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Queensland Competition Authority, file ref:444089 
Level 19, 

12 Creek Street, 
BRISBANE. OLD 4001 

For the Attention of Angus MacDonald 

Dear Sir, 

Subject- Irrigation Prices for Seawater Central Brisbane WSS: 2013-17 

We are stakeholders in the Central Brisbane WSS and hold a current license to draw 
water from the Brisbane River between Wivenhoe Dam and Mount Crosby. We would 
be extremely concerned should the QCA come to the conclusion that the documentation 
provided by Seqwater provides a justification for any charge to be made for water taken 
direct from the Brisbane River under the capped 7000M1 agreement. 

We note that the Fernvale Consultation meeting of 22nd June was attended by a very small 
proportion of the 130 License Holders. We consider that the views expressed about the 
level of charging per ML were not representative of our views or the views of the majority 
of license holders in the Central Brisbane WSS who attended a meeting of 10th July 2012. 

We support the views expressed in the attached submission and request the QCA accept 
this submission on our behalf. 

Yours faithfully, 

Signature 

Print Name of License Holder, \AeoJoVe_ 

Date /o~? 
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Promot ing Effective Sustainable 
Catchment Managemen t 

Submission to Queensland Competition Authority 

In relation to 

Seqwater Rural Water 
Supply Network Service Plan 

For the Central Brisbane River 
supply scheme 

On Behalf of 

The Members of Mid Brisbane River Irrigators Inc 



This submission is prepared under 3 main headings 

1. Substantiation for there to be no charges for the 7000ML of irrigation water 
to be taken from the Central Brisbane River. 

2. Reasons why the Seqwater submission outlining costs is flawed. 

3. Suggestions as to how improved productivity(maximum use of current 
licensed allocations) can be addressed under a no charge regime. 

1. Justification for the 7000ml irrigation water to be taken free of charge 

a) Neither Somerset nor Wivenhoe were financed and built for irrigation. 

(b) In the 70 years since the completion of Somerset Dam and 30 years since 
completion of Wivenhoe, irrigators have never been required to pay water 
charges for drawing water from the river, despite a number of at tempts in the 
past to do so. 

(c) This matter was clarified once and for all in 1981 that the dams were 
constructed for domestic water supply and flood mitigation and not for the 
purpose, in part or whole, for irrigation, (attached submission 24-2-1981 to 
Minister of Water Resources & response to T.G. & LA. Matthews 21-10-1981) 

(c) Neither Seqwater, nor its predecessor have expended funds, either capital or 
operating, dedicated to the delivery of bulk untreated water for irrigation 
(d) This stretch of the river has never needed either Somerset Dam or Wivenhoe 
Dam or any other Infrastructure, to store water, and water has always been 
available for irrigation. 

( 

(e) Seqwater cannot identify the cost of any service that is used by irrigators in 
drawing water for irrigation purposes. This makes the current proposed charge, 
struck on a per megalitre basis, unrelated to the actual cost of a service to 
irrigators, and therefore at law should neither be recommended nor allowed by 
the Queensland Competition Authority 



On the other hand the irrigators can point to several ways in which they have 
contributed to reducing Seqwaters costs and assisting with environmental 
obligations. 

(f) Involvement of irrigators with SEQCatchments in Catchment 
improvement. 
(g) During the millennium drought, raising the level of awareness and 
keeping the land adjacent to the river green, grassed, and productive. This 
action assisted in the control of t reatment costs by reducing the volumes of 
sediment that accessed the river. 
(h) Delaying the closure of the Brisbane Valley Hwy at times of flood. 
(Zanow Quarry) 
(i)Members with local knowledge kept Seqwater informed about conditions 
on the river. 
(j) MBRI and its committee contributed $40000 in Counsel fees and 1000's 
of hours professional pro bono work to prepare submissions and be 
represented at the Queensland Flood Commission. We consider this work 
assisted Seqwater and was influential in the Final Report by the Flood 
Commission. 

