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Author

Geoff Kendell is a fourth-generation Australian farmer. Our family has a 170-year history in
Australian Agriculture of which 130 years in the Kerang Region and me 46 years as a
practising dryland and irrigation farmer. We grew 800 hectares of grain and ran 100 head of
beef cattle and 4600 sheep and lambs. While farming I have represented the farming industry
and their interests’ chairing positions with VFF, NFF, & SEABAC. I’'m a Graduate of the
Australian Institute of Company Directors, presently chairing CMEFG in my farming
retirement.

Geoff & wife Fiona have been married 33 years. Fiona is a former Primary School Teacher.

Introduction

The Australian Government’s Productivity Commission are conducting a Murray-Darling
Basin Plan Implementation Review 2023

We believe the Murray Darling Basin Plan has made a significant impact to our Region and
this is why Central Murray Environmental Floodplains Group Inc is making a Submission.



Who are we?

Central Murray Environmental Floodplains Group Inc is a not-for-profit voluntary water and
environmental advocacy and community-based research group, with unique qualities from a
diverse array of backgrounds and experiences, working for the region’s greater good.

We are open, transparent, and accountable in our work and deliberations.

Our home, Cohuna, is located in the centre of the Southern Basin of The Murray—Darling River
system, the largest river system in Australia.

Our region holds important social, cultural, economic and environmental values, once
supporting strong rural communities and economies. By 2000 it was the third most productive
agricultural region in Victoria, the productive status has diminished dramatically due to the
effects of water reform and the Murray Darling Basin Plan.

Our region includes diverse ecosystems, internationally recognised Ramsar wetlands, significant
floodplains and internationally renowned river red gum forests. It is home to many species of
wildlife, birdlife, reptiles, insect life, native plant species and marine life which includes the
iconic Murray Cod and Golden Perch.

It is the cultural and spiritual home of the aboriginal communities of the Barapa Barapa, Yorta
Yorta, Wemba Wemba, Wadi Wadi and Dadi Dadi. Our Region encompasses parts of the
floodplains of the Murray, Loddon and Avoca Rivers in Victoria and the Wakool, Edwards Rivers
in NSW.

Our region encompasses Shire of Gannawarra in its entirety, parts of the Shire of Campaspe,
Rural City of Swan Hill, Loddon Shire, Murray River and Edward River local councils.

We are also part of the Southern Connected Basins Communities (SCBC) which is a Tri-State
Southern Basin Water Group of NSW, Vic & SA businesspeople, farmers, community members
and retirees concerned with the impacts of the present Murray Darling Basin Plan.

Opening Remarks

The original premise of the Basin Plan was to support a connected river system and
environmental outcomes while protecting the social, economic values of the community.

As a result of a poorly implemented plan, it has delivered unnatural and unseasonal volumes of
water downstream to support unachievable environmental outcomes which is killing the
upstream environment.

The river is now operated outside natural constraints and is managed like a water super
freeway, resulting in massive bank erosion and loss of habitat upstream.

We now have underuse in the southern basin significantly impacting productivity and over-
allocation in northern NSW valleys through floodplain harvesting licencing, which is severely
impacting our ability to viability function financially.

It needs to be recognised that 83 per cent of this water recovered under the basin plan has
come from the southern basin, putting at risk a combined $24 Billion Agricultural Industry.
With a massive volume of 4622.5 gigalitres of environmental water currently stored in our
dams, a detrimental consequence has emerged. This surplus of idle water can no longer be
utilised for the production of food and fibre, which has traditionally contributed to the national
and international markets, thereby playing a critical role in maintaining economic equilibrium.
This water also takes up vital airspace in our Dams needed for seasonal inflows.



Our Concerns

In making this submission we are clearly demonstrate the impacts of the loss of water to our
Victorian Region’s productivity since the introduction of the Plan.

As previously stated, this was the 3rd most productive region in Victoria at year 2000.

With the loss of 1450 GL out of our Regionals Consumptive Pool it has affected the ability for
many businesses to remain financial, including Goulburn Murray Water who deliver the
commodity. This loss has meant for farming families, either leaving agriculture forever or
moving to another region to continue. Many businesses have faced the same dilemma, some of
which are also generational. For those remaining the cost of operation has increased as the
price of Permanent water has continued to increase. With the loss of local service providers
many are now travelling 1000’s kms further a year to source help. Freighting of supplies and
taking produce to market is also 1000kms more than when it had been local. This is creating a
large financial impediment to business, but also destroying many roads with more vehicles
travelling on them.

