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Office use only Submission number 

How to fill out this form 

The department is seeking your comments on the draft replacement Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter 

Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sources 2022. 

For general background about the draft plan development, proposed changes and the finalisation process 

please refer to the background and proposed changes documents. For water source specific details 

including proposed rules, please see the water source report cards.  

Key issues and changes have been summarised in this submission form, although comment on all 

aspects of the water sharing plan is welcome. For water source specific details including rules, please see 

the water source report cards. More detailed comments are welcomed as attachments.  

Send completed submissions to: 

Post: WSP Comments for the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan, 

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment 

Locked Bag 26 

Gosford NSW 2250 

Email: hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au 

Note: Submissions close 27 February 2022 

Information on privacy and confidentiality 

Submissions received by NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment for the proposed 

amendments will be considered by the department and the Coastal Water Planning and Policy Working 

Group to review and inform the draft amendments.  The department values your input and accepts that 

information you provide may be private and personal. 

If you would prefer your submission or your personal details to be treated as confidential, please indicate 

this by ticking the relevant box below. 

If you do not make a request for confidentiality, the department may make your submission, including any 

personal details contained in the submission, available to the public. 

Please note that, regardless of a request for confidentiality, the department may be required by law to 

release copies of submissions to third parties in accordance with the Government Information (Public 

Access) Act 2009. 

I would like my submission to be treated as confidential ☐ Yes ☐No

I would like my personal details to be treated as confidential ☐ Yes ☐No
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How to fill out this form 

Name 

Postal Address 

Telephone 

Email address 

Stakeholder Group 

(please indicate which of the 

following best represents your 

interest by ticking one box) 

 Irrigation Interests 

 Fishing Interests 

 Local Govt./ Utilities 

 Aboriginal Interest 

 Local Landholder 

 Other (specify) 

 Environment Interests 

 Community Member 

If your comments refer 

to a specific water 

source, which one? 

Attach extra pages if required 
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The draft plan proposes to establish the Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater and the Lake 
Macquarie Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater water sources. The long-term limits on extractions are 
proposed based on a proportion of recharge. Additional water for licensed take may be made available 
through controlled allocations in the future.  

Further details relating to this change can be found in Part 1 of the draft plan, the background document as 
well as the report cards for the Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater Water Source and the Lake 
Macquarie Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater Water Source. 

Do you have any 

comments on this 

aspect of the draft plan? 

The replacement plan creates two long term average annual extraction limits (LTAAELs). 

• The Standard LTAAEL which sets a limit on extraction from all flows except for higher flows.

• The Higher flow LTAAEL that manages extractions that can only take from higher flows.
The reason for the two extraction limits is to limit extractions from all other flows and encourage extraction
from higher flows.
The Standard LTAAEL includes all basic landholder rights extraction including from harvestable rights dams.
If there is a growth in uptake of harvestable rights that increases total annual extraction to above the Standard
LTAAEL by more than 5% then there will be reduced water allocated to licenced water users in the following
year.

Further details relating to this change can be found in Part 4 of the draft plan, and the background document. 

Do you think it is 

appropriate to have two 

LTAAEL’s? Why / why 

not? 

Do you think the 

proposed compliance of 

the LTAAELs are 

appropriate? Why / why 

not? 

Long Term Average Annual Extraction Limit 

New Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater Water Sources 



Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter 
Unregulated and Alluvial Water 
Sources 2022 

Submission form 

NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment | PUB20/816[v2] | 4 

In 2022 the volume of water that can be captured in harvestable rights dams in coastal draining catchments 
will increase from 10% to 30% of rainfall runoff.  

This could impact on the volume of flow that reaches rivers. The plan includes a requirement that the uptake 
of harvestable rights will be assessed at year 3 and then access, work approval and trade rules will be 
reviewed if the uptake is greater than 10% of rainfall runoff. 

The amendment provision can be found in Part 11 of the draft Plan. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? Why / why 

not? 

The draft plan proposes to establish access rules based on groundwater levels in Baerami Creek, Bylong 
River, Lower Goulburn River, Lower Wollombi Brook, Martindale Creek, and Widden Brook water sources and 
the Upper Middle Dart Brook, Lower Middle Brook and Kingdon Ponds, and Lower Dart Brook management 
zones of Dart Brook Water Source, and the Segenhoe Management Zone of the Pages River Water Source. 
The access rule define when a Cease to Pump (CtP) event would be triggered. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the relevant 

report cards. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values such as 

Groundwater 

Dependent Ecosystem? 