2. The following items directly address the relevance of the group of costs that 
Seqwater have submitted for QCA assessment, and which Seqwater state make 
up an appropriate contribution from the irrigators. 

(a) It is inconceivable that the Irrigators should be charged in any way for the cost 
of operation of Somerset Dam, Even if one discounts the reasons given in Section 
l(above) we are unable to see why QCA should consider it can reasonable, fair, 
appropriate, or even sensible, to charge irrigators for holding the same water 
twice? All Somerset operation maintenance and staffing costs should be removed. 

(b) Even if it is considered that a proportion of the operation and maintenance 
costs should be charged the current ratio of 2.4% is not sustainable. This ratio is 
based on allocation and covers all the variable costs allegedly resulting from these 
water volumes. However there is no proof of usage, no warranty on water quality 



or volume. There is no compensation should dam water damage our equipment, 
or our land, through mismanagement. No guarantee that irrigators will be warned 
about deliberate releases within dam management control with the potential to 
cause damage. There remains a right to for Seqwater to recover from irrigators 
costs in excess of those nominated, for matters beyond the control of dam 
management. These costs are more than likely to be a double penalty for the 
Irrigators who may already have incurred similar costs of their own. 

(c) In the period 2004 to 2012 there is no doubt that the full allocations have not 
been used. There are two primary reasons which are, reduced allocation available 
from Seqwater/DERM and extraordinary weather. Neither are within the control 
of the irrigator yet the result of these circumstances is that the irrigators cost of 
water under the Seqwater proposal would be $175,84. This would be on top of 
failed crops due to failed water supply, and a 75% reduction in income during 
probably 4 of those 7 years-another double penalty. 

(d) We understand from Somerset Regional Council that Seqwater resists 
requests from Council to increase the opportunity for the community enjoyment 
of their extensive areas of land for recreation. The reason is given, that it will 
Increase the cost of water t reatment . Why should the irrigator pay towards the 
up keep of these community service provisions when they are under-used in 
order to save t reatment costs to the benefit of Seqwater. 

2{e) The Seqwater cost structure includes provisions for maintenance to 
redundant equipment which is contrary to our understanding of what would be 
considered eligible costs. 

(f) Seqwater see the cost of water harvesting (pumping into off-stream storage) in 
systems unconnected with Central Brisbane, as a legitimate part of irrigators costs. 
This seems extraordinary and inappropriate. 

(g) Seqwater documented the fact that the Lowood/Fernvale and the Central 
Brisbane Flood plain is used in a deliberate strategy, to be sacrificed to assist 
reducing flood levels in Brisbane. This information was not shared with 
Somerset Regional Council or the irrigators prior to January 2011. Neither is it 



planned to be changed. This created considerable cost to Irrigators from the 
Wlvenhoe Dam water releases in Jan 2010 & Jan 2011 due to 
damage/destruction of pumps, associated infrastructure & riverbanks where 
pumps were located resulting in disruption/cessation of production." 

After the flood, releases from Wivenhoe regularly incurred high operational cost 
and risk. This should be discounted against Seqwater's cost. 

3. The MBRI considers there is a proportion of the 7000ML per annum not being 
used productively for a variety of reasons. It will support a t tempts to address 
improved productivity, review the reasons, and suggest a strategy that could 
reverse this trend. It would be wrong to use an unjustifiable price per ML in an 
a t tempt to improve the productivity, so that all irrigators pay an un-affordable 
unit price when the proper solution should be to encourage the use of these 
allocations. However it should be noted that the water Licenses issued under the 
provisions of the Water Act 2000 were not subject to a beneficial use condition, 
(see letter from Stephen Robertson to Mr Don Livingstone MP on 26 th August 
2003. 

