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“A Nation that fails to plan intelligently for the development and protection of its precious waters will be condemned to wither because of shortsightedness. The hard lessons of history are clear, written on the deserted sands and ruins of once proud civilisations.” Lyndon B. Johnson, 36th President of the United States of America.
Date item sourced will be bold in black – Where item sourced from will also be bold in black unless the source is an overseas media source then it will be in bold red and the headline will continue as is bold green underlined.
Drought still ravages much of Australia and the inflows into the Murray-Darling Basin are decreasing so the supply within the Basin and to places that source water from the Basin is struggling to be met and on top of that we have a Global economy sliding into recession and the predictions of ‘climate change’. 

Irrespective of the above, selfishness and an Un-Australian culture are thriving. 

If we across the Basin do not force, especially Local Government, and then our Federal and State Governments to show leadership what hope have we got?        

March 2009 – Edition 37 C

6th
ABC Online – Australia – SA's Murray case 'weak', Vic MP says
The Victorian Government says it will vigorously defend itself against a legal challenge to its water trading practices along the Murray River. South Australia is threatening to take Victoria and other upstream states to the High Court to force them to release more water down the river. Victorian Water Minister Tim Holding has attacked South Australia's handling of the Murray. "Victoria has returned more water to the Murray River for environmental purposes than any other state," he said. 

"We have returned, under the Living Murray initiative, 141 billion litres of water. South Australia have returned 13 billion litres." Mr Holding says the South Australian case appears to be weak. "If we base it on what Mike Rann said in the South Australian Parliament yesterday, it would seem that they have almost no case at all," he said.

"They provided almost no detail on what the basis of their legal challenge will be." South Australia's Environment Minister, Jay Weatherill, says all the Murray states must work together. "It is one river. It cannot be managed as a series of rivers, which has been the approach that has occurred up to date," he said. "We have some good long-term plans in place with the new Murray Darling Basin agreement, but this is more urgent than that. That's why we need steps taken now."

He is demanding Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland release more water down the Murray River.  "Unsustainable irrigation practices are depleting the river. We're now at an urgent stage where we're facing imminent environmental collapse," he said. He says he is particularly upset about Victoria's 4 per cent cap on water trading.

Victorian Premier John Brumby says he is surprised by South Australia's plans to go to the High Court. Mr Brumby says South Australia should join Victoria in investing in water-saving infrastructure to help save the river. Any legal showdown may take at least 18 months to resolve. 

Environmentalists hope the threat of the legal challenge will be enough to prompt change. Dr Arlene Buchan from the Australian Conservation Foundation (ACF) says the mere threat of a constitutional challenge may lead to change.

"We really welcome the move by Premier Rann," she said. "It's gutsy and we hope to see some action very soon, if not to the constitutional challenge, to the threat of the constitutional challenge, which we hope will really shake up the market and get things moving." 

Farmers Victorian farmers say they will not be threatened by South Australia's plans for a High Court challenge to a cap on water trade. The Victorian Farmers Federation's Simon Ramsay says the cap is in place to protect Victorian river communities. He says South Australia's stance is hypocritical. "The reality is South Australia hasn't provided any long-term security water for Adelaide or for the environment over a number of generations and unfortunately you are seeing the outcome of that," he said.

ABC Online – Australia - SA water rights case strong: law professor
A law professor at Adelaide University thinks South Australia has a good case for a High Court challenge to Victoria's cap on trading Murray water licences. A challenge has been flagged by the SA Government which wants the cap abolished before 2014, the date set by Victoria. Professor John Williams says the cap restricts trade between states which is not allowed under the constitution. "SA in itself has been to the High Court trying to protect our brewing industry in the 1980s and 90s," he said.

"Since 1988 the High Court has been quite clear that section 92 guarantees an economic union and that the states just can't throw up barriers to stop each other and protect their own industry. "South Australia will argue that there is now a national market in water. SA, like irrigators, like environmental groups, are now trying to purchase water on that market and that one state, clearly Victoria, is imposing impediments and protections against that market."

South Australia's Environment Minister Jay Weatherill says the SA Government has been left with no option but legal proceedings. "South Australia believes that it's entitled to a healthy river and we're advised that we have rights within the Australian constitution that protect that," he said. "I should clarify that this should complement the agreement that was reached between the states and the Commonwealth, it's not about upending it." 

Mr Weatherill says one of the current agreement's long-term solutions is the purchase of permanent water to be placed back into the river for environmental purposes.
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"The Commonwealth Government has demonstrated an intention to want to accelerate that process," he said. "One of the barriers to accelerating that process is Victoria's present 4 per cent cap on trading out of certain Victorian districts and that's certainly one of the matters that we will be seeking to challenge." The cap was a crucial part of Victoria's agreement to sign the $13 billion national deal. "We've always made it clear that we believe that that provision is an inappropriate provision and we're advised that it also contravenes section 92 of the Constitution, which provides that trade between the states should be absolutely free," Mr Weatherill said.

Diplomacy 'exhausted'; The SA Environment Minister says Victoria's cap is not the only challenge the SA Government will be legally pursuing. "The reality is that for decades South Australia has had to put up with the upstream states depleting this river in a way which has damaged not only our irrigators and our industry, but also our natural environment," he said. "We've really got to the point where we've exhausted all of the above available diplomatic channels and we're simply not standing for it any more.

"We don't want to canvass precisely what the proceedings will be but we're advised that there are a range of specific and implied rights that accrue to states and to the citizens of South Australia about the protection of water.

"We believe that entitles us to lots of different remedies, which would include damages for reparation and potentially orders requiring upstream states to take certain steps or to stop doing certain things, such as the barrier to trade outside the Victorian water districts. "We think what we have suffered has been considerable and the lower lakes in South Australia stand on the verge of environmental collapse and the steps that we needed to prevent that, or indeed remedy it, will require extraordinary resources and we're not going to bear that burden alone."
Community support; The River Lakes and Coorong Action Group, at the lower end of the Murray, has applauded the foreshadowed High Court challenge. Group member Professor Diane Bell says it is not just the environment that is being damaged by lack of water.

"People are very depressed, they've very anxious," she said. "It's had a big impact on people's work lives and the people who don't have jobs. "Their families are stressed, people are thinking 'Do I walk off the farm? Do I borrow that money to buy the water to tide me over, if I do will I be able to pay it back?'" She says the water issue is finally being taken seriously. 

