate action to drought proof the entire MDB and prevent any recurrence of the damage due to lack of
water in these river and wetland systems .

The recent heavy and wide spread flooding from rainfall in the MDB catchment is clear evidence that nature
does provide excess and more than adequate water in the basin which is a natural asset not being harvested
and wasted to Bass strait and the ocean .

Many Australians in the MDB regions are fully aware of the Snowy Mountain Hydro Scheme that was built by the
Australian , NSW and Victorian Governments in years 1949 to 1974 to harvest and divert water flows and the
enormous benefits that scheme brought to Australia and particularly the Murray and Murrumbidgee Irritations Areas
.Governments have done nothing worthwhile or of any significance in respect to national water conservation since the
Chifley Labor government introduced an act to start the Snowy Mountain river scheme in the late 1940's and that is
40 years of doing absolutely nothing during that period.

We now see a MDBA plan that will divert this conserved water into non productive waste and wetlands and
the Australian Government spending around $7 billions of taxpayer dollars in buying back water allocations
and is counter productive . It is surprising that the plan does not suggest the dams in the Snowy scheme
should be commissioned and allow water flows proceed naturally for the environmental only

The MDBA plan states a total $12 billions of taxpayer dollars will be spent but not a single dam, weir, pipe or
channel is specified in the MDBA plan

There should be a concerted effort by Australian Governments to build more dams , channels , pipelines
and infrastructures to harvest and divert excess water from coastal and northern catchments and rivers
systems to supplement the natural water flows into the MDB river systems .

The Victorian Government has built a North South 700 kilometer pipe line infrastructures to divert water
from the Murray River to the urban areas of Melbourne on and not yet publicly released scenario that the
diversion water was sourced from alleged efficiencies /savings in irrigation practices . How a major diversion
taking water out of the MDB was even considered let constructed is beyond my comprehension

There are reports that each year there could be well over 90,000 gigalitres of water flowing into the Gulf of
Carpentaria ( CSIRO records average rainfall is 510,000 gigalitres, i.e. equivalent to 1,200 Sydney Harbor
storages) most of which could be harvested and diverted to the northern MDB river systems to
significantly increase water volumes in both diversions and environment flows in the MURRAY DARLING
BASIN which has a total capacity of 22,581 gigalitres with 75 % actua! volume of 17,030 gigaiitres at the
time when the MDBA plan was drafted .



(by comparison the plan records Australia's 8 capital cities with populations totaling 12 million had 12,185
gigalitres of water inflows in 2004-05 of which only 1,743 gigalitres is allocated for residential, commercial,
municipal and industrial consumption .)

The Australian Government and the standing committee on Regional Australia and the MDBA should review
the 70 year old Bradfield plan as recommended by past Queensland Premier Peter Beattie and the late Sir
Richard Pratt of the Visey group . The cost of building pipelines for diversion of water from north
Queensland rivers to the Warrego and Tompson rivers and then onto the Murray Darling basin was costed at
$1.4 billion in 1980's and estimated at $6 billion in 2007.

It is also reported that Libya is constructing a twin 2,500 kilometer pipe line ( 4 meters in Diam ) that can
deliver 120,000 Gigalitres each day which is roughly 430% more than the basin total capacity of 22,581
gigalitres

3.The uncertainty in MDBA statement regarding forecast /targets no reductions in individual water

entitlement holder allocations

"The Murray Darling Basin Authority acknowledges that implementing SDLs may have significant social

and economic implications for individual entitlement holders and communities across the Basin.

However the Australian Government has committed to recovering sufficient water access entitlements

to fully offset the impact of SDLs across the Basin, including the Murrumbidgee region. This will be

achieved through a combination of purchasing entitlements in the market and investments in more

efficient irrigation infrastructure.Consequently, should these targets be met, there

are likely to be no reductions in individual water entitlement holder allocation

I also share the concerns of many that have already been expressed at some of the community meetings held
recently as follows

4.Social-econoinic Impacts

• that water is needed for small towns and primary production to survive.
• that the proposals in the MDBA Guide could have catastrophic impacts that would "decimate" communities; that

impacts will effect whole communities as farms and jobs are lost, including preschools, factories, motels, retailers ,
hospitals .doctors, dentist, bank managers, and real estate.