( 
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Queensland 
Water Resources 
Commission 
GPO Box 2454 
Brisbane 
Qijeersland 4001 

References 8-1/8341/16 L9216 
Telephone 224 7378 Mr. B, Fawcett 

2 1 at 0ctob«r, 1931 

Messrs. T.G. 8t L,H. Matthews, 
M.S. 861, 
FSi&VALS. 4305 

Dear ' S i r s , 

IHRIGATIOM FSCH BRISBANE RIVER 

wivagos DAM TO MT. GHOSBY WSIB 

• l a April l a s t , i r r i g a t o r s on the Brisbane River batveen 
V(iveaho« Dam and Mt. Croaby Wair wera advised tha t charges 
would be implainented a f t e r l a t Ju ly , 1981 f o r water diverted 
from the Hiver f o r i r r i g a t i o n , 

I now have to advise tha t following repreat-ntationa from 
irr igrvtora, the QoveKmeat has decided tha t no charge w i l l ha 
made for water d iver ted fo r i r r i g a t i o n . 

However, the t o t a l voluaa of water which may be diver ted each 
year s h a l l not succeed 7 000 o e g a l i t r e s . 

Licensees may e l ec t to have e i the r an area a l l o c a t i c a or a. 
volumetric a l loca t ion . I f the former i s chosen, the area 
authorised on any property w i l l not exceed 50 hec tares vhich i a 
equivalent to 350 megal i t res per year or 7 magali t raa per hectare 
per year . 

I f an i r r i g a t o r considers tha t h i s anmml use of water w i l l be 
l ea s than 7 megali tres per hec ta re , he may u lec t to have a 
volumetric a l loca t ion not exceeding 350 megali trec per year which 
u i l l enable him t o i r r i g a t e whatever area he wishes, ^providing h i s 
wnTmal use does not exceed h i s authorised a l l o c a t i o n I n such 
cases, the l icensee w i l l be required to pay for thy supply and 
i n s t a l l a t i o n oi a meter, which s h a l l remain the property of the 
Cmami leioaer, to rocord annual water use* 

Because presently indicated requireoentB exceed 7 COO megalitres 
per year, i t w i l l be necessary t o ad jus t some proposed a l loca t ions , 
e i the r area or volume, to reduce the gross a l l o c a t i s a to 7 000 
a e g a l l t r e s . 

2/ • v 

Mineral House, 41 Geofge Street Brisbane Telex 4176' 
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r S u b m l a s l o n t o t h e Honourab le The M i n i s t e r f o r Wjce- ; 

A b o r i g i n a l and I s l a n d A f f a i r s b y a d e p u t a t i o n a p g o l n t e g 

by a m e e t i n g o f l a n d o w n e r s h o l d a t Waaora on 

4 

2 4 t h F e b r u a r y . 1 9 8 1 . 

S i r 

I r r i g a t o r s on t h e S t a n l e y o r B r i s b a n e R i v e r s cowzs- . rea . 

frora Somerse t Dam have n e v e r b e e n r e q u i r e d t o pay c h a r g e s 

f o r t h e w a t e r u s e d . S o m e r s e t Dam was c o n s t r u c t e d u n d e r t h e 

p r o v i s i o n s of S e c t i o n 6C o f t h e Bureau -cf I n d u s t r y A c t . 

p u r p o s e s f o r wh ich t h e daai was b u i l t a r e s t a t e d i n t h a t 

S e c t i o n a s "For t h e p u r p o s e o f e n s u r i n g an a d e q u a t e s t r^r 

f o r t h e s u p p l y o f w a t e r t> t h e C i t y o f B r i a b a n e and t h e CUj? oi 

I p s w i c h , and f o r t h e f u r t h e r p u r p o s e o f p r e v e n t i n g a s f a r 
^ — ' 

a s may be d e s t r u c t i o n by f l o o d w a t e r s i n o r a b o u t t h e s i i d 

c i t i e s . " 

a p u r p o s e f o r w h i c h t h e dara was b u i l t . 

c o n s t r u c t i o n o f t h e ^ I v e n h o e Dam d o e s r e f e r t o " w a t e r s t o r a g e 

amongst o t h e r t h i n g s , b u t d o e s n o t r e f e r t o s t o r a g e f o r 

i r r i g a t i o n , and n e i t h e r t h e P r e m i e r ' a Rrx^rJ-i i n t r o d u c i n g i t i : 

P a r l i a m e n t nor way o t h e r s p e e c h e s made i n r e l a t i o n t o t h e 5 i i : 

make any r e f e r e n c e t o t h e n e e d f o r w a t e r f o r i r r i p a t i o n . 

