Senate Standing Committee on Environment, Communications and the Arts
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts 

Additional Budget Estimates 2008-2009, February 2008

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 39

Output:
3.1
Division/Agency:  
Water Group



Topic: 
North- South Pipeline


Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator Macdonald asked:

This project has now been declared a controlled action under the EPBC Act. 

(a) What advice has the department given the Minister about accepting the Victorian Planning Minister’s decision not to undertake an EES, despite this now being a controlled action?  (Victoria is only doing a limited “scope project impact assessment” which does not include all the down-basin potential flora and fauna eco-system impacts. 
(b) What triggers prompted the Minister to declare the pipeline a controlled action? 

(c) How many species were deemed to be potentially affected? 

(d) Given the potential impact on the Barmah Forest, which includes RAMSAR listed wetlands, why weren’t migratory species included in the trigger? 

(e) Has the Department sent any staff to investigate any of the impacted sites? 

1. How many?

2. When?

(f) Has the Minister been briefed on the pipeline proposal?  By whom?  When? 

Today in Question Time, the Minister stated it was “hypothetical”

(g) Can the Department outline if the Victorian Government has sought ANY funds for the project, or for the food bowl modernisation project? 

1. Has the Victorian Government made any request for monies under their Goulburn-Murray irrigation infrastructure upgrades?

(h) Is the Department aware of when the Victorian Government is likely to sign the MDB 10 point plan? 

1. What is delaying their signing?

(i) Given this is a water issue, what input will the Minister for Climate Change and Water have over this issue? 

1. Will she been consulted about the climate change impacts of energy consumption needed to push water over the Great Dividing Range to Melbourne and Geelong?

2. Who will have the final say on the pipeline plan – Minister Wong or Minister Garrett?

3. Has the Department done any research on the climate change impacts of the pipeline pumps and vegetation removal during construction?

(j) Has the Department been asked to fund any research into the effects of recycling and storm water harvesting as a means of supplementing Melbourne’s water supply? 

(k) Has any assessment been carried out into general inflows into the overall Murray-Darling system and the impacts of water diversion out of the Basin? 

1. What are these?

(l) Is there general scientific consensus that there will be a “drying of southern Australia” as a result of climate change?

(m) Given this is the case, will that influence any consideration about the North-South pipeline? 

(n) Is the Minister or Department undertaking any special study of the removal of the environmental reserve from Eildon to be pumped to Melbourne? 

1. Have any State or Territory governments applied for financial assistance from where?

2. To what value?

(o) Have any State or Territory governments applied for financial assistance from the Department to assist with water recycling or stormwater harvesting for cities? 

1. If so, where?

2. To what value?

3. On what basis were these considered?

Answer:

(a) The Victorian Government’s assessment process for the north-south pipeline has been accredited under the EPBC Act as it will appropriately address matters of national environmental significance.  The project will still require approval by the Commonwealth Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the Arts.

(b) Listed threatened species (s.18 and 18A) triggers the EPBC Act.

(c) 12

(d) A significant impact on these matters of national environmental significance was considered unlikely.

(e) Yes

1. 3

2. 17 December 2007

(f) Yes, Minister Garrett was briefed by the Department on 18 March 2008.

(g) On 26 March, 2008 a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was signed with all Basin States, including arrangements with Victoria 

(h) On 26 March, COAG reached agreement on a Memorandum of Understanding on Murray-Darling Basin Reform.   

This agreement will enable the necessary action to address over allocation, improve environmental outcomes, and enhance the efficiency of irrigation to achieve an environmentally-sustainable future for the Basin.  

The deal follows lengthy negotiations between the Commonwealth and Victoria.

Basin governments have committed to sign an Intergovernmental Agreement at the July 2008 COAG meeting. 

1. Minister Wong was consulted during the EPBC Act referral process and she will be consulted again during the final EPBC Act decision process.

2. Minister Garrett

3. Potential impacts from climate change have been addressed in the Project Impact Assessment Report.

(i) No. 

(j) Yes.  The CSIRO Murray-Darling Basin Sustainable Yields project is undertaking an assessment of water availability in the Murray-Darling Basin which includes an assessment of individual catchment inflows.  The assessment is based on existing water sharing arrangements and therefore does not take into account any proposals by states to transfer water out of the Basin.