For the young the opportunity to enter agriculture and especially irrigated agriculture is really
diminishing. The cost is prohibitive and even generational farming families are finding it hard
financially to support a younger member or members who want to continue.

Below is a table that demonstrates of the number of young students so far lost in
Gannawarra Shire Council Region over the time of the Murray Darling Basin Plan

Gannawarra 2006 Today | Loss

Schools 2007 2023

Kerang Technical | 496 261 235

High School

Kerang Primary 160 48 112

School

St Joesph’s 140 117 23

Primary Kerang

Kerang South 223 110 113

Primary School

Cohuna 247 153 94

Consolidated

St Mary’s Cohuna | 108 110 +2

Lake Charm 25 0 25

Primary School

Murrabit Primary | 28 43 +15

School

Cohuna High 270 171 99

School

Total 1697 1013 | 684
Loss

684 students are a significant loss!



Demise of Local Production

A major impact of the Murray Darling Basin Plan has seen the demise of Kerang Prime Lamb &
Sheep Market the third biggest in Victoria and the Kerang’s Prime Beef Market the eighth
biggest.

With spiralling water prices, the insecurity of allocation and dry seasons these industries haven’t
been able to cope financially, so many farmers have left the region.

With figures obtained from Stock & Land they show the Kerang Prime Lamb & Sheep Market
annual throughput was 227,921 head. It is estimated if this market was still operating at today’s
prices the lost to the Region annually would be in the vicinity of $30,911,673.

Similar figures show the numbers for the Prime Cattle Market annual throughput prior to the
Plan at 34,213 and again estimated at today’s prices a loss to the Region of $41,055,600. Both
succumbing to the unstable irrigation industry caused by the Murray Darling Basin Plan.

The above figures total an estimated combined loss of both markets of $71,967,273 to the local
economy.

If we add the direct loss of 50,000 dairy stock with a present-day value of $132,000,000 it starts
to demonstrate what is causing such a dramatic regional downturn. The annual value from milk
would have been $210,000,000 adding this to the two prime market losses a loss of
$342,800,000 annually.

Murray Dairy’s rule of thumb: For every 200 cows; earnings are $S1Million, of that an estimated
$780,000 goes back to the Community which in turn employ 6 full time workers.

During this time, we have also seen a reduction of over 684 less children in schools.

In 2002, Latrobe University did a study on the movement of finance gained out of the
Agricultural industry and the study stated for every S1 a farmer makes it goes around the
Community four times. So, in this case an annual loss to the Gannawarra Community totalling
$1.3712 Billion. While this is only a snapshot of 3 industries it does not account for irrigated
cropping, wool, horticulture, fodder, and seed etc industries.

The add on loss of $100s of millions of dollars to the local community businesses has been
substantial.

After last year’s flood events another 12 dairies are now closing down the farmers saying they
have just had enough being strangled financially by increasing price for water and supplies,
working long hours in difficult conditions they are mental and physically exhausted. Families are
struggling to cope. This also means pressure will be placed on the community with loss of critical
mass for social engagement, impacting schools, sporting clubs, commercial business etc.

Shops and businesses continue to close the latest being the Bendigo Bank Branches in Cohuna
and Barham and Interstate Pickering’s Transport depot in Kerang. The loss of Country Target in
Kerang is still hurting in the community. The impacts of extra costs for freight and the downtime
and travel away from business are being felt. We are now travelling further out of the Region for
many supplies and repairs and having to freight produce 1000s of extra kilometres.



An innovative local doctor started a venture some years ago in our Region growing freshwater
mussels producing pearls in the Gunbower Creek. The venture had been successful until last
year’s flood event. This saw blackwater; that had been produced in the Gunbower Forest due to
North Central Catchment Management Authority (NCCMA) continually flooding of the forest for
2 years, wipe it out. The blackwater flooded backwards over Hipwell’s Regulator into the
Gunbower Creek killing the freshwater mussels and native fish. During the 2011 floods the
freshwater mussels survived. Last year’s event also shut down the Coliban Water supply for the
Cohuna Township and rural water supply. Cohuna for the first time ever having to cart in
freshwater from outside the Region. Dairies were also thrown into chaos with little notification.