Tne 

The p r o v i s i o n o f w a t e r f o r i r r i g a t i o p . was y-1, 

T h e Act f o r t h e 

The f i n a n c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r t h e c o n s t r u c t i o n of 

S o m e r s e t Dam was d i v i d e d b e t w e e n t h e Government , t h e B r i s b a n e 

C i t y C o u n c i l and t h e I p s w i c h C i t y C o u n c i l , w i t h t h e B r i s M 

C i t y C o u n c i l b e i n g r e s p o n s i b l e f o r t h e m a j o r p a r t ( S S . e T f ! 

The dam became o p e r a t i o n a l i n 1 9 4 3 but I t was n o t u n t i l 1959 

t h a t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r i t s c o n t r o l and m a i n t e n a n c e was 

t r a n s f e r r e d t o t h e B r i s b a n e C i t y C o u n c i l . 

a e 

That C o u n c i l was 
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then r e q u i r e d t o b e a r sotneth lne o v e r 90^ o f t h e c o s t s 

i n v o l v e d - the b a l a n c e b e i n g made up by t h e Ipswich C i t y Counc i l 

Jormal c o n t r o l was handed o v e r i n 1 9 5 0 . At no t i m e ^ b e f w e e n 

1943 and 1959 , w h i l e t h e d a n r e m a i n e d u n d e r Governc iea t c o n t r o l , 

was any s u g g e s t i o n raade t h a t i r r i g a t o r s downstreara s h o u l d be 

charged f o r w a t e r . I m m e d i a t e l y a f t e r c o n t r o l was v e s t e d 

i n t h e B r i s b a n e C i t y C o u n c i l i t a p p l i e d t o t h e Ooverarnent 

f o r t h e r i g h t t o c i e t e r a j l pumps, b e t w e e n t h e dam and 

Mt. Crosby . The a p p l i c a t i o n was r e f u s e d . The re ' w e r e 

f u r t h e r r e q u e s t s on more t h a n o n e o c c a s i o n b u t on each o c c a s i o -

p e r m i s s i o n was r e f u s e d . S t a t e m e n t s have been made t o t h e 

e f f e c t t h a t at l e a s t one r e a s o n f o r t h e r e f u s a l s was t h e 

Government ' s v i e w t h a t t h e r e h a d . a l w a y s b e e n ample w a t e r 
" - . . . 

f o r i r r i g a t i o n i n t h e l o w e r r e a c h e s o f t h e r i v e r and t h a t 

Somerset^jaapi had n o t been i n t e n d e d t o improve and h a d ' n o t l a 

f a c t improved t h e p o s i t i o n of i r r i g a t o r s . 

suppor t f o r t h e s e s t a t e m e n t s h a s n o t been f o r t h c o m i n g 

at p r e s e n t . Be t h a t a s i t may, t h e f a c t t h a t t h e s t a t e m e n t 

about ample w a t e r , i f made, was c o r r e c t i s i l l u s t r a t e d by t h e 

e v e n t s o f drought y e a r s b e f o r e S o m e r s e t came on s t ream i n 

1 9 4 3 . On a number o f o c c a s i o n s , i t i s b e l i e v e d i n 1902 , 1 9 1 5 , 

1923 , 1937 and l i n a l l y i n 1942 t h e s e a s o n was s o dry t h a t 

t h e B r i s b a n e C i t y C o u n c i l c o u l d n o t g e t s u f f i c i e n t water a t 

Mr. Crosby t o s u p p l y i t s n e e d s , ^ h i l © t h e normal f l o w i n t h e 

r i v e r ivas a d v e r s e l y a f f e c t e d , t h e r e was p l e n t y of w a t e r 