(k) Yes

(l) Minister Wong will be consulted during the decision process.

(m) The Project Impact Assessment Report includes an assessment of the environmental implications of transferring water savings from the Goulburn River

(n) The Government has indicated that it is developing a National Urban Water and Desalination Plan to support desalination, water recycling and major stormwater capture projects.  Inquiries about this program have been received but guidelines have not yet been issued and there has been no call for applications.

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 49 

Output: 
3.1

Division/Agency: 
Water Governance


Topic: 
Visit to Wonthaggi Desalination plant by Minister Wong

Hansard Page ECA:  
101

Senator Brown asked:

(a) Minister Wong, have you been invited to see the area? If you have been invited…. The point is, if you have been invited and have not gone, would you let the committee know why you decided not to go?

(b) Are you aware of the global warming impact of the desalination plant if it goes ahead?

Answer:  

(a) 

A member of the community invited Minister Wong to visit the site of the proposed Wonthaggi desalination plant in Victoria.  Minister Wong was unable to attend due to diary commitments.  In December 2007, officers from the Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts visited the proposed desalination plant site and preferred transfer pipeline route to ensure a thorough understanding of the relevant issues.

(b)

The Victorian Department of Sustainability and Environment has committed to purchasing renewable energy to offset the energy used by the plant and the greenhouse emissions of the operations of the project. The Victorian Government has committed to this in addition to current renewable energy targets and aims for the project to be greenhouse neutral.

Outcome: 
3




Question No:  78
Output:
3.2
Division/Agency: 
Water Reform
Topic: 
Murray-Darling Catchment Basin
Hansard Page ECA: 
2 (22/2)
Senator Birmingham asked:

(a) On current flows, what percentage of normal or average flows are reaching South Australia and the Murray mouth please?

(b) Could you also take on notice and please provide me with the levels of allocation and restrictions that exist in each state and jurisdiction across the basin

Answer:

(a)  

In the 10 months from June 2007 to March 2008 South Australia has received around 815 GL from flow in the River Murray, compared to a long term average for the period of 5,900 GL. The 2007/08 figure is approximately 14% of the long term average.

There is tidal movement of water through the mouth but no river flow in 2007/08 to date. River Murray water must pass through the barrages before making it to the mouth.

(b)

Water Allocation

NSW

Water allocations as of 24 March 2008 are:

· Murray Valley – High security allocation is 25% and general security remains at zero, but all of the water suspended in 2006 is now available. 

· Lower Darling Valley - General security has a 50% allocation and access to carryover equivalent to about 13% of total share component.

· Murrumbidgee Valley - High security has 90% plus the 5% suspended last year. General security has 13% plus the 5% suspended last year and carryover of about 3%.

· Lachlan Valley - Allocations for town water are 70%, domestic and stock has 50%, and high security has 30%. General security access to the suspended account water is 40%, a volume equivalent to about 3% of the total share component.

· Macquarie Valley - Allocations for town water, domestic and stock, and high security are 100%. General security has a 5% allocation and access to the 3% of water suspended in accounts last year.

· Namoi Valley - Lower Namoi general security has 13% and Upper Namoi has 50% from water stored in Split Rock Dam.

· Gwydir Valley - Town water and high security have 100% allocations. General security has 24%.

· Border Rivers - Town water supplies and high security have 100% allocations. General security has 38% plus carryover equivalent to 8%.

Victoria

Water allocations as of 17 March 2008 are:

· Murray system High Reliability Water Share 43%;

· Broken system High Reliability Water Share 70%;

· Goulburn system High Reliability Water Share 55%;

· Campaspe system High Reliability Water Share 18%; and

· No change for Loddon system (5%) and Bullarook Creek (0%).
· Wimmera and Mallee – Irrigation, environment and recreation – 0% allocation
South Australia

On 5 February 2008, the South Australian Minister for the River Murray announced that, in line with the agreement reached between First Ministers on State water sharing arrangements, allocations to entitlement holders for South Australian River Murray entitlement holders would remain at 32 per cent until imbalances in River Murray accounts were repaid.
Queensland

SunWater announced priority water allocations for Queensland and the allocations as on 10 March 2008 for the regulated catchments in the Basin are:

· Macintyre Brooke
High 100%, Medium 100%

· Upper Condamine
High 100%, Medium 51%

· St George

Medium 96%

Water Restrictions

South Australia

Level 3 restrictions apply across most of the towns in SA. 