"Of course I would say that this is going to take longer than we would like in terms of actually getting water there, but I see it as a sign of hope in terms of a long-term approach that the Premier is taking to the issue," she said.

Still dry; South Australia has recorded one of its driest starts to a year since records were kept. The weather bureau's latest drought statement says SA's agricultural areas have been severely short of rainfall. Those areas have recorded rainfall in the lowest 5 per cent in historical totals. A climatologist from the weather bureau, Grant Beard, says climate change could be causing what has become a 10-year trend of low rainfall. "We've seen long periods of deficiencies over south-eastern Australia, including the south-east of South Australia for a number of years and our latest analysis just indicates the most-recent period," he said.

Australian IT – Australia - Rann to sink PM's Murray deal
Kevin Rudd's $13 billion deal to rescue the Murray-Darling river system imploded yesterday as South Australia threatened to go to the High Court to force states upstream to release water and pay damages. The proposed constitutional challenge would target Queensland, NSW and Victoria over water trading restrictions and force them to release permanent water flows into the river. After ruling out such a challenge over states' rights in 2007, Premier Mike Rann did an about-face yesterday, saying South Australia had "exhausted all diplomatic channels available". South Australian independent senator Nick Xenophon said yesterday Mr Rann had sounded the "death knell" for national agreement on management of the Murray-Darling Basin. 

At Currency Creek, a parched area near the Murray mouth, southeast of Adelaide, wine grape grower Philip Shaw said he would support any action that put more water into the lower reaches of the river. He was forced to switch from irrigated to bore water about three years ago. 

"The bottom line is we need to get some water into the river for environmental flows, particularly for the end of the river," Mr Shaw said. Mr Rann told state parliament South Australia was framing a constitutional case to challenge the other Murray-Darling states and "protect South Australia's rights". The move is a blow to the Prime Minister's hopes of co-opting the mainly Labor-governed states into his co-operative federalism agenda, and breakthrough on reform such as management of the river system. The intergovernmental agreement on the Murray-Darling, proposed by former PM John Howard in 2007, was signed last July at a Council of Australian Governments meeting. Mr Rudd hailed it as a historic deal with the premiers. 

Under the agreement, the states would refer their powers over the river to a new, federally backed management agency that would control how much water was extracted from it. Mr Rann, who had positioned himself publicly as a conciliator, took off the gloves yesterday, saying he was prepared to take his battle with the other states to the High Court "to return sufficient permanent fresh water to the river to restore its health". 
South Australian Environment Minister Jay Weatherill said last night South Australia had acted on its own volition without reference to Mr Rudd or federal Water Minister Penny Wong, a senator from South Australia. Mr Rann had earlier lashed out at Victoria's insistence on a cap for licensed water trading out of its jurisdiction, even though this is to rise from 4 per cent to 6 per cent this year under the COAG deal. Victoria's refusal to abolish the cap for another four years was a "barrier" to rescuing the river. 
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"We believe that by 2014 it could be too late," Mr Rann warned. "We need that cap lifted well before 2014." 
Mr Weatherill said South Australia was also weighing the possibility of seeking financial damages from the other Murray-Darling states. "There's ... potentially claims for compensation for the damage that has been caused and the losses that have been suffered and the remediation that might be necessary," he said. "We've really been forced into this position by decades of indifference to our warnings by the upstream states and we're not taking it any more." 
Martin Hinton QC, the state's Solicitor-General, will lead a legal team consisting of top constitutional law experts and private practitioners to further develop South Australia's case. Victorian Premier John Brumby said last night he was surprised by South Australia's decision, and that unilaterally abolishing the cap on permanent water trading out of irrigation districts would destroy farming in his state. "Money spent on lawyers in the High Court would be better spent on projects that create new water for the Murray," Mr Brumby said. "The SA Government knows full well that removing all the water trading barriers immediately would not provide enough water." 
Constitutional law expert George Williams said South Australia could take action under section 92 of the Constitution, covering freedom of trade between the states, to ease restrictions. "The right of the states to water is one of the big untested areas of the Constitution," Professor Williams said. "Given the severity of the situation in South Australia and what's at stake, it does make some sense for a state like South Australia to try and achieve a victory in the High Court." A spokesman for NSW Water Minister Phil Costa said the state was seeking clarification from South Australia. 
Federal Opposition water spokesman Greg Hunt said Mr Rann's move was "a slap in the face" to the Rudd Government achieving national water reform. Senator Wong declined to say whether the federal Government would oppose legal action by South Australia.
ABC Online – Australia - SA to tackle upstream states on water rights
The South Australian Government says it is preparing a constitutional challenge against the upstream states on the future of the drought-affected Murray. SA Premier Mike Rann says the solicitor-general will lead the legal team and he is prepared to take the challenge all the way to the High Court. Mr Rann says the legal team has been asked to examine all ways to secure South Australia's rights to water, as upstream states continue to block access.

He has cited Victoria's 4 per cent cap on trading water licences as one of the hurdles. "This Government has exhausted all diplomatic channels available to us and our message today is that we are not prepared to stand by and passively watch the decline of our natural environment at the end of the Murray-Darling system," he told the SA Parliament.  The SA Government says it will now enter the temporary water market to make purchases while it seeks a long-term solution.

Mr Rann has likened the legal challenge to when South Australia opposed a federal plan to put a nuclear waste dump in the outback.

Support

A water expert from the University of Adelaide has thrown his support behind the constitutional challenge. Professor Mike Young says something has to be done. "I think it's very important that the Basin is managed from top to bottom as a single resource and freeing up trade is one of the obvious ways to facilitate this," he said. "It's a very important step forward for the sake of Australia, but as I said, I hope that all states will resolve this issue quickly without going as far as taking it to the High Court."

The Alexandrina Council is applauding the State Government's High Court challenge to save the River Murray. The Mayor of Alexandrina, Kym McHugh, says a single approach by the states is long overdue. "The states seem to be continually parochial about their river in their state and they haven't been thinking about the river as a whole, so I think this High Court challenge will be one way of hopefully forcing the states to think about the long-term benefit of the whole Murray-Darling river system," he said.

'Last best hope'

The South Australian Independent Senator, Nick Xenophon, says the legal challenge would not be needed if the Federal Government stepped up and used its powers to take over the river system. "This is certainly a welcome development, because if the Victorian Government won't listen to reason, they have to abide by a decision of the High Court," he said. "That is the last best hope for the river in the absence of the Commonwealth moving to take over the entire river system and using every little bit of constitutional power they have." The South Australian Opposition leader, Martin Hamilton-Smith, says the challenge is an admission by the State Government that the National Water Agreement is a failure.

