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DePartment of Environment,  Water

i{ei i tage and the Arts,

Attent ion Hon Peter Garrett .

F a x  0 2  6 2 7  3  6 1 0 1

Dear  s i  r .  I

I  am forwarding to you coPY

Hol.al lng, Mj.nlster foi  water

Colblnabbin Park,

Colblnabbin 3559

1 7  / 6  / 0 9

a report  I  have sent to Hnn Tint

1 6  / 6  / O 9  -on

This report  shows that the victor ian Government haB fabrlcated

the f lgures to achieve the lesults they requireal to nake the

FMP proposal acceptable,

Tbis report  fol lows on fron the report  I  aent to you 9/1/09 and

further reports on 23/4/09. Mr David Calwelt  saj .d in anGwel to

my let ters that the issues I  have raised hawe been noted and wi l l

be con6idered as part  of  the l igorous alue di l igence as6esment.

This repoit  conf lrms IDy ortglnal  rePorts that the volume of water

as proposeal by the Victor ian Go'rernnent is not avalLable.

f t  is inconcelvable that the Present Brur|by Labor Gover Dent has

s e t  o u t  t o  d e l i b e r a t e l y ' n i s l e a d  a l ] . $ c t o r i a n ' s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e

Federal  Government and t tren attempt to hide thelr  act lona with

s p i n  a n d  l i e a .

I t  is essent ial  that ar\y aletai leal  t tuslness case on the $1 bi t l lon

Stage 2 project is based on correct wolune of aavlngs.

These savlngs should be checked by the MDBA on the f igur€s used

in the 2006 Cap Model report  and not tely on the fabr lcated

f igures as proposeal by the vlctor ian Government.

Bruce M BasB6d P H  0 {  3 9 s 5 8 4 8
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Hon. Tin HoIdlng MP

F a x  8 6 8 4  8 0 1 4

Dear Mr Holdlng.

In checking th6 savings avai lable in the GMID for dl6tr ibut ion

as proposed by the Govertfient under the FMP, I flnd a very large

discrepancy betr4reen the resuLts of the conlruter runs of tne

Goulburlr  Sinulat ion Moalel  u6ed for the MDB Cap laodel.  2005 and

t l le FMP Proposal.

The attachsd report  show6 the correct f igure of 105 GL tn the

GMID for 2OOA-2OZA which is a great var lance from the

Govern&ent '6 claim of 4?5 GL ( includes 59 GL fron ShepD.i l istr ict

a n d  C c  1 - 4 1 .

L7 /  a1E/  2AA9 IltA1 A244329254

Bruce M Basseal

PH 04  39564838

Colblnabbln Park,

Co lb tnabb ln . . . 3559

16  /6 /09

CouLd you advise me how the DS&E arr ived at the vely htgh total

for the FMP as conpared to the MDB Cap Model.  Both the€e runs

were made using the same computer model over the sane yeat6,

1 8 9 1  t o  2 0 0 4 .

Y o u r s  ! a i t h f u l l y ,

c.c Mi canpbel l  Fi tzpatr ick DS&E L-. t '
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BRuMBy LABoR GoVERNMENT wrLL srEAL WATER - 9.".6 .Dasse-D

The Hon John Brumby has stateal bls intent ion of t ransferr ing

water from the GMID to Melbourne and th€ enviroNnent.  Thts wi l l

be achieveal f ron upgrades to channel infrastructure which wi l l

reduce losses in the system. The theory put up by the DS&E is

thdt of  the 900 GL total  loss shortn from their  conputer

programme, half  can be saved which wi l I  lncrease the eff ic iency

The DS&E stdte that the program has been audited by the l turray

Darl inq Basin Commission (MDBC) but this run was not 6ubmitteal  to

the MDBC as part  of  the Cap moalel  so i t  has not been audited-

The MDBC independent audit  of  the cap Mode1, Dec.2006 included

information up to the end of 2o03l04 and the detai ls shown in

thls model run do not match the detai ls i t l  the FMP ProPosal rrhich

would have been run at about the same t ime, Both theae models

have a simulat ion period from 1891 to the Present and ahow the

awerage annual f igures for the simulat ion period.