Level 3 Restrictions - Householders can continue to use drippers and hoses fitted with a trigger nozzle for up to three hours a week, even houses on Saturdays, odds on Sundays, from 6-9am or 5-8pm. Watering cans and buckets can be used at any time, but sprinklers will continue to be banned. All other Level 3 restrictions for car washing, swimming pools, fountains and ponds remain unchanged.

Further information about the water restrictions in South Australian can be accessed: 

http://www.sawater.com.au/SAWater/Environment/WaterRestrictionsConservationMeasures/

Victoria

There were a number of changes to urban water restrictions during January 2008. Key changes included the following:

· North East Water, Lower Murray Water and Coliban Water reduced Stage 4 restrictions (with general exemptions) to Stage 3 for their towns supplied from the Murray.
· Coliban Water also reduced Stage 4 restrictions (with general exemptions) to Stage 3 for its Goulburn system towns.
· North East Water reduced Stage 2 restrictions to Stage 1 for Benalla, Springhurst, Dartmouth, Corryong and Cudgewa.
Further water restrictions and details for different levels of restrictions for Victorian towns can be accessed at:
http://www.dse.vic.gov.au/DSE/wcmn202.nsf/LinkView/AB841ABBE219F629CA25721600758B4224A50DE77A64F674CA257216007DB6AC
NSW and Queensland
There is no consolidated information on town water restrictions in NSW and Queensland. 
Outcome:
3




Question No: 79

Output:
3.2
Division/Agency:  
Water Efficiency Division
Topic: 
Murray-Darling Basin Irrigators
Hansard Page ECA: 
14
Senator Ian Macdonald asked: 
On notice, if necessary, can you tell me which irrigators in the Murray-Darling Basin you have met with, if not by individual name by groups of people? You may have that with you, but if not, could you take it on notice and let me have a list of the groups of people or farm groups you have spoken to of the Murray-Darling Basin irrigators?
Answer:

I have met with numerous organisations and individuals from the Murray-Darling Basin community. These meetings have occurred in Canberra, state capitals and regional areas in Victoria, South Australia and New South Wales. I am determined to meet with as many individuals and groups as possible, both formally and informally, in the carriage of my two portfolios.

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 80

Output:
3.1
Division/Agency: 
Water Reform
Topic: 
Murray-Darling Basin Reports
Hansard Page ECA: 
17(22/2)
Senator Siewart asked:  

How much have you allocated already for that assessment (relates to environmental assessment to allow the Murray-Darling Basin Authority to gain a thorough understanding of the ecological issues as it goes about its work of setting a sustainable diversion limit). 

Answer:

The table below outlines recent water-related environmental assessment projects funded by the Australian Government, which will be made available to the Murray‑Darling Basin Authority.

	2007-08 Environmental Consultancies 
	Agency
	Costs $
	Timing

	Environmental water requirements of important wetlands in the MDB
	DEWHA
	199,210
	Completed

	Environmental water requirements for all other assets in the MDB
	DEWHA
	284,557
	May 2008

	Environmental Water Allocation – Australian Water Entitlements 
	DEWHA
	100,000
	April 2008

	Water quality objectives and targets in the MDB
	DEWHA
	80,000
	May 2008

	Managing environmental flows in an agricultural landscape: the Lower Gwydir floodplain project
	DEWHA
	760,920
	June 2008

	Riverland Ramsar wetland ecological character description: 
	DEWHA
	66,000
	April 2008

	Ecological outcomes of flow regimes
	National Water Commission
	1,281,000
	June 2009

	Environmental Water Allocation Program  - four projects from this program are relevant to the Murray-Darling Basin
	Land and Water Australia
	1,086,050
	One completed,

Oct 08 - May 09

	Total
	
	3,857,730
	


In addition, the CSIRO Murray-Darling Basin Sustainable Yields project is including an assessment of the impact of water resource development and predicted changes in climate and other risks on a number of key environmental assets in the Basin. The cost of this project is over $11 million.
Outcome: 
3




Question No: 81

Output
3.2
Division/Agency:  
Water Efficiency
Topic: 
Flood Mitigation
Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator  Joyce asked: 