"What it says is that the agreement is worth nothing but the paper it's written on and he's right, it was always a sham," he said.

"States were always able to veto the agreement, it has delivered nothing but procrastination.

The Australian - Sydney, Australia - Like the river, deal is dead in the
Talk about the great leap backwards. Two years, two national deals, two prime ministers and billions of dollars in inducements to the states and where are we on the Murray? Right back to square one, with the nation's greatest river system dying and the premiers bickering over who should control what remains of it. Kevin Rudd needs to think very carefully about whether he should even try to keep the states on board now that the deal he cut at COAG last July is effectively dead in the water. 
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Mike Rann wants to impose South Australia's (THE INTERESTS OF THE ENTIRE MDB AND WHERE WATER IS SOURCED FROM THE MDB INTERESTS SHOULD ALWAYS COME FIRST) interests on the other Murray-Darling Basin states -- NSW, Victoria and Queensland -- and if he does end up taking a case to the High Court, that might allow the Prime Minister to settle this unseemly and counter-productive bickering once and for all by making the commonwealth a respondent to the action. 

The High Court has shown a propensity to favour national priorities over those of the self-interested states, and knocking them out of the frame on the Murray-Darling would underscore a point well made by John Howard when he first came up with a deal in 2007: the water belongs to all Australians, not just those at one end of the river or another. As constitutional lawyer George Williams points out, the right of the states to exercise control over a national water resource such as the Murray-Darling is an untested area of law. Howard, who committed $10billion to the original offer to the states, relied on federal corporations' powers to extend the commonwealth's reach into industrial relations and had a big win over the states when their High Court challenge to his Work Choices reforms failed. 

The thinking is that the corporations' powers might cover water utilities, but not the multitude of irrigators and landholders who dip into the vast Murray-Darling system, nor the various unincorporated state bodies that exert control over it. 

Potentially, the commonwealth could also use its external affairs powers, affirmed by the High Court in the early 1980s on the Franklin River, or invoke Australia's international treaty obligations on the environment to pull the states into line. 

But such piecemeal control could end up a dog's breakfast, which is why Howard and Rudd opted to placate state interests on the Murray-Darling rather than try to override them. 

Rann's nakedly cynical gambit makes a mockery of Rudd's co-operative federalism and should be called for what it is: an exercise in the parochial, petty politics that were supposed to have been taken off the table when the states agreed to refer their powers over the Murray-Darling to a new, commonwealth-backed authority and trouser the billions Canberra threw at them. Lawrence Springborg is no better, having suggested a Liberal National Party government would pull Queensland out of the deal should it win the state election on March 21. That sort of attitude loaded the cannon the South Australian Premier fired in state parliament yesterday. And don't forget Victoria: it dragged its feet over signing up to the deal, and resisted pressure to ease the cap on water trading, which Rann insists was to his state's detriment. Time is running out for the lower Murray. Enough of the squabbling. One way or another, the PM needs to put the states in their place.

http://www.larvatusprodeo.net/topic/politics/ 

By Robert Merkel - SA to challenge Victoria’s water trading rules in High Court at ...
In a move that will undoubtedly go down well with their constituents, the South Australian government is going to sue the “upstream states” in the High Court to force trade in Murray-Darling Basin water to be de-restricted. Mike Rann’s statement to the states that they want the High Court to invalidate Victoria’s 4% cap on water trading , which prevents more than 4% of the water in a particular irrigation system being sold out of that system in any one year. 

John Quiggin’s view is that the restrictions are undesirable, and mainly benefit irrigation companies at the expense of the river and farmers themselves. I’m not sure that’s the whole story; if water is traded out of an irrigation district, the burden of maintaining the infrastructure will be shared amongst fewer farmers, and ultimately render those districts financially unsustainable. Frankly, I suspect that such districts are probably unsustainable anyway, but the Victorian government hasn’t been brave enough to bite that particular bullet yet. In any case, John also speculates that the basis of the challenge will be section 92 of the Constitution, which states:

· On the imposition of uniform duties of customs, trade, commerce, and intercourse among the States, whether by means of internal carriage or ocean navigation, shall be absolutely free.

I wonder whether line of argument this is going to run slap-bang into section 100 of the Constitution:

· The Commonwealth shall not, by any law or regulation of trade or commerce, abridge the right of a State or of the residents therein to the reasonable use of the waters of rivers for conservation or irrigation.

This clause was heavily argued about in the debates on Federation. The word “reasonable” was inserted only after hard bargaining by the South Australian delegation. Over a century later, I guess that the South Australian government’s case may just hang on how the High Court interprets “reasonable”.

Media Release - Hon Rob Brokenshire MLC - Family First Party (SA)

Rann Government’s Constitutional Challenge is a Desperate Make-Up for Handover Failings

Family First MLC Robert Brokenshire says he is livid about the Rann Government’s belated announcement that it will mount a constitutional challenge to Victoria’s water trading cap.

“I said last October   at the time of the River Murray handover that it was flawed, and for that reason Family First was the only party that tried to amend that Bill.  We challenged the Premier’s claim that it was a 1-in-a-100 year achievement, and today’s news of a constitutional challenge – and the Springborg musings in Qld that if elected he may renege on the Handover deal – shows what a shemozzle that handover was” “The Government had the opportunity to fight for South Australia, and it failed miserably.  Now it faces a very expensive and protracted constitutional challenge that will probably be resolved by the High Court long after the Lower Lakes are dead and irrigators have walked off the land en masse”
Mr Brokenshire cited his media releases of:
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· 30 October 2008 attacking the Handover plan; and

· 15 February 2009 urging the Premier to press Premier Brumby to drop his Government’s 4% water trading cap.