to br ing GMID

Proposal
( G L  )

1 3  0 5
1 7  B 0

4'15
2 6 1
2 0 8

T A B L E  1 .

coulburn Component
DeI ivery
Diversi .on
L o s s
1 5 +  L o s s  (  8 5 *  e f f , )
Sanin9s
FMP Upgrades
( 809 CG, Rochester
E Pyramid/Boort  )

Stage 1
Stage 2

Water for Riwers
( s h e p p . &  2 0 *  C G .  )

Murray component
Total  Savings

D i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  S a v i n g a
MeIb. water
Envl ronment
I  rragators

GMID Total  Savings

Savingg Achieved

FMP

Ef f l c i e [ cy  to  85 t .

2006 cap Modet -
(GL  )

1467
332
230
IO2

26
26
5 0

56
r  5 8

9 5
4 5

r.5I

1 0 4
1 0 4

6 9

1 9 8
475

'73

235
1 6 5
4 7 5
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Table 1 show6 a vely large al l f fereBce in the 'esults f lom the t*o

lroaleLs run by the DS&E. The 2006 Cap model i6 ba6ed on result6

fron the Goulburn Simulat ion leloatel  which is control led by the

DS&E and a6 the lesults f lon th13 run have been accepted by the

MDBC and the aletai ls publ ished they can be used with conf idence

i n  c a t c u l a t i n g  s a v l n g s  i n  l h e  G o u J b u r n  c o m p o n e n t  '

The results obtaineal 1n running t f te Coulburn ginulat ion Model for

the FMP Proposal are so far in excess of the results from the

2006 cap Model that the jnputs would have been fabricateal to

ensure that the results natched the losses required to make the

FMP Proposal acceptable.

In the FMP Ploposal the average dlverelon of 1780 GL has only

been exceeated f ive t ime6 ln the last twenty f ive year6, aI I  t  l th

e f f L c i e n c i e s  o f  7 8  t o  B l  p e r c e n t  a n d  a l l o c a t i o n a  o f  1 6 0  t o  2 0 0

percent,  so i t  vrould seen unl lkely that this high average

al iwersion coult l  hawe been naintained with the average eff ic iency

1 n  t h e  l o w  7 0 ' a .

Tl \e resultE from the FMP proPoBal model run were so optomist ic

thdt the Ds&E management,  the Mioister for Water and the Plehier

woufd have known the nodel was a conrPLete farce anal 1n no walt

could be representat ive of the behaviour of the GMID trr igat ion

system. rn spi te of this krowledge of a fabr lcated rnodel.  the

Premier and the Minicter for Water are 6t i l l  saying at every

o p p o r t u n i t y  " s t a g e  1 w i l l  r e c o v e r  2 2 5  G L  o f  s a w l n g s  f o r

distr ibut ion"- The only conclusions that can be drawn from this

i€. that the Labor Governrnelt will use the Ds&E to rnualaly the

waters to such an extent that the farmers ni l , l  nev€r real ise that

of the 475 GL total  propoaed by the Governmedt as savlnge, 345 GL

w l 1 1  b e  s t o l e n  o f f  i r r i g a t o r  a l l o c a t i o n s .

G-M Water trave reduced the eff ic lency of the system froh 80

percent to the low 70'a ln the Goulburn cornponent and hlgh 6o's

in the Murray cof iponent,  The lo66es up to 80 percent eff ic iency

can be overcone ol th a targeted anDual naintenance program anal
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3 .

these losses sould stay in the systen as t lre ir i igation atisrrrct
wouLd now be run i4 the Sane competent .nanner aS had beeq the
case prror to c M water,E , lanagenent. wj.th this in place any
sdvrngs above 80 percent carr be distr ibuteal in accoralance lvith
the Governments directlve.

TABLE 2 Savings Achieved to l i f t  GMID Eff ic lency fron 80 to 85 t

2005 Cap Model

( GL .)