By planned absorption. There was an issue in regard of 8,000 megs that was to be extracted from the Warrego and for whatever reasons that decision was changed. I want to bring to your attention that 8,000 megs were going past Wyandra every 14 minutes during the last flow….. Would there be any revisitation of that decision, even to tie it up with maybe flood mitigation measures for Charlesville (sic) in such a way as to withhold the water from going down Bradleys Gully to go into Charlesville or to at least give the capacity of a little bit of irrigation out there?  That would still leave the system 99 percent unallocated in Queensland and give a greater capacity for flood mitigation as well as development for irrigation.
Answer: 

The decision to withdraw this water from sale was made by the Queensland Government. Any review of this decision will also be a matter for the Queensland Government.
Outcome: 3




Question No: 82
Division/Agency:  
Water Governance Division
Topic: 
Water pricing
Hansard Page ECA: 
24 (22/2)
Senator Allison asked: 

SENATOR WONG – The price of water is higher because the resource is scarcer

SENATOR ALLISON – Yes, but is it 2,000 per cent, as has been reported in the media?  Are you monitoring this to the extent that you can say what the increase has been?

Dr Horne – The price of water in the market in different parts, particularly the southern Murray-Darling Basin, is what we are really talking about here, and that has been going up and down by considerable amounts…. We can give you a chart which captures the essence of price movements, if you would like.

SENATOR ALLISON – That would be good. Thank you.
Answer:

Figure 1 shows the average price per megalitre of allocation trades in the Goulburn district of Victoria from 2002-03 to 2007-08. The Goulburn district has been used to indicate prices because the data available to the department (sourced by Hassall and Associates Pty Ltd from www.watermove.com.au) is more comprehensive than for other districts.

Although allocation prices vary across the Murray-Darling Basin, the observed trend in annual average prices in the Goulburn district is broadly representative of temporary allocation trade. Temporary water allocation prices relate to the availability of, and demand for water within a year, and are therefore quite variable. By contrast, the price of permanent water entitlements has been more stable. 
Fig. 1 – Temporary Water Allocation Prices in Goulburn district, Victoria
[image: image1.emf]Goulburn, Victoria
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Outcome: 
3




Question No: 83

Output:
3.1
Division/Agency: 
Water Reform 

Topic: 
Membership of the Northern Australia Land and Water Taskforce
Hansard Page ECA: 
27 (22 February 2008)

Senator MACDONALD asked:

Of the members invited to rejoin the Northern Australia Land and Water Taskforce, which have accepted?

Answer:

The following members of the previous Northern Australia Land and Water Taskforce have indicated acceptance of Minister Wong’s invitation to join the new Taskforce:

Mr David Crombie

Dr Andrew Johnson

Mr Lachlan Murdoch

Mr Joe Ross

Mrs Terry Underwood AM

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 84

Output:
3.2
Division/Agency: 
Water Efficiency
Topic:  
Menindee Lakes, Pipeline between Warren and Nyngan in Western NSW
Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator Macdonald asked:

(a) On the 20th November, 2007 the Shadow Minister, stated; “A Rudd Labor Government will invest up to $400 million in practical water saving projects to improve water efficiency and make massive water savings at Menindee Lakes on the Darling River in Western New South Wales.” What work has the Government undertaken to implement this election commitment? 

(b) From what program will the $400 million election commitment for the Menindee Lakes come from and who will be the lead agency? 
(c) Has the Government had any discussions with any relevant State Government Minister’s or departments in relation to $400 million Menindee Lakes election Commitment? 

(d) What type of work will be undertaken with the $400 million Menindee Lakes election commitment? 

(e) When will work commence at Menindee Lakes on the Government’s $400 million Menindee Lakes commitment and when will it be completed? 

(f) In the same Media Release from the Shadow Minister on the 20th of November, 2007, Mr Albanese states; ‘Federal Labor will also invest up to $12 million to fund the missing link pipeline between Warren and Nyngan in Western NSW to provide greater water security for the communities of Cobar and Nyngan and return up to 2 billion litres per year to the Murray Darling Basin.’ Has the Government started work on this election commitment? 

(g) What discussion’s has the Government or the Department had with the NSW Government to progress this $12 million election commitment? 

(h) When will this project commence? 