“Has the Premier been listening?  Family First is a party with some comprehensive understanding of the water issues in this State and we can’t be dismissed any more.  Our food bowl is at risk, our water security is at risk and the Lower Lakes are in peril” “The Government had its opportunity to fight for a strong legislative package and it has failed.  Instead, now it is making up its position on the Murray as it goes along and has no plan or fight in it for South Australia” “The Government blew it at COAG and now their polling is confirming that failure, they are desperate” 
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Melbourne Herald Sun – Australia - Holding lashes South Australia in Murray war of words
The South Australian government should spend money on water-saving projects instead of lawyers, Premier John Brumby said today. SA Premier Mike Rann is preparing a legal challenge to force Victoria to allow more water to flow to the Murray's depleted lower reaches. Victoria has a four per cent cap on water that can be traded out of its irrigation district. 
Mr Brumby said he was disappointed by the legal manoeuvre and insists the money could be better spent. 
"The best thing for states here is to work together and I was surprised and I was very disappointed when I heard of what the South Australian government will do because, frankly, it's not going to solve the problem. "The only thing that's going to solve the problem is more rain and investment in water saving infrastructure. "If it's a choice really between putting money into water-saving infrastructure projects or putting money into the pockets of lawyers, I would have thought it's a pretty obvious answer, and that is invest in water-saving infrastructure and that's what I'd encourage the South Australian premier to do.'' Mr Brumby said it was "criminal'' to waste water in drought and Victoria had done more than its share to replenish the parched Murray-Darling. 
"We're big investors in water-saving infrastructure. We've committed something like 141 billion litres of water for flows to the Murray, you know, miles ahead of any other state. "That's water that will flow down the Murray and flows down to Adelaide.'' Mr Brumby said an extra 175 billion litres would flow into the Murray a year from water infrastructure upgrades in northern Victoria's food bowl region. And the state was the only jurisdiction to meet its obligations under the Living Murray agreement, he said. Water Minister Tim Holding also hit out at the High Court challenge, saying South Australia's record on water is "appalling". 
Mr Holding said the Murray Darling Basin Agreement was the right plan to secure the long-term future of the Murray. But South Australia's Water Security Minister Karlene Maywald said Victoria wanted to lock up all the water and "leave the rescue plan to somebody else", AdelaideNow reports. Ms Maywald said Victoria was sticking to its 2014 cut-off date for lifting the cap on water trading, which she said was "too far down the track". Both Senator Nick Xenophon and Greens Senator Sarah Hanson-Young have called for federal intervention to save the future of the river. "The Commonwealth must now take real, effective control of the river system in its entirety," Senator Hanson-Young said. 
They have been joined by South Australian Opposition Leader Martin Hamilton-Smith, who said the national water deal was now in the wastepaper basket and it was time for the Premier to call on the Prime Minister to institute genuine federal control of the Murray. "Rann and Rudd have delivered ruin in their quest to use the River Murray as a political tool," he said. Mr Holding said Mr Rann had hailed the COAG water agreement "as a stunning result for SA and a victory for the environment". 
"Actions speak louder than stunts," Mr Holding said. He accused South Australia of: 
FAILING to upgrade leaky old irrigation infrastructure. We (SA) are the most efficient irrigators in the Basin and do not use open drain, so get stuffed! 
CONTINUING to rely on the Murray for almost all of Adelaide's water supply. Whilst I do not support the Rann Government’s lack of progress of waterproofing Adelaide, don’t ask for too much or we will open the book on Victoria’s un-Australian attitude. 
BEING the last mainland state to commit to building a desalination plant. Agreed, it should not be a hasty decision and because we are being pressured we (SA) are making rash decisions. 
GIVING the state's farmers a water allocation when Victoria's farmers were on zero percent allocation – water which could have gone to the Lower Lakes. We are only abiding by the three State agreement which Victoria signed!
Ms Maywald said Victoria was the culprit when it came to irrigation because it maintained the open channel irrigation system. On desalination, she said South Australia was now well ahead of Victoria in terms of construction even though Victoria had started talking about a plant six months before South Australia.

What do you expect us to do just roll over for you, and get it in the behind?

I apologise for any disagreement with me tone, no I don’t I’m angry.
THIS IS NOT ABOUT BLAME ITS ABOUT AUSTRALIA, AUSTRALIAN’S & the MURRAY DARLING BASIN the only way FORWARD is co-operation! 

Stock and Land - Fairfax, Australia –NSW irrigators demand Vic plays by the same rules
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Murrumbidgee Irrigation says it will not accept any water trading applications until the barriers put in place by Victoria are lifted. The Council of Australian Governments (COAG) has agreed to a 4pc cap on the amount of water permitted to be externally traded out of defined irrigation areas across the Murray-Darling Basin each year. The rule is designed to prevent potential social and economic effects of water moving out of these areas. Murrumbidgee Irrigation has reached the maximum allowable amount of water that can be permanently sold out of its licenses for 2008/09.

But while MI supports the cap, it says Victorian irrigators have extra protection under the current rules, resulting in a bias of government water purchasing out of NSW and SA. 

MI says the Victorian application of the cap differs from NSW in two key areas:

* Separation of land and water - Victoria is in the process of separating land from water; a process that has already occurred in NSW. Clearly, this must occur as a precursor to trade. MI says that Victoria counts water separated from land as 'trade' within the 4pc limit, despite the fact that most of this water has not left the region or the state. By counting this as traded water, Victoria hit their 4pc cap earlier thereby meaning more water for the government buyback must be sourced from other states – particularly NSW

* The 10pc Cap - this cap is unique to Victoria. It requires that entities that are not water users in Victoria cannot hold more than 10pc of that State’s entitlements. This includes the Commonwealth Environmental Water Holder. It is an absolute cap, not an annual cap. MI says that unbundling (separation of land and water) has also been counted in this cap.

"MI directors have grave concerns over the impacts of these trade inequities and the serious implications they may have for the future viability of the company and the MIA region," MI chairman Dick Thompson said. 

"We will not rollover and allow our region to be stripped of its lifeblood nor our community decimated by government power games. "We are raising these concerns with the Federal Minister, Senator Wong, as well as NSW Minister Costa and Premier Rees until a satisfactory solution to this unfair market distortion is identified, my fellow MI directors and I have reluctantly resolved not to accept any further external permanent trade applications in order to bring this issue to a head." 

The Australian - Sydney, Australia – Nick Xenephon tells Kevin Rudd to intervene on a National water scheme
A Constitutional challenge over water rights in the Murray-Darling Basin is among the most significant court cases since Federation, Independent Senator Nick Xenophon says. Senator Xenophon says South Australia's challenge, seeking to remove water-trading barriers in upstream basin states, could be decided within months. "This will be, I believe, one of the biggest High Court cases and most significant High Court cases since Federation,'' Senator Xenophon, who is a lawyer, said in Adelaide . "That is how important it is, because what is at stake is the livelihood of 1.9 million people that live in the basin and the environment which is gasping its last breath when it comes to the Lower Lakes and the Coorong. 