Environmental Water

In 2004, COAG announced the National Water Initiative (NWI), an agreement between the
States and the Commonwealth to separate land and water, remove barriers to trade and
address over allocation. In 2007, Victoria met its commitment under the NWI by unbundling
water shares, thereby separating land and water.

The ownership of water over this time has substantially changed mainly due to State and
Commonwealth policies seeking to separate land and water, and free up water trade.

By June 30 2018, the Commonwealth Environmental Water Holder held 620 gigalitres (GL)
of Victorian High Reliability Water Shares (HRWS). Environmental contributions have largely
been achieved through water buybacks, modernisation of Goulburn Murray Water through
the Connections Project and the Sunraysia modernisation project.

Under the 2007 Water Act and Basin Plan an annual supply of 2750 Gigalitres of water was
to be returned for the health of the River. South Australia successfully argued this was not
enough and they needed an extra 450 Gigalitres making a total of 3200 Gigalitres. Of course,
this water is to be supplied regardless of whether it is a wet or dry year.

The first thing you need to know about Environmental Water is that it is “Modelled not
measured” so Government never knows how much water they have. There are no gauges to
measure the amount of water going out the Murray River mouth at Goolwa into the Great
Southern Ocean.

The Government is currently pursuing the acquisition of the additional 450 Gigalitres of
environmental water through discreet buybacks.

Murray Darling Basin environmental water holders already hold 4622.5GL of water
entitlements in our Dams. The MDBA Water Take Report is the point of truth. This acquired
water is far more than the 3,200GL volume that was stated as needed under the Basin Plan.
If you take into account, the 49GL from Bridge the Gap plus approximately 320GL SDLAM
shortfall (estimate anywhere between 300- 370GL) plus 450 Gigalitres buyback water means
a TOTAL of 5441.5GL will have been acquired.

Of the 2750 gigalitres Government procured, they say they can only presently use 78%, and
they are struggling to fit this down the Murray River without causing environmental
degradation and flooding events.



The 2007 Bipartisan agreement of the Water Act has unfortunately led to political and
financial opportunism at the expense of food and fibre production which was the original
premise of our forefathers building an irrigation industry to sustain supplies in times of
drought. Separating land and water has allowing for unfortunate pillaging of the system
allowing those in the know to make sustainable financial gain. It has also given the South
Australian Government the opportunity to continually expand their use of environmental
water from the Murray River for commercial and domestic needs, ie the recent
announcement to use this water for their new hydrogen plant being built in Whyalla.

Throughout the rest of this Submission, you will come to understand the nightmare being
endured by our river communities and their environments with this flawed Plan.

Water Buybacks

Water buybacks are divisive as they severely impact our economy, environment, and the
population. As you can now start to understand the MDB Plan has had a severe impact on our
Region of Victoria. Any future plans by Federal Government to continue with any type of Water
Buybacks scheme must be fought vigorously. Any loss of water out of our Victorian Consumptive
Pool for their 450 GLs buyback proposal would spell the end of irrigation in Northern Victoria.
Simply put, for each megalitre that is lost from Agriculture the price for those who remain must
go up. But this also means there is less food and fibre produced increasing the price on the
supermarket shelf but also affecting the ability to trade and therefore our Victorian and
Australian economies.

Under the Basin Plan 83% of water recovery has come directly from Victorian & NSW allocation.
The reality with the loss of so much water being taken out of our system and so much ground
now out of production the cost of everyday sample foods like milk, butter and meat must go up.
This is major contributor to the present cost of living squeeze.

To better understand the annual production loss of 450 GLs of water in layman terms it
equals, 1.3329 Billion litres of milk or 1.6859 Billion loaves of bread.

Dry Seasons

In 2018 and 2019 on the 15th of August, the start of the irrigation season we were being forced
out of an industry by high water prices and the non-guarantee of supply, to irrigate crops and
pasture to finish their growing season and maximise production. Agronomically this is the time
of year is where we maximise our production.

In 2019, Water Speculators who were charged only $13.26 a megalitre for their water entered
the market pushing water to a $1000 a megalitre by the 28th of October. Making a ridiculous
profit on their investment for their shareholder’s benefit. Where | was producing food for our
nation's population and being charged $2065,88 a megalitre for allocated water, a 14,805 %
mark-up!