(i) Under what program is the $12 million to fund the missing link pipeline between Warren and Nyngan being funded and who will be the lead agency? 

(j) The Shadow Minister’s media release states that the $12 million project to fund the missing link pipeline between Warren and Nyngan will return 2 billion litres of per year to the Murray Darling Basin? Does this mean any water saved from piping the water will have to be returned to the Macquarie River? 

Answer:

(a) Officers from the Department of Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts (DEWHA) have met with NSW officials from the Department of Water and Energy. Discussions are continuing on a way forward for the Menindee Lakes project. 

(b) The $400 million Menindee Lakes election commitment will be funded from the $10 billion national water plan. DEWHA will be the lead agency.
(c) Yes. 

(d) The type of infrastructure work at Menindee Lakes and securing Broken Hill’s water supply is contingent on the completion of the Darling River Water Savings Project (DRWSP) feasibility study. Implications for the management of the supply of water in the region will also need to be taken into consideration, and other assessments such as an Environmental Impact Study will need to be completed before infrastructure work can commence. 

(e) The timeframe for commencement and completion of works at Menindee Lakes and securing Broken Hill’s water supply will depend on a range of factors to be determined in the feasibility and environmental impact study and detailed design phases of the project. 

(f) Yes. Officials from the Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts have held discussions with a range of stakeholders, including the NSW Government and the Cobar Shire Council. 
(g) See (f) above

(h) Subject to the confirmation of co-financing, the project is expected to commence as soon as possible.
(i) The Warren to Nyngan pipeline will be funded from the $10 billion national water plan. The Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts is the lead agency for the project.
(j) Water savings obtained by the Australian Government from its investment in the Warren - Nyngan pipeline project will be used by the Commonwealth Environmental Water Holder in accordance with the Water Act 2007.
Outcome: 
3



Question No: 85

Output 
3.1
Division/Agency: 
Water Efficiency/Water Reform
Topic:  
$10 Billion National Plan for Water Security
Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator Macdonald asked:

(a) Will the Minister be continuing the funding split for the $10 billion National Plan for Water Security, ie $5.9 billion for infrastructure improvements both on farm and in system and $3 billion for structural adjustment and water license buy backs?

(b) When will funding for infrastructure projects both on farm and in system start flowing? 

(c) When does the government envisage that funding for license buy backs will begin? 

(d) Has the Government done any economic, environmental or social impact studies on the effects of the proposed buy back of water licenses?
Answer:

(a) This matter will be addressed in the budget.

(b) Funding for irrigation system planning and water efficiency assessment has already commenced, with $4.6 million in grants announced under the Irrigation Modernisation Planning Assistance program and $3.67 million in funding directed at developing an irrigation 'hotspots' methodology in support of a $70 million national 'hotspots' assessment program. 

(c) The first round of water entitlement purchasing as part of the Government’s plan to restore the health of the Murray-Darling Basin commenced on the 27 February 2008 with a public tender process inviting irrigators to submit offers to the Government at a fair market price. 

(d) Once the first round of water entitlement purchasing closes on 16 May 2008, a review will be undertaken.

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 87

Output:
3.1
Division/Agency:
Water Governance 

Topic: 
Adelaide’s Water Supply

Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator Macdonald asked:

(a) What has the Minister done to secure Adelaide’s water supply into the future? 

(b) Does the Government support either the temporary or permanent Weir known as the Wellington Weir option in South Australia?  Has the Department undertaken any work on the Wellington Weir option? 

(c) What work has been undertaken by the Government or the department in relation to Adelaide’s water supply and will the government be contributing funds to any projects? 

(d) Given the dire state of the Murray and the storages on in the Southern part of the Murray Darling Basin, what time frame does the Government believe is reasonable for drought proofing projects which augment Adelaide’s water supplies and help alleviate the pressures further downstream to be completed? 

Answer:

(a) On 26 March 2008, COAG agreed to a new approach to drive reform in securing water for households, farmers and the long-term health of the Murray Darling Basin. This arrangement includes a commitment to provide for critical human needs and allows South Australia to store water in the Hume and Dartmouth dams to ensure there is enough water for Adelaide and towns reliant on the Murray for drinking water.