"I have spoken to a number of legal experts in the last few days and what they have indicated to me is that there are grounds for an urgent hearing in relation to this, as long as there is a trigger for this to go before the High Court, this could be over in a matter of months, not years." Senator Xenophon called on Prime Minister Kevin Rudd to "intervene urgently - but in the absence of that, then the High Court is our last best hope". "Prime Minister Rudd can either go down in history as the PM that saved the river system or the PM that presided over the river system dying - we are at that tipping point, we are at those crossroads," Senator Xenophon said. ``I want the Rudd government to show the same sort of political ticker that the Hawke government had when it took on the Tasmanian government over the Franklin Dam, that is what needs to be done.'' 

Greens Senator Sarah Hanson-Young said the SA constitutional challenge, flagged yesterday by SA Premier Mike Rann, showed the Premier was "sick and tired of banging his head against a brick wall". 

"It is time that Prime Minister Rudd took this seriously ... we need a proper national agreement,'' she said in Adelaide. 

"This national water agreement was a dud, we knew that from the beginning - the ability of the states to veto decisions made by the authority should have signalled that right from the word go. "What we now need is for the prime minister to understand that it's his responsibility to take this issue up."

ABC Online – Australia – Water reform vision crumbling: Turnbull
Federal Opposition Leader Malcolm Turnbull says the national deal on the future management of the Murray-Darling system has broken down. National agreement was reached for the Federal Government to manage the catchment and return environmental flows. Mr Turnbull says South Australia's planned legal challenge to Victoria's cap on trading water licences highlights the failure of the deal. He says it is also evident that Prime Minister Kevin Rudd has lost interest in water reform.

"So naturally you see the arrangement starting to fall apart," he said.

"Mr Rudd has dropped the ball. He's abandoned SA. He's abandoned the great vision of water reform." Mr Turnbull thinks the prospects are gloomy for the Murray-Darling. "What we're seeing is a breakdown in the agreement, in the pact, between the four Murray-Darling states," he said. "He's [Kevin Rudd's] handed the control of it all back to the states so it's back to consensus management, he's not taking a leadership role and above all he's not investing the billions of dollars we set aside and that are in the budget in irrigation infrastructure."

Investment questions; Mr Turnbull thinks irrigators and farm interests will be disillusioned. "Around the basin from Queensland to Victoria to New South Wales farmers are saying in the upstream states 'What's in it for us? Where is the money that was promised? Where is the investment in our on-farm irrigation?'
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"The money was there - Mr Rudd seems to have lost interest and so naturally you see the arrangement starting to fall apart."

The Opposition Leader says the Prime Minister has let down South Australian Premier Mike Rann.

"What you can obviously see is that Mr Rann has thrown up his hands and that obviously this whole thing is not working so he's really abandoning his Labor colleague, Mr Rudd," Mr Turnbull said.

"It just shows you, Mr Rann was a very solid collaborator of mine in 2007. We worked very closely in putting together the support from SA for the national plan for water security even though we were on opposite sides of the political spectrum.

"But there is now an enormous gulf between him and Mr Rudd. Mr Rudd has failed SA."
'Best step'; The Independent South Australian Senator, Nick Xenophon, says a High Court challenge over Victorian water licences is the best step in the absence of federal intervention.

Senator Xenophon says it indicates the water agreement made last year by the Murray-Darling states is not working.

He says a High Court challenge could be dealt with in months. 

"I've spoken to a number of legal experts in the last few days and what they've indicated to me is there are grounds for an urgent hearing in relation to this as long as there is a trigger for this matter to go before the High Court," he said.

"This could be over in a matter of months, not years, and that's the important thing to consider."

Sydney Morning Herald - Sydney, Australia – Murray-Darling war shows 'broken system'
A looming civil war between the states over the Murray-Darling Basin has prompted a warning that Australia's federal system is broken. South Australia has threatened to take the other basin states to the High Court to force them to free up the trade in water. Queensland, New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia have long disagreed over the basin - now they're calling in the lawyers. Constitutional law expert Professor George Williams said the disagreement showed the federal system - dividing up power between the commonwealth and the states - was not working.

"Our federal system is deeply dysfunctional," Prof Williams, from the University of NSW, told AAP. "It is depressing when you deal with a broken system." Responsibility for water was handed to the states back in 1901, so the commonwealth did not have the power to sort out the Murray-Darling's problems, Prof Williams said. "This is a very deep-seated flaw in our federal system."

Prof Williams said the High Court had never heard a water issue of this magnitude, and if it went ahead, it could prove a major test case on water management. SA would probably use section 92 of the constitution, which says there must be free trade between states. A key issue is that Victoria has a four per cent cap on the amount of water which can be traded out of a district. This is seen by some as limiting large-scale water buyouts to save the drought-ravaged basin. Prof Williams said SA would have "an arguable case" in the High Court, which is in charge of policing the constitution. The case would probably take 18 months and cost well over $100,000. SA could also use a section of the constitution which guarantees the states reasonable rights to water use, he said.

Meanwhile, Federal Opposition leader Malcolm Turnbull says South Australia's constitutional challenge over Murray-Darling Basin water rights signals a breakdown in rescue plans for the ailing river system. SA Premier Mike Rann says his state will go to the High Court if necessary to remove water-trading barriers in upstream basin states. Mr Turnbull said the constitutional challenge evidences "a breakdown in the agreement, in the pact between the four Murray states". "Mr Rann has thrown up his hands and said this whole thing isn't working, so he is really abandoning his Labor colleague (Prime Minister Kevin) Mr Rudd," Mr Turnbull told reporters in Adelaide on Friday. The former Liberal federal government's multi-billion-dollar plan to rescue the basin had been abandoned by Labor, he said. "In 2007, in government, we took the revolutionary step of doing what South Australians had called for in the 1890s, which was to put the interstate waters of Australia under federal jurisdiction," Mr Turnbull said. "Since then, Mr Rudd has abandoned that vision - he has handed control of it all back to the states.

"He is not taking the leadership role, and above all he is not investing the billions of dollars that we set aside and that are in the budget in irrigation infrastructure. "Mr Rudd has dropped the ball, he has abandoned South Australia, he has abandoned the great vision of water reform." Mr Turnbull said SA's premier was sending a political message to the prime minister by flagging a constitutional challenge. "What Mr Rann is doing here is sending not so much a legal challenge, he's sending a political message to Mr Rudd which basically is, stop dithering, get to work, do something ... show us that you have really got the vision," Mr Turnbull said. Mr Rann said on Thursday limits on trading water licences were "a cap on the rescue of the River Murray", adding his government had exhausted all diplomatic channels in attempting to secure healthier flows to the River Murray.