The flow reference 

point is the bore at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

Draft access rules based on groundwater levels 

Managing the risks of increased harvestable rights 
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The draft plan proposes to establish access rules in Hunter River Tidal Pool, Paterson River Tidal Pool and 
Wallis Creek Tidal sources based on salinity levels at Green Rocks. The access rules define when a Cease to 
Pump (CtP) event would be triggered. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the relevant report 

cards. 

How does the proposed 
CtP level in your water 
source impact on your 
current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 
your water source is 
practical to implement? 
Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 
provides enough 
protection for low flows 
and ecological values? 
Why / why not? 

The flow reference point 
is the point at which a 
CtP will be measured. Do 
you think this site is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not? 

Draft access rules in the Hunter River Tidal Pool, Paterson River Tidal Pool and Wallis Creek Tidal 
Pool water sources 
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Changes to access rules are being proposed in: Black Creek, Halls Creek, Upper Goulburn River, Merriwa 
River, Pages River, Upper Wollombi Brook, Paterson/Allyn Rivers and Upper Hunter River water sources and 
in the Upper Dart Brook Management Zone of the Dart Brook Water Source. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the relevant report 
cards. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values and low flows? 

Why / why not? 

The flow reference 

point is the location at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

Draft changes to access rules in surface water sources and management zones 
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The draft plan proposes to establish a new Upper Isis River Management Zone which will have new access 
rules.   

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the Isis River Water 
Source report card. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values and low flows? 

The flow reference 

point is the location at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

Draft changes to access rules in the Isis River Water Source 
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The draft plan proposes to establish a new Upper Williams River Management Zone which will have new 
access rules and also proposes slight changes to the access rules in the Williams River Management Zone. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the Williams River 
Water Source report card. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values and low flows 

The flow reference 

point is the location at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

The draft plan proposes prohibition of in-river dams on third order and larger streams in the following water 
sources: Williams River, Wallis Creek, Lower Wollombi Brook, Widden Brook, South Lake Macquarie and 
Munmurra River. These restrictions were not previously in place for these water sources, however the water 
sources were identified as having high ecological values 

The following water sources will continue to prohibit new in-river dams on third order or larger streams: Dora 
Creek, Glennies, Upper Paterson, Merriwa River, Newcastle, Paterson/Allyn Rivers, Rouchel Brook, Upper 
Goulburn River, Upper Hunter River, Upper Wollombi Brook. 

This section refers to Part 7 of the draft plan as well as in the relevant report cards. 

How would this impact 

on your current 

operations? 

Draft changes to access rules in the Williams River Water Source 

Prohibition of in-river dams in additional water sources 
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Works such as pumps, pipes, bores and weirs used for extracting water under licence require a water supply 
works approval. Rules controlling the granting of water supply works approvals or the nomination of water 
supply works are included in the Plan to minimise impacts on existing extraction and sensitive areas.  

The State Environmental Planning Policy (Coastal Management) 2018 (Coastal SEPP) identifies wetlands in 
order to protect their ecological values. There is a need for water sharing plans to recognise these same 
wetlands to ensure protection and alignment between regulatory objectives. The draft plan proposes to 
prohibit the granting of approvals for surface water or groundwater works if it would result in more than 
minimal harm to a wetland mapped under the Coastal SEPP.  
 
Coastal wetlands have been identified in the Dora Creek, Newcastle, North Lake Macquarie, South Lake 
Macquarie, Williams River, Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater and Lake Macquarie Coastal 
Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater water sources. 

This section refers to Part 7 of the draft plan 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? If not, 

why? 

 

 

 
  

New restrictions for new or replacement water supply works near SEPP wetlands 
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Works such as pumps, pipes, bores and weirs used for extracting water under licence require a water supply 
works approval. Rules controlling the granting of water supply works approvals or the nomination of water 
supply works are included in the Plan to minimise impacts on existing extraction and sensitive areas.  

These distance rules are contained in Part 7 of the plan. 