Improving water security for our towns and cities, including Adelaide, is a high priority for the Australian Government and we have indicated support for a number of water security initiatives including four stormwater capture projects in partnership with Salisbury Council, a water reuse project in McLaren Vale and a desalination plant for Adelaide. 

(b) A temporary weir at Wellington has been recommended to be considered as an option by the Senior Officials’ Group (chaired by the Commonwealth) advising governments on drought contingency planning in the Murray-Darling Basin. A decision on Commonwealth funding would not be considered until the South Australian Government made a decision as to whether to proceed with the weir and made a formal request for funding. The South Australian Government has announced that it is delaying its decision to build the temporary weir until June.


The South Australian Government is currently preparing an Environment Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed weir, for the purpose of assessment by the Australian Government under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). The Coorong and Lakes Alexandrina and Albert are listed under the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands and protected under the EPBC Act. As such, the impacts on these wetlands will be thoroughly assessed. The EIS is expected to be released for public comment in late May 2008. 

(c) See (a) 

(d) See (a) 

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 88

Output:
3.2
Division/Agency: 
Water Reform

Topic: 
Murray-Darling Basin – Adelaide Water Supply 

Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator MacDonald asked:

(a) Given the Victorian Premier’s recent assertion that he has always been in favour of a National Plan for Water, what talks have been undertaken with the Victorian Government in relation to the National Plan for Water Security since the 24th of November at both a departmental and Ministerial level.

(b) What has been the outcome of these talks? 

(c) What are the conditions Victoria has given in order for it to sign onto the National Plan for Water Security and has the government or will the government be agreeing to these conditions. 

Answer:

(a) The Commonwealth Minister for Climate Change and Water met with the Victorian Premier and Minister for Water on 7 February 2008 and then with the Victorian Minister for Water on 25 February. She met with all Basin Water Ministers on 7 March as part of the meeting of the Murray Darling Basin Ministerial Council. She had discussions with the relevant Queensland Minister on 15 February, the SA Minister on 4 March and the NSW Minister on 6 March. The most recent discussions were at the COAG meeting of 26 March 2008.

(b) The outcome of those talks is a Memorandum of Understanding that establishes a heads of agreement to implement co-operative, efficient and effective arrangements in the Murray-Darling Basin, signed at the COAG meeting on 26 March 2008. The Memorandum will be implemented by an intergovernmental agreement to be considered by COAG in July, 2008.
(c) The principle elements of the memorandum are that the two Murray-Darling Basin organisations, the Commission and the Authority will be brought together as the new Authority. The Commonwealth Minister will be the decision-maker for the Basin Plan. There will be a new Ministerial Council which will be the decision-maker for Living Murray, River Murray operations and natural resource management programs. Partnership approaches will be taken to Commonwealth funding and meeting environmental water needs. The Basin Plan will address critical human needs. The Basin States will nominate priority projects for funding for water savings projects before the next COAG meeting in July. Commonwealth funding will be subject to a due diligence assessment. Victoria has nominated the second stage of the Food Bowl Project, to which the Commonwealth has agreed in principle to fund up to $1 billion, subject to a due diligence assessment.

Outcome: 
3




Question No: 89
Output:
3.1
Division/Agency: 
Water Reform/Water Governance/AWD

Topic: 
NPWS, MDB, North South Pipeline, MDB Storage Wastewater 

Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator MacDonald asked:

(a) Does the Document titled ‘Labor’s national plan to tackle the water crisis. Election 2007. Policy Document Kevin Rudd MP Federal Labor Leader Anthony Albanese MP Shadow Minister for Infrastructure and Water November 2007’ which states; The health of the rivers in the Murray Darling Basin is not negotiable, and their plight is urgent. Diminishing river flows in the Murray Darling Basin directly affect the health of the farm sector, the rural communities that rely on agriculture for their survival and the health of the river’s natural environment,’ accurately reflect the Government’s water policies? 
(b) Is the Government or department aware of the Victorian Government’s project to pump water from the Goulburn River system out of the Murray Darling Basin to the Sugarloaf Reservoir, to augment Melbourne’s water supply know as the North-South Pipeline has a 110 gigalitre capacity? 
(c) How does taking 110 billion litres out of the Murray Darling Basin to flush toilets in Melbourne not diminish the river flows in the Murray Darling Basin? 
(d) What effect will the Victorian Government’s decision to raid the water from the Murray Darling Basin have on water supplies for communities, farmers and the environment in the Murray Darling Basin? 
(e) Has Minister Garrett halted work on the North South Pipeline project because of concerns about the project’s impact on the striped legless lizard, growling grass frog, spotted tail quoll and the matted flax lily. What is the current status of any environmental impact statements into the North South Pipeline? 
(f) What work, reviews, inquiries or discussions has the Government and the Department had with their Victorian colleagues in relation to the Victorian Government’s project to pump water from the Goulburn River system to the Sugarloaf Reservoir, know as the North-South Pipeline? 
(g) Will the Government be providing any funding for infrastructure, planning or associated works to the Victorian Government for any work on the North-South Pipeline? 
(h) What has been the inflow in the Southern Murray Darling Basin storages in the last 12 months and what is the current capacity of the major storages? 
(i) What are the average entitlements for irrigators and towns in NSW, Victoria and South Australia? 
(j) What has been the economic impact of the drought contingency plans on communities in the Southern Murray Darling Basin? 
(k) If the North South Pipeline was completed today, how much water would be available to the Victorian Government, under the drought contingency rules agreed to by the States and Australian Government, to augment Melbourne’s water supply from the Murray Darling Basin? 
(l) Would the Government agree to a new classification of water supply to ensure that the North-South Pipeline is not a white elephant in times of drought? 
(m) Is it Government policy to set a national target of recycling 30 per cent of wastewater by 2015. How will this be achieved? What is the estimated costs? Will the target be compulsory? How will the target be funded? Does it apply to all water authorities and local councils across Australia? 
(n) Is it a fact that Melbourne currently sends 240 gigalitres of storm and waste water in to the ocean every year? 
Answer:

(a) Yes

(b) Yes, Melbourne Water has confirmed that diversion of water from the Goulburn River to Melbourne via the Sugarloaf Pipeline will be limited to 75 gigalitres
(c) Under the Victorian Government’s plan the anticipated water savings from the Food Bowl Modernisation project will be shared equally between the irrigation systems, the environment, and Melbourne households and businesses, with each party receiving one third. 
(d) We have signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with all Basin States in order to implement cooperative, efficient and effective arrangements in the Murray-Darling Basin. 

(e) No. The project is being assessed under a Victorian process that has been accredited for the purposes of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). Currently the Project Impact Assessment Report and other relevant information is being examined by the Advisory Committee appointed by the Victorian Government. Public hearings are underway.
(f) Given that the Victorian assessment referred to above has been accredited for the purposes of the EPBC Act, officers of the Department liaise closely with their Victorian Government colleagues in relation to this project.
(g) No.

(h) Despite average to above-average rainfall over summer, the stream flow in the southern Murray-Darling Basin, has been quite low due to the previous extreme dry conditions and hot weather between rain events. While the situation has improved in comparison to 2006, the 2007 calendar year was extremely dry. 
Inflows to date are more than double those of 2006-07, but still only about 25% of the long term average. Total system inflow, including Menindee Lakes, are about 2,100 gigalitres to date. Excluding the Darling, Murray system inflows this summer have totalled about 450 gigalitres. This is approximately 300 gigalitres higher than last summer.

As at 12 March 2008, the total storage for the Murray System, including Menindee Lakes, stood at 1,942 gigalitres, or 21 % of the total capacity. The following table provides a breakdown by major storage.

Table – Major Storages in MDB as of the week ending 12 March 2008

	MDBC major Storages
	Full Capacity

gigalitres
	Current Storage gigalitres
	Current %

	Dartmouth Reservoir
	3,906
	681
	17

	Hume Reservoir 
	3,038
	371
	12

	Lake Victoria
	677
	349
	52

	Menindee Lakes
	1,731
	541
	31

	Total
	9,352
	1,942
	21


(i) There is no published information on the average size of water entitlements for irrigators and towns in New South Wales, Victoria, and South Australia. The only available data relates to the sum of entitlements held by towns and irrigators. These data for the three states within the Murray Darling Basin are presented in Table 1. It should be noted that the urban entitlements in Victoria are held as part of the bulk entitlement held by rural water authorities.