However , d o c u m e n t a r 

a v a i l a b l e i n l o n g r e a c h e s up t o a m i l e o r more in l e n g t h and uj 

t o 3 0 f t . d e e p . T h e s e r e a c h e s , however , w e r e s e p a r a t e d by sand 

and g r a v e l b a r s , p r e v e n t i n g s u f f i c i e n t f l o w t o keep Mr. Crosby 

t r e a t m e n t works s u p p l i e d . I lorse t e a m s w i t h s c o o p s were s e n t 
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up t h e r i v e r t o c u t through each o f t h e sard bars in turn 

in order t o gret t h e water dorvn t o Wt, C r o s b y . C l e a r l y t h e r e 

irtas arrple water a v a i l a b l e f o r a l l i r r i r r a t i o n . The t r o u b l e 

was t o ge t water f o r B r i s b a n e and, of c o u r s e , t h a t i s what 

Somerset was i n t e n d e d t o do and has done . 

Where o t h e r s t o r a g e s have been c o n s t r u c t e d w i t h 

i r r i g a t i o n a s one of the p u r p o s e s f o r w h i c h the s t o r a g e was 

b e i n g c o n s t r u c t e d , t h e p r o p o s a l s I n r e l a t i o n t o i r r i p a t i c u 

were nade p u b l i c and a l l a s p e c t s were thrown open f o r d e b a : e ir. 

t h e d i s t r i c t c o n c e r n e d , f o r e x a n p l e t h e L e s l i e Dam, and 
[• 

the Moogerah Dair.. P o t e n t i a l i r r l r a t o r s who would b e n e f i t 

from t h e s t o r a g e had ample o p p o r t u n i t y t o say whether or not 

they would be happy t o pay t h e c h a r g e s w h i c h were proposed . 

Without any c o n s u l t a t i o n w i t h t h e landowners concerned 

t h e M i n i s t e r f o r Water R e s o u r c e s a p p a r e n t l y proposed t o t h e 

Government about August 1980 t h a t i n f u t u r e a l l i r r i g a t o r s on 

t h e B r i s b a n e R i v e r b e l o w Wlveahoe s h o u l d b e metered and charged 

S4 per m e g a l l t r e f o r rrater . T h i s I n v o l v e d a s k i n g the 

Government t o r e s c i n d a d e c i s i o n made a b o u t 1973 hav ing t h e 

e f f e c t t h a t no s u c h c h a r g e s s h o u l d be l e v i e d . In 1973, of 

c o u r s e , t h e l e v y i n g a u t h o r i t y would have been t h e B r i s b a n e 

| C i t y C o u n c i l , bu t t h e p r i n c i p l e l a t i e s a m e . 

There was remarkably l i t t l e p u b l i c i t y about t h i s 

Host I r r i g a t o r s c o n c e r n e d had heard no th ing about 
began 

i t r i g h t up u n t i l January 1981 when r u m o u r s / t o c i r c u l a t e 

in t h e d i s t r i c t . 

p r o p o s a l . 

P i n a l l y e a r l y i n F e b r u a r y t h e Water 
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r . e s o u r c e s C o m n i s s i o n w r o t e t o t h e i r r i ^ a - c o r s ccnceriit;cl 

c e l l i n g t h e e t h e y v.-eTe g o i i g t o ba c h a r g o d tror. 1 J u l y . 

Q u i t e a p a r t from t h e l a c k oi c o n s i d e r a t i o n of t h e v i e * 

of t h e l a n d h o l d e r s c o n c e r n e d t h e d e c i s i o n i s u n j a i r and 

u n r e a s o n a b l e . 

Commission i n f e r s t h a t t h e j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r t h e c h a r g e i s the 

f a c t t h a t t h e two dans make t h e w a t e r a v a i l a b l e . 