« that the sustainable diversion limits will wipe out irrigation and primary production .
• about how much of the irrigation network might be shut down as a result of the proposals in the Guide and the impacts

that this would have on irrigators left behind.
• about food supply and food security - that reducing the amount of water we use to produce food will impact on food

supply and prices both in Australia and internationally; that Australia has/will become a net importer of food; that the
world is running out of food and we are talking about reducing food supply - while we act to save our environment
children in. third world countries will die ; and that the government should protect rural food growers and help them to
prosper.

® that there is too much focus on the environment it should be about farmers and industry as well.
® about the impacts of this following the drought - people have just survived the worst drought on record farms have

gone, food factories are in jeopardy and communities need security that there will still be water to grow food, and
generate jobs.

• about people's mental health and the impacts on people who are dealing with a lot of debt.
• that water is only being taken from fanners and handed to frogs and bird life which are in abundance all over this planet

Sufficiency and engineering solution

® about the lack of investment in infrastructure for the future that our forefathers put infrastructure in place but there has



been no major investment since Dartmouth was built in the 1970s; that all infrastructure investment since then has been
done by irrigators,

• that the irrigation community is being demonised when irrigators have been investing in better water management for
example 90% of Victorian irrigation is now tape and drip, and center pivots.

• that the plan does not address finding or harvesting more water to divert into the Murray Darling basin .
» about how much engineering solutions will be considered to help achieve environmental outcomes.

.6.Environment and sustainability

• what is being used to measure environmental health and that this is all happening at a time when water quality has
actually improved that the parameters for measuring health in The Living Murray Program were salinity, fish and
invertebrates, and over last 30 years these things have improved.

• that there are many things that affect river health, not just river flows
» That farms and farmers are an important part of the environment too and they are good for the environment - the

environment is not just the river and there should be an assessment of the environmental impact this will have on farms,
as well as the impact of reducing farms which are producing many environmental benefits such as growing plants that
use CO2.

• That fanners are environmentalists - they manage environmental resources - give them a chance to do it.
• That people go on about the environment and how much it's suffering, but there have been dry times before and there

will be again the Murray is in flood now and the environment is looking better.
» about evaporative losses in the system through the Menindee Lakes and the Lower Lakes, and that water being saved

will be sent down to South Australia to evaporate in the Lower Lakes or flow out to sea.
• The way the river is managed now there has always been water flowing down it, the flood plains are controlled and the

wildlife are benefiting from it, and that this plan will wipe most of that out.
• That there should be a study of the beneficial impacts of irrigation to the environment compared with simply pumping

water out into lakes or onto trees that have already managed to survive the drought.
• that this is not only about the environment it is about urbanisation and the future primary production

7.Science and Information base

• Climate change science is falling over and not proven - there have always been droughts and they are always followed
by a wet period.

« the social and economic analysis is not very comprehensive and that the costs in relation to economic losses and job
losses are vastly underestimated in the Guide.

• many of the reports used in developing the Guide have not been peer reviewed and the science needs to be reviewed.
« the river system has improved in the last five years and this is not reflected in the report. .

8.Processes and Consultation

» there are similarities between this and other community consultation processes, in which rural people thoughts and
concerns didn't make any difference "this MDBA plan will be exactly the same and washed under the carpet".

• the plan is about people and bureaucrats in the city who know very little about primary industries telling people in the
country and primary producers what to do.