Independent Senator Nick Xenophon says that the challenge is among the most significant court cases since Federation.

"This will be, I believe, one of the biggest High Court cases and most significant High Court cases since Federation," Senator Xenophon, who is a lawyer, told reporters in Adelaide on Friday. "That is how important it is, because what is at stake is the livelihood of 1.9 million people that live in the basin and the environment which is gasping its last breath when it comes to the Lower Lakes and the Coorong. "I have spoken to a number of legal experts in the last few days and what they have indicated to me is that there are grounds for an urgent hearing in relation to this, as long as there is a trigger for this to go before the High Court, this could be over in a matter of months, not years." Senator Xenophon called on Prime Minister Kevin Rudd to "intervene urgently - but in the absence of that, then the High Court is our last best hope".
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ABC Online – Australia – Turnbull inspects ailing lower lakes
Federal Opposition Leader Malcolm Turnbull says it would be tragedy to fill the Murray's ailing lower lakes with seawater.

The plan is under consideration to deal with ongoing drought and increasing acidification. Mr Turnbull has inspected the lower reaches of the river by taking a houseboat ride at Mannum, east of Adelaide. He says while the management of the lower lakes is a challenge, fresh water is needed to keep them alive. "If it is available and it can be bought to keep the lower lakes healthy then it should be bought because the lower lakes have a particular character and everything should be done to preserve that character," he said. "Once you let the sea water in, it's changed forever."

www.weeklytimesnow.com.au 

Weekly Times Now - Southbank, Victoria, Australia – Boost for dairy budgets
Murray Darling Basin dairy farmers have been awarded $724,000 to help prepare their farms and budgets for the future. 
Announced on Sunday by the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, Tony Burke, the funding will be used to inform and support the industry at both market and farm level. Australian Dairy Farmers president Allan Burgess said seminars, small-group information sessions and one-on-one support were some options available for Murray Darling Basin farmers. "Basically it is to prepare farmers for budgets and planning (they) need to do for next season," Mr Burgess said.

Mr Burgess said the government also would announce funding for dairy farmers in other regions.
Fodder keeps dairy costs low
Straw and cheaper hay have emerged as the two big fodder options for dairy farmers trying to keep their costs down. 
Australian Fodder Industry Association executive officer Colin Peace said, due to cheaper grain prices, farmers have been combining this fodder with larger amounts of grain for milking cow rations. Fodder supply is currently slightly higher than demand, however Mr Peace said this may change due to the timing of the autumn break. "Farmers are anxious about the autumn break," he said. "If it's early, they will have green grass and they won't need hay. "If it's late, it will put a strain on the small supply of hay."

Replacing fodder lost in the recent bushfires is also expected to have an effect on stocks. Lots of hay has already gone into the fire-affected areas and Mr Peace said if dairy farmers chose to continue feeding hay, rather than agisting their stock on other properties, supply could be affected further. Fodder demand in Victoria's Western District is currently "quiet" and local cereal hay is selling for between $160 and $190 a tonne off-farm, Mr Peace said. Local dairy farmers are continuing to purchase hay from other parts of the state.

"They appreciate the quality of northern Victorian hay," Mr Peace said. Last week Wimmera-Mallee and Goulburn Valley hay was selling for between $200 and $215/tonne off-farm, plus freight of between $35 and $45/tonne to the Western District. Cereal hay off-farm in southern NSW commanded between $220 and $250/tonne. Straw sold for between $100 and $130/tonne off-farm.
Dairy finance help
A large number of dairy farmers are not using all the financial support available to them, according to leading industry accountant Garry Smith. With 95 per cent of his client’s dairy farmers, Mr Smith - the principal of WHK Group at Warrnambool, Victoria - said farmers should tap all sources of funding, especially now a large proportion of suppliers have received a mid-season cut to farmgate milk prices. The extra money would help to manage cash flow for the remainder of the season, he said.

"Some people had previously been on the border of eligibility, (but) they may certainly be eligible now," Mr Smith said.

Farmers are still able to apply for up to $20,000 a year for financial assistance and up to $5000 for professional advice and support. This funding was due to run out this month, but has been extended until March next year. Mr Smith encouraged farmers to ask questions about what funds they are able to access, particularly as the income for an average 300-cow herd is expected to be cut $200,000 in the six months to June.

"It is a lot of money to come out of cash flow in a short period of time," he said. "(Farmers) need to look at their finances (and) to absorb the price reduction." The Federal Government has flagged an investment allowance, eligible for plant and equipment purchase between December 13 last year and June 30 this year. In its early stages, the plan should result in an additional tax deduction of 30 per cent on their investment allowance. As many farmers opt to tighten their belts, waiting on next season's opening price, Mr Smith advised farmers to "plan on what you know" rather than continue to speculate. 
He said although the price cut was bad news, other costs had come down from last year and all farmers should reassess their finances. One example was interest rates, which have dropped by 4 per cent from last July. Others included cheaper fertiliser, diesel and grain prices. He said different banks offered products in regards to interest rates so it was important for dairy farmers to do their homework. Capital expenditure should also be considered carefully, Mr Smith said.
Timboon Cheese to close
The Timboon community is coming to grips with National Foods' decision to close the iconic Timboon Farmhouse Cheese factory and shop-front. The dairy giant announced last week that production would cease on March 13 and that it was working to provide "redeployment opportunities" for 10 full- and part-time staff and a "number of casuals".

Timboon-based Corangamite Shire councillor Matt Makin believed as many as 20 staff at the factory would be affected.
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"It seems this decision was made at the higher levels of National Foods, without due regard for the effect it would have on the very small, close-knit town," Cr Makin said. The world famous cheese company was started 25 years ago by local farmer, Hermann Schulz. National Foods bought Timboon Farmhouse Cheese in 2002 as part of its acquisition of King Island Dairy.

Known widely as the iconic brand which "put Timboon on the map," the organic cheeses enticed tourists away from the coast and into the dairying region. "The brand Timboon Farmhouse Cheese has been a major draw-card from the Great Ocean Road and the 12 Apostles into Timboon," Cr Makin said.