Table 1. Aggregate water entitlements for towns and irrigators in NSW, Victoria and South Australia.
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*: This comprises a five-year rolling non-tradeable allocation of 650,000 ML for metropolitan Adelaide which averages to 130,000 ML per annum, plus the 50,000 ML annual allocation for country towns.

(j) The drought contingency plans ensure that critical needs can be met and then allow each state to have a share of available water above critical needs. In doing so, these plans have mitigated certain extreme economic and social impacts that may have otherwise occurred. While statistics have not yet been collated for the southern Murray-Darling Basin (MDB), the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics (ABARE) reports that: the financial performance of Australian farms fell sharply in 2006-07 as a result of the severe drought; overall winter crop production in 2007-08 was generally higher than 2006-07 in the MDB, with the exception of NSW; and summer crop production is forecast to be above 2006-07 production in the MDB, due in part to average to above average rainfall over summer in southern Queensland and northern NSW.
(k) The contingency planning process in the MDB is focused on bulk water allocations to states to meet critical water needs. The water needs of Melbourne and the extractions from the Goulburn River were not considered as part of these arrangements. State governments are responsible for distributing their bulk water entitlement to entitlement holders within their jurisdiction.
(l) The water supply available to the North South Pipeline is the subject of the Victorian water entitlements framework. The pipeline’s access to water will be based on the rights it holds to extract water. Water access will be administered by Victoria. 
(m) The Government has committed to a national target of recycling 30 per cent of wastewater by 2015. Arrangements for this will be announced in due course. 

(n) According to Melbourne Water’s 2006/07 Annual Report, the total wastewater discharge to Port Phillip Bay and Bass Strait was 268 gigalitres. This figure represents wastewater from both Eastern and Western Treatment Plants. 
Storm water discharge is not measured as it consists of runoff from hard surfaces during rain events that flow to the marine environment through rivers, creeks, stormwater drains and via groundwater flows. 
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Question No: 90

Output:
3.1
Division/Agency: 
Water Governance

Topic: 
National Water Security Plan for Towns and Cities

Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator MacDonald asked:

(a) On the 10th May 2007, Kevin Rudd announced Federal Labor will create a $250 million National Water Security Plan for Towns and Cities to secure water supplies by repairing water pipes and reducing leaks, wastage and evaporation. - When will this funding be available? 
(b) How much funding will be available for individual programs? What will be the process for applying for funding? 
(c) How much has been set aside for areas outside of the capital cities? 

(d) How much of this funding was promised prior to the last election by the Labor Party and what work has been done by the Department to honour these election commitments?  

Answer:

(a) Implementation arrangements for the National Water Security Plan for Towns and Cities are being considered in the context of the 2008-09 Budget. The Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts is consulting with project proponents.
(b) Refer to (a)

(c) Refer to (a)

(d) Refer to (a)

Outcome: 
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Question No: 91
Division/Agency:
Water Reform Division

Topic: 
National Water Initiative
Hansard Page ECA:
Written Question on Notice
Senator Macdonald asked:

(a) On the 10th of May 2007 the Shadow Minister released a Media Release with one line stating a Labor Government will be “Properly implementing the 2004 National Water Initiative”, what does this mean? 
(b) What is the Government now doing to ‘properly implement the 2004 National Water Initiative? Will the Government be with-holding funding from State’s who have not properly implemented the 2004 National Water Initiative.

Answer:

(a) and (b) Through the Council of Australian Governments (COAG), the Australian Government has committed to work collaboratively with the States and Territories to accelerate water reform outcomes in both rural and urban Australia.

Through that process, established last December, constructive discussions are occurring with all States and Territories on a re-invigorated water reform agenda, including the National Water Initiative.

The COAG Working Group on Climate Change and Water chaired by the Minister reported to COAG on 26 March.  The report is expected to soon be published on the COAG website. 

Funding has not been withheld from states for failure to meet their NWI commitments since the last tranche of National Competition payments in 2005. Any future linkages between funding and implementation of the NWI would be a matter to consider in light of the COAG process and in the context of decisions on water programs which will be addressed in the Budget.
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Question No: 92
Output:
3.2
Division/Agency:  
Water Efficiency

Topic:  
Water Licences 

Hansard Page ECA: 
Written Question on Notice

Senator MacDonald asked:

Does the Government have any plans to compulsorily acquire properties or water licences in NSW or Queensland?

Answer:

No.