9 .Conclusion
Australia needs a positive plan for our future which relies on the future of our primary food production and
industries and not a negative plan like the MDBA plan that will destroy and "kill off" those industries and
inevitably their associated communities

thank you

Ron Cross



BRADFIELD 
SCHEME 

What is the Bradfield Scheme? 
Greatest scheme of all (1MB PDF) 

Hell's Gate Dam submission (2.6MB 
PDF) Download map (2MB PDF)  

  

 
What is the Bradfield Scheme?  

The Bradfield 
Scheme was devised 
by Dr John Job Crew 
Bradfield (1867-
1943), a Queensland 
born Civil Engineer, 
who also designed 
the Sydney Harbour 
Bridge, and the 
Brisbane Story 
Bridge.  

The inland irrigation 
project that Dr Bradfield proposed, was designed to irrigate and 
drought-proof much of the Queensland interior, as well as large 
areas of South Australia. The scheme would require large pipes, 
tunnels, pumps and dams.  

The scheme involved the diverting of water from the upper 
reaches of the Johnson, Tully, Herbert, Burdekin and Flinders 
rivers. These Queensland rivers are fed by the monsoon, and 
currently flow out into the ocean. The water would enter the 
Thomson River on the other side of the Great Dividing Range and 
eventually flow south west to Lake Eyre.  

 

 

http://www.bobkatter.com.au/bradfield.html
http://www.bobkatter.com.au/BradfieldTheGreatestSchemeofall2000.pdf
http://www.bobkatter.com.au/BradfieldSchemeFeb1998.pdf
http://www.bobkatter.com.au/BradfieldSchemeFeb1998.pdf
http://www.bobkatter.com.au/PL226_KENNEDYTOPO5Mar07.pdf


February 23, 2007 - 3:39PM 
 
Australian billionaire businessman Richard Pratt is willing to help fund the controversial 70-
year-old Bradfield water scheme to save the Murray-Darling basin. 
Mr Pratt, head of packaging and recycling group Visy Board, has thrown his support behind 
Queensland Premier Peter Beattie's plan to resurrect the proposal. 
It involves water being diverted from north Queensland rivers to the Warrego and Thompson 
rivers and into the Murray-Darling system. 
The plan, first floated by Sydney Harbour Bridge architect John Bradfield in the 1930s, was 
last costed at $1.4 billion in the 1980s. 
It is estimated it could now cost up to $6 billion. 
Asked if he would pour his own funds into the scheme Mr Pratt said: "Yes, I would". 
"But I would like some say in what happens and not leave it to the public service. I don't 
think they're as efficient as private enterprise," he said. 
"I think that the Bradfield scheme needs to be done." 
Mr Pratt, Australia's third richest man with a $5.2 billion fortune, said he had supported the 
scheme for the past decade. 
"I think that water in the north should be brought down to the south," he said. 
"I know the greenies will shoot me for saying that, but we have an enormous amount of water 
going out to sea. 
"Wherever it rains we should try and capture that water, put it in pipes and bring it to where 
it's needed." 
Mr Pratt said he also was willing to help fund desalination plants in Queensland. 
Queensland's opposition has ridiculed the Bradfield scheme. 
Liberal Leader Bruce Flegg said a 1999 article published by the Australian Academy of 
Technological Sciences and Engineering (ATSE) found towing icebergs from Antarctica 
would be cheaper. 
"The ATSE article says in 1999 the cost of water from towed icebergs was $2.20 per kilolitre 
compared to $3.30 per kilolitre for water from the Bradfield Scheme," Dr Flegg said. 
"Not only is towing icebergs a cheaper option than the Beattie-Bradfield scheme, these 
icebergs come with the added value of penguins and seals living on the icebergs that 
(Queensland Premier Peter) Beattie may also wish to sell off." 
Deputy Premier Anna Bligh accused the coalition of having a "closed mind". 
"I would just say to everybody before they knock this idea too much: 'Let's have a look at it'," 
she said. 
"When you have people of the calibre of Richard Pratt indicating support for the project, I 
just think that adds to (its) momentum." 
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