On top of that farmers must pay for their full water allocation whether they receive it or not!
We started our irrigation season with 26% allocation finishing with 66%.

The loss of a financially viable secure supply of water delivered in a timely manner has meant
that many have left agriculture for good.

While we were experiencing a water shortage, the forests along the Murray River were
inundated with floods, attempting to provide 726 gigalitres to fulfil Victoria and NSW obligations
under the Murray Darling Basin Plan, compensating for the unavailability of water from the
Darling River for South Australia.



Water Speculators & Unprecedented Water Price Rises in the Dry Seasons

We believe there needs to be an immediate investigation into who owns our farming industry
water.

In the 2018- 2019 season during January 2019 Temporary Water Prices rose $120 in 6 days
from $410 on the 16" of January to $530 a megalitre by the 22" of January.

The market was again bounced in the 2019-2020 season by $170 in 17 days from $620 to
$790 between the 15 of August to the 2" of September 2019, and in 3 days from the 19" of
October to the 22" of October rose a further $100 from $800 a megalitre to $900 a megalitre
and then jumped again 6 days later on the 28" of October 2019 to hit $1000 a megalitre.

If this had happened in the business world there would have been an immediate investigation.
Obviously, the perception is speculators are manipulating the market.

We believed they artificially hold back water supply only releasing water when seasonal
demand becomes desperate thus generating a spike in the market price.

The present Carryover rules for Water allocation also give Water Speculators the ability to
hold water in the Dam for an annual charge of $11.75. This tool allows them to hold large
parcels of water from the market pushing the price up, especially in times of heavy demand
thus distorting the marketplace prices but worse still, holding water that could be used for
growing food by farmers. Measures should be taken in the future in an effort to stop this
practice. It is now also believed that when cheap parcels of water hit the market, they are
snapped up very quickly by these speculators within seconds using a process of algorithms
before any farmers can attempt to buy it.

People who do not own irrigation land should not be allowed in the market as it heavily
distorts the marketplace for the farmers who need the water to grow crops and pasture to
produce food for this nation.

An immediate Royal Commission should be held.

During the 2019-2020 season Water Speculators were only charged a Storage Fee of
$13.86 a megalitre for their water in the dam, where a farmer, producing food for our
nation's population was charged $2065.88 a megalitre for allocated water to use.

A 14 805 % mark-up! What for? Administrative fees which include access fees/delivery
shares. Why are we disadvantaged? What have farmers done wrong in looking after our
environment and producing high quality clean green food at the highest food safety standards
in the world for our population to eat?

Farmers Loss of Water Security

Farmers and River Communities confidence is at an all-time low as the Murray Darling Basin
Plan has all but destroyed our existence. While water floods forests along the Murray River
and the Wakool River and Mulwala Channel runs to capacity farmers are left looking, unable
to comprehend why they can’t get a secure consistent supply for their farms.

Farmers need security of 100% allocation by the 15™ of August to be able to water planted
crops and pastures for their best financial return. Not like in seasons when it was allocated on
the 17" of December 2018; on the 15 of February 2020 and only 56% by December 2019.

I will say this again because I don’t believe a bureaucrat understands agronomics. “Farmers
needed security of 100% allocation by the 15™ of August to be able to water planted crops
and pastures for their best financial return”. For example, in layman terms, if your employee
dies of thirst on the 20 of August 2023, it is no good giving him a litre of water to drink on



the 17" of December 2023. You are not going to bring him back to life to make an income
for you, so...

“Farmers need security of 100% allocation by the 15 of August to be able to water
planted crops and pastures for a financial return.

In 2019 the season started on the 15™ of August 2019 with only 26% water allocation.

This meant an investment had to be made to top up allocation with Temporary Water being
$620 a megalitre, to ensure all crops and pastures received water to finish their growing cycle
and maximise production. Water Speculators quickly pushed this figure to close on $800 a
megalitre within 17 days of trade. Needing 1.5 to 3.5 megalitres a hectare to irrigate this
investment was significant for many, quickly ending up well above a financially viable
option.

Not obtaining 100% security in water supply by the 15" of August dramatically reduces the
enthusiasm to push ahead and invest in our irrigative industries.

Banks & Debt Recovery

Farmers were made to sell their permanent water by Banks to pay back accumulated debts
from the 10 plus years of the millennium drought, then told they could buy Temporary water
to replace it. It was during this water buybacks also happened.