The o p e n i n g p a r a g r a p h of t h e l e t t e r s e n t t y the 

As p o i n t e d 

out a b o v e , t h e r e i s a b s o l u t e l y no j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r t h i s 

I n f e r e n c e . 

s e c t i o n o f t h e B r i s b a n e R i v e r b e f o r e t h e d a n s w e r e b u i l t and 

There was ample w a t e r f o r i r r i g a t i o n i n t h i s 
( 

t h e r e wou ld s t i l l be s u f f i c i e n t w a t e r f o r t h a t p u r p o s e 

i f t h e dams had n o t been b u i l t . At no t i m e p r e v i o u s l y and 

c e r t a i n l y n o t a t any t i m e i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h t h e l e g i s l a t i o a 

a u t h o r i s i n g t h e two dams had i t e v e r b e e n s u g g e s t e d t h a t a 

r e a s o n f o r b u i l d i n g t h e dams was t o make w a t e r a v a i l a b l e f o r 

i r r i g a t i o n . F u r t h e r m o r e i t i s c o m p l e t e l y c o n t r a r y t o t h e 

d e c i s i o n s which t h e Government had made o n more t h a n one o c c a s 

f r o m * 1 9 5 9 on , t h a t i r r i g a t o r s a l o n g t h e r i v e r were not t o 

be c h a r g e d f o r u s i n g t h e w a t e r , e v e n t h o u g h i t may h a v e 

been r e l e a s e d f r o m t h e dam. 
C 

No a t t e m p t Tras made i n t h i s l e t t e 

from t h e Commiss ion , and n o n e h a s been made e l s e w h e r e , t o 

e x p l a i n why more t h a n 35 y e a r s a f t e r t h e S o m e r s e t Dam had t e e n 

c o m p l e t e d i t was n e c e s s a r y t o b e g i n i m p o s i n g c h a r g e s . 

was o r i s any j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r t h e " c h a r g e , t h a t j u s t i f i c a t i o n 

a r o s e a s s o o n a s S o m e r s e t became an e f f e c t i v e s t o r a g e - not in 

1 9 8 0 . 

If t h e 

No one w o u l d a r g u e t h a t i t i s n o t r e a s o n a b l e f o r charg 
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t o be imposed wliere a s u b s t a n t i a l , i f aox t h e o n l y , r e a s o c f o r 

t h e c o n s t r u c t i o n o f a w a t e r s t o r a g e was t o g i v e an a s s u r e c suppl 

i n a s t r e a m which d i d n o t n a t u r a l l y s u p p l y s u f f i c i e n t w a - e r f o r 

i r r i g a t i o n i n a d r y t i m e . 

g i v e n above - Moogerah and L e s l i e . 

a r e a and t h e Condainine a r e a d i d n o t have w a t e r i n a d r y t i r . e 

and t h e c o n s t r u c t i o n o f t h e two s t o r a g e s e v e n w i t h t h e 

T h i s was t h e s i t u a t i o n i n t h e example 

Both t h e V a r r i l l Creek 

n e c e s s i t y t o pay f o r w a t e r u s e d was a v e r y s o u n d p r o p o s i ' i o a 

f o r t h e i r r i g a t o r s downs tream. T h i s was n o t t h e p o s i t i o n w i t h 

t h e B r i s b a n e R i v e r , p a r t i c u l a r l y t h a t p a r t o f t h e r i v e r 
: 

downstreain from W i v e n h o e . 

e f f e c t o f t h e r e c e n t d e c i s i o n i s t o i m p o s e a new 

t a x upon l a n d h o l d e r s who p u r c h a s e d farms i n one o f t h e f ew 

The 

a r e a s o f Q u e e n s l a n d where t h e r e was s u f f i c i e n t w a t e r f o r 

i r r i g a t i c - w i t h o u t t h e n e e d f o r any a r t i f i c i a l s u p p l e m e n n 