The draft plan proposes to 

expand protection of 

groundwater dependent 

ecosystems (GDEs) and 

includes a map that 

identifies potential high 

priority GDEs for which 

minimum setback 

distances may apply. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? If not, 

why? 

 

The draft plan proposes 

rules that require new 

groundwater works to be 

greater than 500m from a 

contamination source and 

200m from a culturally 

significant site. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? If not, 

why? 

 

Have you noticed any 

effects from extraction 

on water levels in the 

groundwater source? If 

so, please specify. 

 

 
  

New restrictions for new or replacement groundwater water supply works 
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The draft plan proposes to allow limited trade into some water sources. This change aims to improve the 
opportunity to trade into downstream water sources without increasing extractive stress to upstream and high-
risk freshwater ecosystems that were identified in the risk assessment undertaken as part of the draft plan 
development process. 
 
The changes would affect the following water sources: 
Widden Brook, Wallis Creek, North Lake Macquarie, Lower Goulburn River, Upper Goulburn River, Merriwa 

River, Lower Wollombi Brook, Doyles Creek, Newcastle, Paterson/Allyn Rivers, Upper Paterson River, 

Rouchel Brook and Wybong Creek. 

 

The trading rules are contained in Part 8 of the Plan and in the “Proposed Management Rules” section of the 

report cards. 

Do you have any 

comment on the 

changes proposed to 

trade rules between 

water sources? 

 

 

 

 
The draft plan proposes to remove some of the trade restrictions within water sources. These changes aim to 
improve the opportunity to trade without increasing extractive stress to high risk freshwater ecosystems that 
were identified in the risk assessment undertaken as part of the draft plan development process.  
 
The changes would affect the following water sources: 
Rouchel Brook, Upper Goulburn River, Wybong Creek, Pages River, Dart Brook, Muswellbrook, Jerrys, 

Luskintyre, Newcastle and Black Creek. 

 

The trading rules are contained in Part 8 of the Plan and in the “Proposed Management Rules” section of the 

report cards. 

Do you have any 

comment on the 

changes proposed to 

trade rules between 

water sources? 

 

 
  

Changes to between water source trade provisions 

Changes to within water source trade provisions 
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It is proposed to allow conversion from a standard access licence to an access licence that can only extract 
from high flows in the Upper Hunter River Water Source only. If a conversion is to occur the licence share 
component would increase by 2 times.  
 
The draft plan has removed the ability to convert to high flows in the Pages River, Isis River, Lower Wollombi 
Brook, Rouchel Brook and Paterson/Allyn Rivers water sources.  

 
Further details relating to this change can be found in Part 8 of the draft plan and background document as 

well as the report card for the relevant water sources. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? Why / why 

not? 

 

 

 

It is proposed to permit applications for specific purpose Aboriginal Community Development access 

licences in the Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater, the Lake Macquarie Coastal Floodplain 

Alluvial Groundwater, Dart Brook, Pages River, Rouchel Brook, Upper Goulburn River, Lower Goulburn 

River, Lower Wollombi Brook,and Upper Hunter River water sources. 

Further information can be found in Part 5 of the draft Plan 
 

Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not? 

 

 

 

Additional feedback 

The above sections relate to the key proposed changes from the current water sharing plan. However, 

comments on all aspects of the plan are welcome and encouraged. Please use the space below, or 

attachments if required or preferred. 

Do you have comments 

on any aspect of the 

draft plan? 

 

 
 

© State of New South Wales through Department of Planning, Industry and Environment 2020. The information contained in this 
publication is based on knowledge and understanding at the time of writing (December 2021). However, because of advances in 
knowledge, users are reminded of the need to ensure that the information upon which they rely is up to date and to check the currency 
of the information with the appropriate officer of the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment or the user’s independent 
adviser. 

Conversion to high flow access licences 

Application for Aboriginal Community Development access licences 



 
 Denman NSW 2328 

21st February 2022 

Submission for the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan 

To whom it may concern 

I am writing to you today to express my concerns regarding the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 
Water Sharing Plan changes. 