Timboon Action Group vice-chair Tim Marwood said the immediate reaction in town was one of disbelief and disappointment. He said many businesses in town, including his own, had been established and grown as a result of the tourism Timboon Farmhouse Cheese had brought into town. National Foods manufacturing executive Arthur Murphy said falling demand for organic cheese had made the factory unviable. Mr Murphy said no products would continue to be sold under the Timboon brand. Meanwhile, Murray Goulburn has also announced it will close its Leitchville factory for 20 weeks from March 29. MG chairman Ian MacAulay said the decision was made because it was "more profitable to produce milk powder at the moment" than cheese. Cheese is manufactured at the Leitchville factory and milk powder is made at the Rochester factory where the region's milk will now be processed.
Melbourne Herald Sun – Australia – Quentin Bryce is 'out of her territory', says Andrew Bolt
Hear hear – Stop On – Someone prepared to say it in print – the GG has been delivering false hope

Quentin Bryce should be reminded there's room in this country for just one prime minister. And she isn't it.
Indeed, no one ever voted to make Bryce our Governor-General, other than the Prime Minister himself. Yet her new job seems to have gone to her head, because our Activist-General's apparent pretentions to be the political leader we neither asked for nor should want have become alarming. Last month, for instance, Bryce called in the head of the defence forces, Air Chief Marshal Angus Houston, the head of the Department of Foreign Affairs, Michael L'Estrange, and the Treasury Secretary, Dr Ken Henry, for official briefings. This was a first for any governor-general, her spokesman confirmed to The Australian. 

And I'm not surprised: does this former sex discrimination commissioner think her titular role as Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces actually gives her real power over our soldiers, sailors and airmen? In January, Bryce forgot herself even more completely, going to a big international conference in Dubai on renewable energy and calling on the world to fight global warming. "We must act swiftly, act smartly and act together," she declared. "Australia will play its full part in the global effort to make sure we seize that opportunity." 

Er, we will? 

Even our real Prime Minister is now rethinking that plan, shaken by the recession, while the Opposition clearly wants Australia to wait a while before doing anything that will cost jobs. So who was Bryce speaking for? Herself? 

No can do, lady. 

Bryce actually knew perfectly well when she accepted the role of Governor-General that playing politics like this was not part of the job description. Her job now is to represent all Australians, not just Greens voters, and to stay well clear of the politics that would make her a polarising figure. It's as the late Richard McGarvie, the much-admired governor of Victoria, judge and Labor man said -- the job must go to a "respected person who remains entirely above partisan politics and exerts a unifying influence". There is a critical reason for that, beyond the fact that political meddling by an unelected governor is undemocratic, which is why we'd be upset if even the Queen tried what Bryce is now flaunting. Even more important is that the essential role of a governor is to make sure the constitution works as it should. 

Usually that's an uncontroversial task -- signing into laws the Bills passed by parliament, swearing in an elected government and dissolving parliament when the prime minister asks. But as we saw with the sacking of the Whitlam government in 1975, sometimes a governor-general must act in ways that can -- if not done carefully by an apolitical figure -- have us at each other's throats, screaming that democracy is dead. Bryce knows all this, but an enforced silence clearly chokes a woman whose career was spent almost entirely on wagging an improving finger -- whether for the National Women's Advisory Council, the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission or the Sex Discrimination Commission. So while she promised to stop politicking, she couldn't help adding: "But that doesn't mean you can't express views and opinions on matters of importance to the community." 

Or of importance to Bryce, to be exact. And off the Activist-General then hared, leaping on political issues with barely a blush of shame. She backed calls for paid maternity leave, just as the Rudd Government decided to put this $450 million extravagance on the back burner. She regally toured the Murray-Darling basin and demanded more leadership in tackling the drought and global warming, both issues of fierce political debate -- not just between Labor and Liberal, but the Federal Government and the states. And she launched the book version of the Garnaut Climate Change Review, spruiking a highly tendentious tome written by Rudd's handpicked adviser on global warming to fulfil a Labor election promise. 

It's hard to think of a more political document for the Governor-General to endorse, other than the Labor Party platform itself. 

I do not doubt that Bryce means well, and has seized on the Governor-General's job to do it. But what she wants to do comes at a cost to the role she's been given, and is best done by an elected and accountable politician. May I suggest she stand for election? 
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But perhaps that is now too humble an option for the rather grand Bryce, who set a new first last month by recording a televised address to the nation. Again, she meant well, saying comforting things to the victims of the Black Saturday fires. 

But it was incongruous to see a woman few Australians would recognise and none have chosen deliver a message in a form previously reserved for a Prime Minister or Queen. Rather above her station, I thought. And perhaps the next time the cameras come calling to Yarralumla, Bryce might consider that rather than get on the box, she should get back in it

www.watoday.com.au/environment/court-fight-looms-over-river-20090305-8q2u.html  
WA today - Perth, WA, Australia – Court fight looms over river
State rivalry over the ailing Murray-Darling river system could be set to escalate into a High Court showdown between South Australia and Victoria. In an extraordinary assertion of states rights, SA Premier Mike Rann has flagged a constitutional challenge to force Victoria and other states to allow more water to flow to the Murray's depleted lower reaches. Declaring he had exhausted diplomatic channels, Mr Rann said yesterday he had instructed his state's Solicitor-General to prepare a legal challenge, which he was "prepared to take all the way to the High Court".

The move drew a sharp response from Victoria, with Water Minister Tim Holding accusing SA Labor of having an "appalling" record on water. At the centre of the row is Victoria's refusal to remove a controversial limit on the amount by which irrigators' water rights can be reduced each year through trading — known as the "4 per cent cap". Mr Rann, in a speech defying the rhetoric of "cooperative federalism" between Labor governments, accused "upstream states" of placing barriers in the way of those seeking to improve the health of the river. "Victoria's 4 per cent cap on trading water licences out of Victorian districts is one such barrier," he said.

Mr Rann did not say which section of the constitution his case would rely on. But some believe a challenge could be built around Section 92, which deals with interstate trade. Federal Water Minister Penny Wong, who is from South Australia, has lobbied hard for Victoria to abandon the 4 per cent cap. Asked yesterday if she supported Mr Rann's actions, her spokeswoman, Ilsa Colson, said: "The Commonwealth believes both irrigators and the environment are best served by an open water market." Mr Holding dismissed Mr Rann's speech as a stunt designed to divert attention from looming problems with the river in SA. The Rann Government will soon submit draft plans for a temporary weir on the lower Murray, which would separate Adelaide's drinking water from the lower lakes in the event they are taken over by seawater.