In t h e c o n t e x t of t h e c u r r e n t p u b l i c d i s c u s s i o n i t 

would be about a s good ( o r r a t h e r a s b a d ) an example o f Oizr&si 

u n j u s t i f i e d r e s o u r c e s t a x a s o n e c o u l d i m a g i n e . I t s 

immedia te e f f e c t i s t o w i p e s u b s t a n t i a l amounts o f f t h e 

v a l u e o f t h o s e p r o p e r t i e s , b e c a u s e o b v b u s l y a p r o p e r t y w i t h 

a r i g h t t o i r r i g a t e f rom t h e r i v e r w i t h o u t c h a r g e s i s wor th 

more t h a n t h e same p r o p e r t y w h e r e c h a r g e s up t o $1400 p e r farm 

d e p e n d i n g upon t h e amount o f l a n d t h e f a r m e r i s e n t i t l e d t o 

i r r i g a t e a r e p a y a b l e f o r t h a t r i g h t . And i t must b e k e p t i n 

mind t h a t i n t h e c a s e o f t h o s e f a r m s w h i c h have b e e n p u r c h a s e d 

by t h e i r p r e s e n t o w n e r s s i n c e 1 9 5 9 , t h e y w e r e b o u g h t 

a p p a r e n t l y e s t a b l i s h e d f a c t t h a t i r r i g a t i o n l i c e n c e s d i d n o t car 

a c o n d i t i o n t h a t w a t e r c h a r g e s w e r e p a y a b l e , and t h a t r i g h t 

w i t h t h e 
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must have been a component i n t h e p r i c e . 

The p r o p o s a l s have o t h e r u n f a i r and u n r e a s o n a b l e 

p r o v i s i o n s . At p r e s e n t e a c h i r r i g a t o r h a s h i s l i c e n c e whicn 

normal ly l i m i t s t h e s i z e of t h e pump he can use and the a r e a 

land he can i r r i g a t e - b o t h r e a s o n a b l e p r o v i s i o n s . Under the 

new scheme the i r r i g a t o r i s r e q u i r e d t o n o m i n a t e t h e amount c 

water he p r o p o s e s t o u s e and t o p a y f o r a t l e a s t 757 o ' t h a t 

water whether h e u s e s i t or n o t . As m o s t , i f n o t a l l , of the 

land b e i n p i r r i g a t e d c o n s i s t s of a l l u v i a l f l a t s a l o n g t h e 
I r i v e r , t h e i a r m e r c o u l d be put i n t h e p o s i t i o n o f having- t h e 

whole o f h i s c r o p s wiped o u t by f l o o d s , b u t s t i l l h a v i a g t o 

pay f o r water he c a n n o t u s e b e c a u s e of t h e f l o o d . Demand f o r 

water v a r i e s s u b s t a n t i a l l y b e t w e e n t h e s e a s o n o f a v e r a g e 

r a i n f a l l or a b o v e and a dry t i m e . To l i m i t t h e amount of 

water a farmer c a n u s e i n a dry t i m e and t o make h i n pay f o r 

75% o f t h a t amount when he c a n n o t u s e i t i n a wet year i s 

I t i s r e a l i s e d t h a t t h i s c o n d i t i o n . 

i s imposed u s i n g w a t e r from a s t o r a g e c o n s t r u c t e d w i t h 

i r r i g a t i o n a s o n e of t h e r e a s o n s f o r t h e p r o j e c t . 

c a s e s a r e v e r y d i f f e r e n t . 

irriEation i s t h e , o r o r e o i ' t h e , 

c o n s t r u c t i o n o f t h e s t o r a g e t h e c o s t o f t h a t w a t e r must be 

t a k e n i n t o a c c o u n t when p r e p a r i n g t h e n e c e s s a r y b u d g e t . 

O b v i o u s l y t h e a u t h o r i t y r e s p o n s i b l e . f o r c a i n t e n a n c e and 

r u n n i n g c o s t s roust have a c o n t i n u i n g and r e l i a b l e s o u r c e of 

I t c o u l d f a c e f i n a n c i a l d i s a s t e r i f i t l o s t a 

s u b s t a n t i a l p a r t o f i t s income i n y e a r s when t h e r e was a 

drop i n i r r i g a t i o n r e q u i r e o e n t s , 

t h e need f o r minimum c h a r g e s i s p a r t of t h e p r i c e t h e i r r i g a t 

u n f a i r and u n r e a s o n a b l e . 