I have only recently purchased our farm on the Goulburn River in Denman and only did so due to the 
water license and water security for the farm. We paid dearly for the privilege of the said water 
infrastructure and have a business that relies on that water. For that water to be compromised 
means the end of our family farm and the VALUE of the farm, so if I am to sell up to go find better 
water security, the likelihood of selling for the value it is today will diminish dramatically. As I am 
sure that anyone would feel the stress, anxiety and not to mention the depression that comes with 
such a financially loss.  We bought this farm for our future generations security to continue farming.  

We DO NOT support the proposed CEASE TO PUMP rules, we have been through the last drought on 
this farm and never ran out of water during that time, We are farmers and look after our resources 
without them we have nothing, we all self-regulate in dry times and maintain that the underwater 
streams are not put under too much stress as this is our lifeline. If a cease to pump had been in place 
in the last drought we would have lost everything. We are still recovering mentally and financially 
from the last drought I really don’t think I would have survived emotionally with a cease to pump 
order on top of what we were already experiencing.  

I have data of the table dating back to the 2006 drought and spoken to many of the farmers and 
previous owners of our farm that were here during this time and again the water supply remained. 

I would also like to express my disappointment and disgust that the parties involved in putting this 
draught together, NO consideration for human value was taken, not only did they not speak to any 
farmers that would have been heavily impacted by this rule, but they did their very best to hide 
these changes. They have had this in discussion since May 2021 and we are given 4 weeks to get our 
heads around this and to put in our objections. Our farming community consists of a large amount of 
older generation of which don’t have computer access or knowledge and this is required to have to 
gain information and put in a submission.  

In reference to our river water, we have an upside-down river. When they make reference to the 
ecosystem that they have based these changes on effecting. Makes no sense they have little to no 
data on the impact that has been made. Unfortunately, every thing is under stress in a drought and I 
can’t see how that is plausible given that they have based findings only from the last drought, and 
silly enough the said ecosystem is alive and well showing full recovery. 

mailto:Jayne14@activ8.net.au


I have attended all meetings, Webinars that have been available to give me a better understanding 
on why and how these drafts are put together. All I have come away with is the data they have is 
either insufficient or non-existent to the plan they propose to implement. 

The monitoring of this new plan for Cease to Pump rule is going to be based on ONE measuring bore 
for the whole of the Lower Goulburn River, again this cannot be an accurate or adequate data to 
correctly gauge our water table. As most of us are on different tables and the distance varies greatly 
from the said measuring bore. 

This Cease to Pump rule would also have a huge impact during bush fires, how do we save our 
properties if we have had a cease to pump. I don’t think I need to explain the implications of no 
pump rule during this time. Imagine how dry it will be and how much fuel there will be for fires. 

Coming back to environment impacts, in the last drought we kept our own ecosystem well alive, 
when we irrigate we are providing food in the way of insects and pasture for the wildlife that would 
have otherwise moved on or died due to water and food drying up. We had an abundance of wildlife 
that moved into the irrigated areas. Frogs took refuge in our cattle troughs that we kept full just for 
these to continue to survive.  

We grow lucerne hay and cereal crops most of which are sold for cattle, sheep and horse feed. 
During the last drought our hay went as far as Queensland, Victoria and West NSW. So as you can 
see the impact will not be localised to our communities but far and wide supplying food that 
eventually will end up on your table. This would have a devastating effect for our food chain. 

Local business’s will also be impacted by this new rule, If I can’t grow my hay or stock my property 
with livestock, I will no longer require the services of these business’s nor will I afford to. If I was to 
have to sell my breeding stock under these conditions, I would never be able to replace them when 
these rules are lifted.  

We don’t have large dams or the capacity for large water storage for when these times occur. 

Our next major challenge is dealing with the Anxiety and depression with not knowing the outcome 
till 1 July 2022, and not being able to voice our concerns with the next plan they propose. 

I am sure that with the correct consultation with Farmers alike we could come to some sort of 
compromise, as said before we are happy to reduce our hours of pumping to ease any suspected 
stress on the water table but NO CEASE TO PUMP as I have said in previous, we want to maintain the 
table as it is our lifeline, but with a cease to pump rule we will won’t have a business or farm to 
sustain. 

I see more harm than good coming from these proposed changes, and sadly it will be the loss of 
human life that will pay the price. 



So in summary 

• A CTP rules would have the potential to devastate & destroy all farming industries &
businesses.

• Businesses would become non-existent

• This would then in turn devastate & impact on our local towns & communities.