It caused a shark (Water Speculators) feeding frenzy as they circle, waiting to rip off another
desperate farmer now in need of Temporary water.

Government sells water back to the farmers while withholding allocation.

At the start of the 2021 irrigation season 15" August 2021 farmers in both Victoria and NSW
Murray were desperate to get water allocation as we had come through a dry winter and
pastures and crops needed watering to help with survival and help with securing a good
production season. Government Water allocation wasn’t good with NSW 30% and Victoria
52% which meant that farmers would have to enter the Temporary Water Market for
needed supplies. We couldn’t believe the low allocations as the Murray water storages were
at excellent levels. The Temporary water market was $90 a megalitre but quickly rose to
$135 which placed a further stress on families and their businesses. Peter Hunt from the
Weekly Times investigated the problem as to why? Was Government withholding allocating
forcing the temporary water price then selling off their supply?
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E- trade: NSW Minister sells $441,000 of environmental water.

The NSW Environment Minister has sold $441,000 of his excess Murray and Murrumbidgee
environmental water in recent weeks.
Peter Hunt

The Weekly Times

o e

T T T T

The sale of 3875ML of environmental water has surprised irrigators.

The NSW Environment Minister Matthew Kean'’s department has sold $441,000 of his
excess Murray and Murrumbidgee environmental water to brokers and Victorian
licence holders in the past three weeks, as Hume and other southern Basin’s storages
spill.

The sale of 3875ML of environmental water has surprised NSW Murray irrigators, who
are still sitting on general allocations of just 30 per cent, despite the Murray Darling
Basin Authority reporting it had almost 7.2 million megalitres of active storage in
Dartmouth, Hume, Lake Victoria and the Menindee Lakes.

NSW Murray Irrigation Limited chairman Phillip Snowden said “on one hand the
Minister is trying to recover more water for the environment and then turns around and
sells it back. The question is - Why?”

Minister Kean's office said he was “not involved in the day-to-day decisions regarding
use, movement or temporary trade of the water held on these licences.

“These decisions are made by the NSW Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment via a clearly documented annual planning framework and transparently
communicated.”

11



The Minister’s spokesman said the water was sold to earn the revenue the department
needed to cover the cost of charges associated with the use of environment water and to
buy more of it when needed to deliver annual watering priorities.

In the meantime NSW Murray irrigators are wondering why they are still sitting on such
low allocation, when storages are brimming with water.

MIL analysis shows that over the past 20 years its Murray general security irrigators’
allocations had always reached 100 per cent when the combined storages had reached 7
million megalitres.

“We want to know why it isn’t happening this season,” Mr Snowden said.

“Especially when there’s nowhere to put more water. This was not supposed to happen
in years like this,” Mr Snowden said.

More Coverage

Murray meter loophole allows water borrowing Murray River choked by
inaction

Mr Snowden said MIL had written to Inspector-General of Water Compliance Troy Grant
asking him to investigate why allocations have remained so low.

NSW Irrigators Council and the Rice Growers Association have issued a statement
blaming overly conservative policies for delays in lifting allocations.

“The rules and accounting for water are complex and variable but the assumptions for
future inflows are exceptionally conservative and are severely impacting the planning
and decisions water users make,” the statement said.

PETER HUNT

Senior Reporter

WEEKLY#TIMES
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Relaxation of Constraints

Constraints relaxation has us deeply concerned for the health of the river and our environment.
A muted 80,000 megalitres a day to be delivered to South Australia is impossible to fit down the
river without major destruction. While this amount of water is held in our Victorian Storage
Dams, we face the constant threat of flooding and the loss of available space for the production
of food and fibre being detrimental to the Australian population. Why is Victoria responsible for
storing this water for South Australia in our dams? Why can’t South Australia store their own
water?

Irrigation Water moves to highest valued crop.

Yes, water has gone to the highest valued crop Almonds forming a monocultural using 15 megalitres
a hectare far more than dairy rice etc. whilst losing all other Agricultural industries and their rural
scientist (the farmers). Almond prices were $8.50 a kg but what happens when they are $2.50 with
adjustment of oversupply.

We need to seriously rethink our Nations future food security and how we address its needs
especially if climate change analysts are right. Taking all your eggs and putting them into one basket
is fraught with danger ie building a one industry monoculture with irrigation water while we have
lost our staple food production of milk and meat.