But t h e v 

When t h e p r o v i s i o n of water f o r 
r e a s o n s f o r t h e 

f u n d s . 

s u b s t a n t i a l Consequent1 
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rrust he nrcparo^ to pay t o f o t Jin as^ure-. l o r an improved sunpl< 

\ e l t ) i e r S o n o r s e t nor ^ i v e n h o c ^ That i s not t h e c a s e h e r e . 

was n e c e s s a r y t o t h e i r r i g a t o r s in q u e s t i o n . 

Another o b j e c t i o n a b l e p r o v i s i o n i s t h a t i f f o r r e a c o a s 

which he c o n s i d e r s adeqvBte a farmer d e c i d e s t o c e a s e i r r i t r a t i o i 

f o r a p e r i o r l , he i s in d a n g e r of l o s i n p : h i s l i c e n c e a l t o r e t h e r 

t h r e a t t h a t i t w i l l n e v e r be renewed. w i t h a T h e r e a r o r.aay 

i n s t a n c e s alonrr t h e r i v e r where f o r one. r e a c o n o r a n o t h e r t h e 

p r o p e r t y owner ÎRS d e c i d e d t o l i m i t i r r i g a t i o n a t l e a s t 

One a c t u a l c a s e I n v o l v e s a s i t u a t i o n whe re th.o t e m p o r a r i l y . 

husband has d ied and t h e widow, n o t w i s h i n g t o l e a v e h e r hone 

of nany y e a r s and n o t b e i n g a b l e t o h a n d l e t h e i r r i c a - t i o n , nor 

r e q u i r i n g ' i t f o r h e r l i v e l i h o o d , h a s d e c i d e d t o s t a y i r . the- he 

p r o p e r t y a s l o n e a s s h e c a n , u s i n g i t t o run c a t t l e w i t h p a r t -

t i m e h e l p of f a m i l y . Under t h e new r u l e s she must s u r r e n d e r 
T*̂r* 

her l i c e n c e or h a v e i t t a k e n away from h e r , end t h e 

e f f e c t on t h e v a l u e of her p r o p e r t y w i l l b e d i s a s t r o u s , 

c a s e I n v o l v e s a farmer who h a s made t h e d e c i s i o n t o r e s t h i s 1 

Ancth 

from i n t e n s i v e a g r i c u l t u r e £or some y e a r s . He has c o n v e r t e d 

i t t o p a s t u r e and u s e s i t t o r g r a z i n g . Asrain u n l e s s he g o e s 

hack t o i r r i g a t i n g i n s n e d l a t e l y he r i s k s l o s i n g h i s l i c e n c e . 

In t h i s i n s t a n c e he e s t i m a t e s t h a t he h a s permanent i r r i g a t i o n 

i n s t a l l a t i o n s ^ p u m p s , underground mains , and s o on v a l u e d at 

The c a p i t a l v a l u e of t h e l i c e n c e t o t h e 

p r o p e r t y cannot b e c a l u u l a t e d , but u n l e s s he i m m e d i a t e l y s t a r t 

i r r i g a t i n g i t a g a i n , l i k e i t o r n o t , he l o s e s t h e v a l u e of bot 

There i s a t l e a s t one c a s e i n w h i c h o f f i c e r s of t h e Comiriesion 

have a l r e a d y persuaded a p r o p e r t y owner who was not i r r i g a t i n g 

more t h a n !520,000. 
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t o s u r r e n d e r h i s l i c e n c e . A l l t h e s e f a c t o r s w i l l J o iio good 

f o r t h e S t a t e , and •s-l l l ir .poae v e r y s e v e r e burdens on t h e p ro 

o m i e r s c o n c e r n e d . 

For t h e s e r o a o o n s , P l r , v e r e s p e c t f u l l y r e q u e s t 

t h a t you take a c t i o n t o have t h e d e c i s i o n t o ^ e t e r i r r i r a t i o ^ 

pumpR and lni>ose c h a r g e s f o r t h e u s e o f w a t e r ou t h a t 

s e c t i o n o f t h e r l v o r , fee resc lr idec l . 

2 7 t h A p r i l , 1 9 8 1 . 