• Major source of income & livelihood would be gone.

• Unable to produce feed/hay/grain for yourself & to sell to consumers

• Unable to keep core breeding stock because of no water or feed

• Feed if you can find it in a drought would be too expensive to buy

• CTP rules would put increased stress & pressure on farmers & water users. Financially,
physically, mentally & emotionally. Poor mental health & suicide rates would rise.

• No farms – no food, no produce. Where are consumers going to buy all their hay, meat, fruit,
vegetables, pet food. If you thought the price of all this was high during last drought, just
wait until farmers & water users go out of business because of CP rules.

• Farmers won’t come back to the land after having to sell all their stock during a drought.
Prices of cattle after a drought are so high you cannot afford to buy them back at that
increased price.

• The Goulburn River is referred to as an upside-down river, meaning that the water flows
underground even in times of high flow.

• It is unregulated as it has no dams or storage on it to control any flow.

• Water users on the Goulburn have been self-regulating for years & years. In dry times we
reduce our pumping times.

• As we are unmetered there is not enough accurate data to support how much water is
actually being used.

• There are not enough monitoring bores in correct locations to make accurate decisions such
as the CTP.

• Not enough real information to support CTP rules

• Drought is hard on everyone & everything. Mother Nature can be extremely tough like that.
In dry times & drought many wildlife, insects etc all come closer to live where we irrigate &
have water supplies for our livestock & feed. We have the availability to provide them with
food & water, keeping them alive.

• There is not enough real data, evidence & facts behind the CTP that says it will save the
Ecosystems. 10 years of data that includes 1 drought & some good years is not enough for
these rules to be based on. These studies need to be undertaken over many droughts,
floods, good & bad seasons.

• Saying a few various animals, plants etc are “predicted to occur” in these Ecosystems cannot
justify implementing the CTP ruling.

• If these Ecosystems survived the last drought, then they will survive on going droughts

• One monitoring bore is not enough to make the decision for when CTP rules state you can
stop & start to pump.

• There is too much conflicting information regarding water measurements from the
monitoring bore/s & your actual pumping site.

• The monitoring bore that you have to go off can be more than 20km away from you.

• If a CTP was applied during our last drought. It would have taken 90 days before you could
resume pumping. This is just too long and I would have lost all my crops.

• Telemetry readings are required on the monitoring bores daily. Water users need to have
access to this information to be able to make informed decisions on how & when they can
irrigate according to water levels.



• We do not support the Cease to Pump rule in anyway.

• Instead of CTP, we should be looking more at compromising how the water is managed.

• Trying to get your head around this Draft Water Sharing Plan & all the DPIE’s changes,
regulations, information, data, reports & all the extra information that you can find yourself
in their proposed time limit, isn’t possible & just makes this process all that much harder.

• We need extra time, an extension on the time limit.

• The changes that are proposed in this Draft Water Sharing Plan will not achieve the
economic, environmental & social goals that society seeks.

• We support local businesses; we spend our dollars locally. If farmers go our towns will
gradually die too.

• Farmers & water users are still recovering financially, physically, mentally & emotionally
from the last drought. These proposed regulations would only add & put increased stress &
pressure on farmers. Increasing poor mental health & suicide

Regards 
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Ameliaranne Michell

From: Ameliaranne Michell
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 2:48 PM
To: Ameliaranne Michell
Subject: FW:  27/2/22 10.28am NOT CONFIDENTIAL HUNTER FW: Submission 

for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated  and Alluvial
Attachments: CEASE TO PUMP SUBMISSION.docx

From: digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au 
<digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au> On Behalf Of 
digital.services@squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au 
Sent: Sunday, 27 February 2022 10:28 AM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 

Permission 
I would like my 
submission to be 
treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

I would like my 
personal details to be 
treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

Your details 
Are you making a 
submission as an 
individual or on behalf 
of an organisation?:  

Individual 

Which of the following 
best describes the kind 
of stakeholder you 
are?:  

Irrigator/farmer 

If you selected other, 
please state:  
Email address: 
Question 1.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO 

Question 1.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO 

Question 2.1 
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Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / 
why not?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 2.2 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / 
why not?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 3.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / 
why not?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 4.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT I AM NOT AFFECTED BY THIS OR PROPERLY AWARE OF THE ISSUES 

Question 4.2 

Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

The >4000uS/cm is not based on real-time data. Data from all along the Hunter and further 
real-time monitoring upstream from Greenrocks should be done. From 72 years running 
my farm in this area a threshold of that low would not allow me to irrigate most of the 
year. My business will not survive unless there is a much higher threshold. SEE ATTACHED 
SUBMISSION TO THIS. 