Taking water out of traditional flood country and placing it on Mallee Sandhills to irrigate almonds
will be to the long-term detriment of the Environment. Six million years ago this area was the
original seabed. Placing this amount of water will eventually lead to salting the region out and
impacting waterways and land further afield.

Pauls Road, Boundary Bend, Victoria in the middle of the AImond plantations
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Tes imonials Murray-Darling Basin Plan: Implementation Review 2023

Dr Peter Barker OAM

The Central Murray Environmental Floodplains Group has asked me to comment on the effects of the
Murray Darling Basin Plan and its effects on my community.

My name is Peter Barker. | came to Cohuna in 1983 as a rural doctor with no past connection to this
area. So now | have lived here for 40 years practicing medicine in the only practice in the town. |
have also held land and irrigated for the last 36 years.

| can comment on the many interactions | have with landowners and towns people over that time.
Many suicidal farmers have passed my door and we have discussed causes of stress in their lives. A
lot of the anguish with the MDB plans results from a feeling the farmers are disempowered, and they
see damage occurring to the thing they hold sacred land and its management.

The process to get control of water rights which were originally linked to irrigation infrastructure
involved removing water ownership from land ownership. There was a boon as water prices rose and
money was made in trading. This allowed organisational ownership of water. The outcome for the
food bowel regions has been water has moved without infrastructure being maintained and a
fundamental mind shift occurred thinking of water as a tradable commodity. No longer does a farmer
need to use water to make money in scarce years he can just sell it. Land management and
productivity have been affected. Many farms are now managed with less water but what is grown is
changing and long-term planning has been affected as water may not be available or affordable.
Overall irrigation areas have less farmers and less production. This is affecting population as young
people see cost of water as prohibitive to entering farming.

New farm ownership is moving from family owned to corporate due to who can afford water.
Corporate owners often focus more on returns and less on local environmental protection so the
myriad ecosystems on farm waterways is reducing again giving local wildlife less living options. The
last few years has seen huge reduction in ibis numbers in the rookeries on farms. Similarly, water rat
numbers, tortoise populations, freshwater mussels have all declined as irrigation channels have
become industrial conduits lined in plastic rather than being an extension of the natural waterways,
they have been for the last 120 years. In summary how water is owned and moved has reduced the
biodiversity surrounding irrigation towns and the population number and skill mix in our towns is
declining.

Transfer of water from storage to user especially environmental users has assumed rivers and creeks
are drains - high flows are pushed thru natural waterways. | do not believe any modelling on effects
of this were done or if they were they were not used to control volumes of water. We are seeing
bank erosion and movement of sandbars. The organisations involved in water movement are not
having overview of environmental effects. There are many photos of damage to the Murray in our
area.

The local result has been disastrous damage locally in the Gunbower Forest where environmental
watering has been followed by natural flooding and the excess water has back flowed into the
Gunbower Creek. The Blackwater in Gunbower creek never happened before North Central
Catchment Authority created a channel into the Gunbower Forest. The natural flooding pushed their
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environmental water into the walls of their channel, and it back flowed into Gunbower Creek. This
has happened two years in a row.

Blackwater made human consumption for many towns dangerous. Huge fish kills have also occurred.
As the water receded mosquitoes populations have ballooned. The coinciding warming of eastern
Australia saw Japanese Encephalitis emerge as a new threat to human health and recreational use of
Gunbower Forest is at an all-time low as Japanese Encephalitis cases have popped up. Medical
resources have been diverted to vaccinating populations along the river. | would expect further
environmental flows into areas near the Murray Darling will lead to Japanese Encephalitis becoming
endemic.

Legislation to allow unused but purchased water to remain in storage has led to a reluctance to
release water in winter as once it is spilled it is no longer owned. | do not believe there are equitable
rules about who maintains water in storage. There is no doubt agricultural planning on water use
needs planning up to a year before production. Hurried, late or wasted land preparation for irrigated
crops has increased under the MDB plan due to allocation announcements. Long term crops like
olives and almonds require reliable water but increasing requirements as trees grow.