Mr Holding released a list of what he said were SA's shortcomings in water policy, including that it was the last mainland state to commit to building a desalination plant, and that it had failed to invest properly in irrigation upgrades. Premier John Brumby said Mr Rann should spend money on water infrastructure, rather than lawyers in the High Court. The Australian Conservation Foundation's Arlene Buchan said Mr Rann had a legitimate legal argument, and she did not believe it was a stunt. "Thank God Mike Rann has finally come out of the wilderness and done something for the Murray-Darling Basin," she said. But Victorian Farmers Federation spokesman Richard Anderson said he suspected Mr Rann was "grandstanding", and SA should use official channels to argue its case, particularly given Mr Rann had signed up to the Murray-Darling Basin agreement in 2008.

Victoria, SA, Queensland, NSW, the ACT and the Commonwealth signed a deal in 2008 to reform the management of the ailing river system. Despite that agreement, numerous differences remain between states, with Victoria's adherence to the 4 per cent cap, and a 10 per cent limit on non-landholders buying water, among the major sore points. This week the Queensland Opposition hinted it might withdraw from the Murray-Darling Basin agreement if elected to government.

ABC News - Irrigators welcome Murray water trading challenge

The chief executive officer of the Central Irrigation Trust has welcomed the South Australian Government's move to launch a constitutional challenge on water trading in the Murray-Darling Basin. Jeff Parish says he has been working over the past week in Adelaide and Canberra to push for action on the issue of equitable trading rules. He says it is essential that Victoria's trade barriers be removed to create fairness between states. "I'm pleased that South Australia is going to take a strong stand because I think right now that's what's needed," he said. "South Australia has to do something because we're all happy to have adjustment in our water use, but only if it's equitable right across the basin and at the moment New South Wales along with ourselves feel as if we are exposed because Victoria has barriers in place."

Media Release – Adrian Pederick MP JP

Rann’s credibility on water sinks to the bottom

Premier Rann’s credibility on river and lakes management has finally sunk to the bottom says opposition River Murray spokesman Adrian Pederick. In a passionate speech in the House of Assembly a visibly irate Mr Pederick rounded on the Premier and his Water Security/River Murray Minister Karlene Maywald, damning them for playing politics as the river and lakes dry up. ‘During the past year I and the SA Liberal party have been pushing for water acquisition for river health and challenging the effectiveness of the COAG agreement on management and water trading,’ Mr Pederick said.

‘I’ve been accused of making mischief, exaggerating facts, misleading the public and giving South Australians false hope.

‘Yet now, with the horse well and truly bolted and almost out of sight, Mr Rann’s state Labor government is taking up all the things we’ve been demanding. ‘After two years and four months Mr Rann’s finally acknowledged there are thousands of people and a whole environment below Wellington, for which he and his government are currently responsible.
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‘My biggest fear here is this is just another one of this premier’s window-dressing publicity stunts – more empty promises made to be seen to be doing something. ‘Let’s see if he has the courage to follow through on any of these bold statements or whether he just shrinks back, as usual, behind his long suffering ministers who invariably cop the flak for his ineptness.

‘Time for the river and lakes is well and truly up. Prime Minister Rudd must step up now and use his constitutional powers to take complete control of the country’s biggest river system and save the delay and expense of a High Court wrangle between the states.’

GRIEVANCE DEBATE – March 5, 2009

Constitutional Challenge on Water Trading

Mr PEDERICK (Hammond): I rise today to respond to the Premier's constitutional challenge on water trading. What has happened since he was party to signing the COAG agreement, which he was more than happy to sign up a few months ago (last July)?

We are being told across the chamber many times by both the Premier and his minister that, no, we are under one authority. There will be no state interference. There will not be any problems. We are going to get water. Look what has happened already: a constitutional challenge. I do not think we need to have this challenge because if PM Rudd had the courage he would step in and invoke emergency legislation and override it—just get on with it and override the legislation. The minister has just been a party to overriding all the work they did leading up to July of last year. The minister has stated at public events that, no, there will not be any state intervention. Already we have seen that it has completely unravelled and Victoria still rules the roost. This is the problem. It should have been sorted out before it was signed over. South Australia sold its soul to Victoria when it signed the agreement, so it got an extra $1 billion. It sold us out down the track. It has taken two years and four months for this Premier to realise that not only is there an environment but that people actually live south of Wellington, and most of them are Liberal voters—thank God for that. Do the numbers. The Premier could have done the numbers two years and four months ago when he announced the $20 million structure at Tailem Bend, but he had no idea where he was going. He probably did not know where Tailem Bend was. He certainly does not know where Meningie is, because he did not have the courage to go down there the other day and meet with the people at the launch of the stock and domestic pipeline.

He was more than happy to cut off the irrigation rights to the people on the Narrung Peninsula. He was more than happy to take the $12.5 million out of the Langhorne Creek and Currency Creek communities so that they could have access to irrigation water; he was more than happy to just cut them off. He is more than happy to have increasing salinity at Wellington already. He is more than happy to have plans on the table for a desalination plant at Tailem Bend. Desalinating river water: what a joke! Because this government held back from coming up with a desalination policy. The state Liberals came up with a policy and then the government followed 12 months later. Why do we have to keep pushing?

There were grand statements in this chamber today that the government is doing so much work with stormwater harvesting. What a joke! Colin Pitman has done more work in the last 20 years than the state Labor government will ever do, because we plan to be there next year and we will bring in an 89 gigalitre policy to capture stormwater in Adelaide to help reduce Adelaide's reliance on the river. We do not seem to understand whether the government wants to build a weir or not. It has Robyn McLeod stating that, 'We want a permanent solution,' and then we have the Premier coming out with a mixed message, 'We are going to lease in some temporary water.' Again, after we have pushing from this side of the house that there is another solution to more weirs in the river; there is the solution of leasing in temporary water, and finally the government has woken up.

Someone in the Premier's office has listened to the radio and said, 'Hang on, the Liberals are saying this. What do we need to do?', and the numbers add up. For $10 million you can lease in 30 gigalitres of water. You do the rest of the sums. All the programs that the government has down the Lower Murray, if you count all the weirs and structures that this government wants to put in place: $300 million of not only money from this government but New South Wales and Victoria would be putting in as well.

I want to talk about the ridiculous assertion that pump station modifications can only go to minus 1.5. An SA Water document, dated 4 June 2008, notes that Mannum, Swan Reach and Tailem Bend can go down to minus 3 AHD, and Murray Bridge can go to minus 2.1. Yet the government is still saying that it has to build the weir to hold back critical human needs at minus 1.5. It is just not right. This is its own document.Hidden_Speech
            