Question 4.3 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 4.4 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 4.5 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 5.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 6.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 7.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this NO COMMENT 
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aspect of the draft 
plan?:  
Question 8.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 8.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 9.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 10.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

NO COMMENT 

Question 11.1 
Comments on any 
aspect of the draft 
plan:  

SEE UPLOADED DOCUMENT 

Question 11.2 
Upload a submission or 
any supporting 
documents:  

CEASE TO PUMP SUBMISSION.docx, type application/vnd.openxmlformats-
officedocument.wordprocessingml.document, 17.6 KB 



SUBMISSIONS FOR CEASE TO PUMP: HUNTER RIVER TIDAL POOL 

My farm grows lucerne and various vegetables. We have farmed in this area for over 100 

years. Irrigation is vital to my farming activities at different times in the growing cycle. The 

most vital times are the Spring, Summer and Autumn periods. The cease to pump rule is most 

likely to be engaged during Summer and Autumn and will significantly impact the ability to 

grow lucerne and vegetable crops. That impact will then flow on to the viability of my 

business as a whole. 

The Hunter River has always at times had sensitivity to reduced freshwater inflows at times 

of low flow. The proposed cease to pump threshold of >4,000uS/cm for Hunter River at 

Green Rocks gauge (210432) is ridiculously low and fails to understand the historical 

experience and generational knowledge of farmers using the Hunter River.  

The Hunter River at Greenrocks has a natural rise in the river so the depth of the river from 

that point and upstream is shallower due to the Hunter Water pipe crossing the river at this 

point. This pipeline and the change it causes to the depth of the water at that point creates an 

increase in the salinity at that point due to the shallower water on the upstream side of 

Greenrocks. This is not new to local farmers using the river. Where the Greenrocks gauge is 

located is where you would expect the highest level of salinity to be. Monitoring at that point 

is not a true and accurate reflection of salinity in the tidal pool. 

The Department relies on the 2020 report from the Natural Resource Commission. The data 

within that report is not evidence based, but is reliant on modelling. The Department says that 

the data measured at Greenrocks reflects the whole tidal pool. There is no real basis for 

making that claim.  

Monitoring at other upstream areas would have a greater accuracy in measuring salinity. Why 

there has not been real-time monitoring in the last 10 years in preparation for the new water 

sharing plan would seem to be a question that should be answered. In the absence of real-time 

data the department should not be imposing a cease to pump threshold, or it should be 

imposing a much higher threshold of at least around >12,000uS/cm until such real-time data 

is available and can be properly assessed.  

If the data used for the cease to pump of >4000uS/cm is only based on modelling then it 

would seem open to challenge.  Any financial loss resulting from a threshold imposed 

without any in-field statistical data at different points along the tidal pool would seem to 

suggest claims for compensation would not be without merit. 

I am the third generation of my family to farm this land. I am 72 years old and have lived and 

worked this land my whole life. As farmers we have always monitored the salinity level of 

the Hunter River at times of low flow and dry conditions to ensure irrigation does not occur 

at a time when the salinity is to high. Our livelihood depends on the river and the health of 

the river. We do not irrigate unless it is necessary. Irrigation has electricity costs and is not 

done unless necessary. At our location (irrigation pump about ) we 

cease to pump when the salinity level is >2000uS/cm. 

If the >4000uS/cm at Greenrocks is the threshold for the cease to pump I cannot see that I 

would be able to irrigate often, if at all.   



The area of Phoenix Park where my farm (and many others affected by this cease to pump 

rule) is situated is zoned as RU1 Primary Production under the Maitland Local 

Environmental Plan 2011. One of the aims of the Plan is to protect productive agricultural 

land in the area. One of the ways the Plan does that is by imposing minimum acreage 

requirements to restrict rural residential development. The proposed cease to pump rule in my 

opinion will change the ability of Council to classify this land as RU1 ‘Primary Production’. 