Planning to allow establishment of these crops appears ad hock with corporates allowed to
commence production with unrealistic profit and cost projections. The big issue is eventual water
usage is far higher than initial and the Murray isn’t capable of supplying what will be needed in a few
years and if that happens corporates investing will fail but not before they have damaged the
established irrigation areas by buying water at higher prices than fodder, dairy and crop farmers can
afford. The point is farm production related to irrigation is now unbalanced by water trading and
essential crops with less profit may suffer leading to an issue of food security.

There has been a lot of hype from environmental water users on the improvement they are causing
in the region surrounding the big rivers. The results we have seen are the reverse which does not
mean the plan is wrong but the current implementation is not working. The reason land use groups
are concerned is we are seeing environmental damage from timing and amount of watering and
social damage from water policy. Gunbower forest in now a less diverse and more dangerous place
for humans and we who live here are quite worried continual flooding will kill the old growth
treasures of the forest eventually making our forest somewhere to avoid rather than a place to
commune with nature and regenerate.

Sorry if this is disjointed it is just a few points commenting on what is upsetting my community on
the changes which have occurred in the local implementation of the MDBP.
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Dear Commissioners

| write to you in my capacity as a landholder, water advocate and journalist based in the Murray
Darling Basin.

Water is one key fundamental of life that must be managed in a sustainable and balanced way to
ensure a healthy environment and prosperity of our communities but also the nation. While | feel the
basin plan started with noble intent, | continue to see the impacts of a plan out of touch with on
ground impacts and long-term survival of the basin.

The stretch of river | live on is a narrow section of the Murray River that was prior to the Cadell Fault
was the path of Goulburn River. In the last ten years we have seen an explosion in the rate of river
erosion as downstream demands far exceed historical practices. Sections of our river have lost over
10 metres of riverbank since 2012. While all earthen do erode to a degree the sheer scale and rate of
the erosion is failing the protections under the 2007 water act damaging sensitive ecosystem and
causing significant property damage.

The trade and delivery of water, including environmental holding, do have caveats on its delivery
enshrined in the 2007 water act.

Schedule 3 section 3, Basin water market and trading objectives state the water market and trading
arrangements for the Murray-Darling Basin are (d) to recognise and protect the needs of the
environment; and (e) to provide appropriate protection of third-party interests.

Section 4 goes on to state (4) Restrictions on extraction, diversion or use of water resulting from
trade can only be used to manage:

(a) environmental impacts, including impacts on ecosystems that depend on underground water; or
(b) hydrological, water quality and hydro-geological impacts; or

(c) delivery constraints; or

(d) impacts on geographical features (such as river and aquifer integrity); or

(e) features of major indigenous, cultural heritage or spiritual significance

The irony of a plan to save the Murray that now seeks to hydraulically land clear the very same river
with no protections in place. We are witnessing impacts in water quality (turbidity), hydro-geological
impacts, impacts on geographical features and culturally significant features. And yet the MDBA seek
to increase flows through the constraint’s relaxation program.

The other concern | wish to raise is the decimation of family farmers who for generations had farmed
the land here in a manner | consider more in tune with a natural state. While flood irrigation may not
be the most water efficient delivery method it’s low carbon footprint, low delivery cost and
ecological benefits cannot be understated. One classic example of this the recent Victorian irrigation
upgrade scheme in which thousands of kilometres of earthen channels were piped or plastic lined.
The earthen channel that can see water efficiency as high as 92% do suffer losses, though also
provide valuable wildlife corridors and breeding and feeding grounds for many native species. Now
sadly those plastic lined channels are a death trap for anything that attempts to water there and the
plastic lining excluding rehydration completely. A mere 20km from the Victorian channel
modernisation NSW regeneration of the Pollack Swamp found their stock of endangered hard bodied
fish to repopulate the swamp in the earthen irrigation channels.
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This efficiency or highest return per megalitre at all costs carry’s many perverse outcomes. The
moving of water further down the system to green field sights on sand hills is one prime example.
Never have | witnessed such a blatant disregard of the teaching of our immediate past, salinity
management. These former dryland cropping properties are now irrigated and fertigated mere
kilometres from the Murray as the saltwater table now sits above the ground chocking out native
Mallee scrub and killing almond trees. These farms killing off large areas of basin farmland and
polluting the Murray with salt can do so freely, in fact we encourage it under highest return per
megalitre.