Annual Reports

198s-2007 (cL  )
Goulburn Component

DeI ivery

Dil |ersion

20 t  Loss  (  80*  e f f  ,  )
L5 t  LosE  (85+  e f f .  )
savings
F M P  l l b d r : / 1 6 .

( 80& Cc, Roche6ter

& Pyrainid/Boort )
Staqe I

stage 2
Water for Rivers

Murray CorRponent
Total Savings

D is t r i bu t l on  o f  Sav lngs
MeIb. water

Envirotment

I  r r l ga to rs

GMID Total Savings

1 1 3  5

L467

2 2 0

1 0 9  9

1 4 5 9

292
2 1 9

2 9

2 A

5 6

1 9

6 3
4 7

129

2 l

2 6

2 0

5 7
r 3 0

l 8

46

1 3 0

Tabl,e 2 shows the savlngs for the GMID calculated from the
intormation in the 2006 Cap Model and tbe ADnual Report6 from
1945 to 2007. Both these are baseal on savinqs uD to 80 *



17 /ga/1AA9 l7:gt l  a344224244

eff ic iency staying in the sy6tem- Savingd above thi6 t ln l t  ar.e
transfel led to distr tbut lon. The 6aving6 sl lovr l l  in the Annua]
R e p o r t s  1 9 8 5 - 2 0 0 7  o f  1 3 0  c L  a r e  v e r y  s i o i l a r  t o  t h e  r e s u t t  o t  t h e
2006 Cap model (129 GL) wbich proves the FMp proposal ehowlng 475
GL savings ln the GMID is non6ense.

The results shown to dats are based on histor ical  infornat lon,
but i r r tgators need information for the next 20 years on whleh to
base decisions- The average saving6 achieved for distr ibutaon
for the peir iod 2008-28 can be catculateat by start ing wtth Graph 4
with meal ium cl imate change and Table 2 in the report  IJosing the
Foodbowt 1992 - 2007. The forecast average dlversion for
2OOa/24 is 1175 cL- As before the savlngs up to BO percent

eff ic iency wi l l  stay ln the systen and savingB recoveteat from 80
to 85 percent are avaiLabte for distr lbut ion,

Table 3

Savlngs Achiewed to br ing GMID Eff ic iency to 85* -  2OO8l28

Goulburn Component (GL )
Average Diversion
t o s s  a t  8 0 t  e f f i c .
L O € 6  a t  A 5 t  e t i l c  -
Savlngs for dlstr ibut ion
FltP upgrades

Stage 1
Stage 2

lr iater for River:s

!':urray component

Total  GMID savlnga

D l 6 t r i b u t i o n  o f  s a v i n g s
M e I b -  W a t e r
Envi.rorunent
I r r i g a t o r s

GMID total  savlnga

t 2

34

! L75
2 3 5

59

4 6

105

t 2
64
29

1 0 5

In Table 3 the total  savings baseal on t t re totals for the
Goulburn and l ' lur.ay components give6 a sini lar I .eeuft  to that
shoan in Sulunary No 2 -  GMID Savlngs (103 cL).  t f  the 2006 cap
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Eruce M Bassed

9 June 2009

5 .

model was run up to 2028 with average al iveision of 11?5 for

2008-2028 it  r,r l ] t  sbow similar savlnge to those in the

ca lcu la t i ons  i n  Tab le  3 .

uri th Stage l  achieving 69 GL of savings at a cost of  $l  biLl ion

t h e  u n i t  c o s t  i s  $ 1 4 , 5 0 0  p e r  a r l -

Melbourne water ratepayelG obtaining only 12 GL of rdater at a

co6t of $1.1 bi l l ion (  FI ' IP upgraaleB, N/S ptpel ine and treatnent

p l a n t ) ,  t h e  u n i t  c o s t  i 6  S 9 I , 7 0 0  p e r  m I .

stage 2 i6 to be funded by the connonwealth Goverrunent at a cost

of 51 bi l l ion to transfer 36 GL to the envirorunent at a cost of

$27,800 p€r nl .  stage 2 may never go ahead.