It cannot be if it cannot sustain an agricultural business requiring irrigation. 

If I cannot run my business I will need to seek a review of the classification of my land to 

RU2 (Rural Landscape) to allow me to sell off smaller parcels within my total holding so I 

can survive once my business has ceased. I would anticipate this would be a common 

application to Council if the proposed cease to pump rule is legislated. Any refusal by 

Council would be able to be reviewed in the Land and Environment Court. 
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Submission: Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial 
Sources 2022 

Submission Made: Royston Murphy – Sledmere Stud 

Water Source: Upper Dart Brook 

Submission Date: 27 February 2022 

 

1. Introduction 

I, Royston Murphy, make the following submission to NSW Department of Planning & 
Environment in relation to the Draft Water Sharing Plan (WSP) for the Hunter Unregulated & 
Alluvial Sources 2022.  

As a water user, we are taking the opportunity to provide a submission in the Public Exhibition 
process on the Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Sources 2022.  

The key performance indicators and proposed reporting on the outcomes appear to be 
biased towards ecological objectives of the WSP and the impact on agricultural production 
in the region and on small landholders are given less emphasis. 

The WSP specifically affects our water source Dart Brook River Water Source and we have 
reviewed and considered the proposed plan and associated risk assessment affecting the 
management zone.  

2. My Business 

We operate a leading thoroughbred horse breeding facility of 700 acres in the Hunter. The 
facility has been operating since the 1920’s and has had a long history of breeding 
thoroughbreds.  

Our business supports and contributes to the thoroughbred and racing industry, both as an 
employer and as a breeding institution. Scone is the Centre of Excellence in the thoroughbred 
industry and so a lack of access to water in our Scone based property would cause 
detrimental impacts to our business and to the industry as a whole. 

As custodians of our land we continually review and evaluate the use of water to optimise the 
use of the land have taken active measures to draw water at a slower rate, store and use the 
water more efficiently and thus not starve the water system in times of high need. In order to 
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achieve this we have recently committed $750,000.00 in upgrades to our irrigation systems to 
ensure the most efficient use of our water resources. 

If we were unable to access adequate water sources, through the proposed cease to pump 
access rules it would be financially detrimental to our business and would have severe 
economic impacts upon countless stakeholders.  

At a local level our employees would lose their jobs, along with local contractors we use for 
repairs, maintenance of machinery, irrigation, fencing, and fertilising. 

3. Endorsement of the Hunter Valley Water Users Association Submission 

Whilst the purpose of this submission is to provide my own personal feedback on how 
the Draft WSP will impact upon my land and my business, I would also like to fully endorse 
the submission made by the Hunter Valley Water Users’ Association which 
encompasses a wide range of issues relative to my property. 

4. Objectives of the Draft Water Management Plan  

Water Sharing Plans are vital in the long-term management of water supply to maintain 
and produce critical supply of water in the catchment whilst sustaining the environment. 

The following objectives have been identified in the draft WSP:  

(a) To protect, and where possible enhance and restore, the condition of the water 
sources and their water-dependent ecosystems. 
 

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, access to water to optimise economic 
benefits for agriculture, water dependent industries and local economies.  

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, the spiritual, social, and customary, and 
 economic values and uses of water by Aboriginal people.  

(c) To provide access to water to support water dependant social and cultural values. 

These objectives meet the needs of all stakeholders however there are several key issues 
which have been identified that affect the nature and operations of our landholding. 
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5. Key Issues 

We are water users who responsibly manage water use cognizant that water is a finite 
natural resource. We believe that there has been an excessive emphasis placed in the 
draft WSP to meet objective 3(a) and 3(c). In addition, there has been a lack of 
transparency surrounding DPIE decisions that seemingly result in a contravention of the 
objective 3(b).  

In consideration of this, I support the recommendation of the Hunter Valley Water Users 
Association (HVWUA) that the DPIE release an Ecological Impact Study to further assess 
the critical issues raised by the Draft WSP. 

It appears that the broader water use of the upper catchment may be severely impacted 
and is likely to cause economic detriment especially to agricultural holdings of the Upper 
Hunter. Below is a list of the major concerns for myself and my business: 

(a) Consultation Process 

• Given the widespread impact of the draft WSP upon landholders, agricultural 
holdings and associated businesses, it is imperative that impacted parties are 
given reasonable opportunity to provide relevant feedback on a regulatory 
instrument that is to regulate water use for the next 10 years. 