Our sustainable farming practises that have produced staple food crops and ecosystem function now
find themselves competing in a race of the almighty dollar. To quote a farming friend of mine “it is
hard to be green when you are in the red”. In my opinion the increased competition for water has
done more to white ant stable food industries, increase habitat loss and wipe out multigeneration
farmers than any other government policy in the last 50 years.

Thank you for your time, and | hope your latest recommendations make it further than the bookshelf
| imagine the last ones sit on.

Lloyd Polkinghorne
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Mals Observations of the Forest and Gunbower Creek

In 1975 | often went out to the forest at Cohuna and Gunbower to help my father cut 5-foot red gum
logs to fuel the boilers at the Kraft Cheese Factory in Leitchville. My father was a wood cutter and
worked with others to cut railway sleepers or firewood. The forest was a thriving ecosystem.

Cherry Ballart grew everywhere. It is a member of the sandalwood family and is semi parasitic,
relying on the river red gum as a host tree. Cherry ballart grew beside red gums as well as other
native understory, such as hedged salt bush, ruby red saltbush, grey gerrymander. The Grey Crowned
Babbler used the cherry ballart for nesting in.

The section of the forest that has been flooded for the last three years has no understory, no cherry
ballart and looks barren and dead.

What was once a healthy ecosystem with understory, that in turn created a healthy soil which
contained mycelium and other important fungi for decomposition for soil health has been lost due to
excessive water sitting on the forest floor for so long.

The forest needs to be managed as it was when my father was alive, otherwise it becomes a huge
fire risk.

When NCCMA and GMW built the regulator at Hipwell Road for environmental flooding of the
Gunbower National Park, there was a campaign to remove the weeping willows as they claimed they
spread and choked the waterways.

However, we knew this was not the case as we had salix babylonica (weeping willow) on the banks of
our land at Gunbower Estate for the last 75 years and they had never spread and become a weed.
These willows stopped erosion of the bank from occurring as well as being the best place to catch
shrimp. It was where the platypus fed and lived. Not only at Gunbower Estate but on other
properties around the district. NCCM and GMW were told this, but they NEVER LISTENED to local
knowledge.

They set about poisoning all willows and removing them if they could. Large numbers of platypus
were killed, or their homes were destroyed. When they kept the water in the Gunbower Creek too
high, platypus burrows were drowned.

Metres of land at Gunbower Estate has been eroded away because NCCMA and GMW keep the creek
too high or try to push too much water down it to put through Hipwell Weir. The Creek is getting
shallower and shallower because of all the silt. Over the years we have had so many authorities and
the media out to show them the damage, but still nothing ever happens. Still the damage continues.
NCCM and GMW have caused excessive amounts of damage to our beautiful environment and all the
species that live in our area. They must be made accountable. The forest needs a rest from being
flooded. It must stop now.

Mal and Vicki Johnson. July 2023
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Jodie Hay’s Observations 23/06/23

| am writing to you in relation the Murray Darling Basin Plan and its implications to our farming
communities here in Cohuna North West Victoria.

My Husband Colin and I run a 400 cow Dairy Farm with our 2 adult children in the Torrumbarry
Irrigation district. | am a fifth-generation farmer whose family on all four sides have farmed this
land since selection.

| have been an active participate in water issues over the past 12 years, meeting with formers
ministers both State and Federal during this time. Minister Lisa Neville proved to be one of the
most productive of Ministers | have dealt with as she had a genuine understanding and
compassion for the communities and the Environment that are affected by the MDBP. She worked
hard to implement strategies to reduce the catastrophic effects the plan’s implementation was
having on the communities and the Environment of Northern Victoria at times going against her
Party’s viewpoint. | sincerely hope in her hand over to you that she stressed the importance of
continuing this stance in order to protect Victoria’s Irrigation Food Bowl.

The MDBP was created as a way to “save “the Environment’ from a proposed drying climate!

However, it seems a huge component of the Environment was not taken into consideration in the
plan’s creation, this component being Privately owned farmland. A land mass that involves 70% of
the Murray Darling Basin and 86% of the North Central Catchment Management region. There was
no data collected in relation to what Natural Capital existed on these farms or the Native Flora and
fauna they supported, hence no ability to record the impact of the MDBP’s impact on these areas.
The reduction in the water used for irrigation on these traditional floodplains, the
decommissioning of 2000km of 100-year-old open channels and the plastic lining of many others
have drastically changed the landscape 