• January and February are particularly busy months in the thoroughbred 
industry. The limited consultation period offered has been disappointingly 
unsatisfactory given that the Department told water users at a meeting in May 
2021 that the WSP would be ready for public exhibition in September 2021. 

• I would like to fully support the Hunter Valley Water Users Association’s 
recommendation that the public exhibition period for the WSP should be 
extended to 40 business days, instead of 40 days, making the new end date 
15 March. 

(b) Updated  Definition of Long-Term Average Annual Extraction Limit (LTAAEL) to 
 include Basic Landholder Rights and Harvestable Rights  

• The LTAAEL is an important instrument for the management of water. The 
definition in the draft WSP for the standard LTAAEL is the sum of all licenced 
entitlements, stock and domestic rights, native title rights and harvestable rights 
at the commencement of the WSP. 

• However, there is no supporting evidence on how the department modelled and 
estimated the amount of water required to satisfy stock and domestic use. 

• The calculation of the standard LTAAEL should not occur until improved data 
systems have been implemented across the region. 

• The ceiling placed on long-term average annual extraction limit (LTAAEL) should 
be imposed once further data is available and collated.  

• We are concerned that the standard LTAAEL was calculated using 10% of rainfall 
run off limit across the region. However, an announcement on 10 November 2021 
confirms that landholders in coastal draining catchments undertaking extensive 
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agriculture can capture up to 30% of the average rainwater run-off for their 
Harvestable right. 

• Further, the method to calculate the LTAAEL did not consider the change in 
season and factors affecting different aquifers at different sites. 

• We are concerned that this additional allowance will affect the LTAAEL and the 
calculations should be amended to reflect the additional harvestable rights given 
to users in the coastal regions.  

(c) Location of Monitoring Bores & Modelling 

• The location of the monitoring bores in the Upper Hunter are in many cases too 
far from the actual extraction sites and thus the proposed cease to pump access 
rules may have no relevance to the actual extraction site. 

• The change in seasonal conditions affect wells and bores differently. As a 
responsible landowner we understand the seasonal effects and plan the use of 
our land accordingly. 

(d) Cease to Pump  

• The proposed Cease to Pump (CTP) access rule of Water Management Zone 
Upper Dart Brook have a significant impact on the ongoing economic viability of 
our land and water rights.  

• If an extended CTP is initiated there will be extensive and potentially devastating 
impacts on the everyday operations on landholders. It is imperative that the DPIE 
allows landholders to participate in thorough, transparent, and extensive 
consultation. 

• The current draft WSP for Upper Dart Brook states that a CTP is to occur when 
there is no visible flow at Dart Brook at Yarrandi Bridge gauge #210124. 

• The proposed new CTP rule dictates that you must cease to pump when. Once a 
cease to pump has come into effect, pumping may not resume until the distance 
to the groundwater below the measure flows in Dart Brook at the Yarrandi bridge 
gauge #210124 are equal to or less than 1ML/day or there is no visible flow at 
the pump site. 

• The implementation of the new access rules and establishment of new cease to 
pump rules are likely to negatively impact the everyday operations. 

• These new rules are likely to have the following economic impacts: 
 
1. Inability to grow the feed required to maintain the thoroughbred operations;  
2. Inability to retain our clients horses on the farm thus significantly reducing 

our capacity to breed, train and rehabilitate horses in the thoroughbred 
racing industry; 

3. Inability to retain our employees, causing unemployment in the local area ; 
4. Increased transport cost and supply costs  
5. Increased operational costs in obtaining additional feed for our own stock; 

and  
6. Flow on economic impact in the local economy, such as contractors and 

visitors to the local area who come to view their horses at the farm. 
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• The proposed CTP triggers have no impact on the reliability on water access 
licences in the draft WSP.  

• This one size fits all approach to water use does not consider the seasonal effects 
upon groundwater levels at various bore and well sites. Landholders knowledge 
of their water assets performance across seasons have ensured that we have 
been able to continue to access water in the most severe drought conditions. 

• We do not believe that the proposed changes consider the broader economic 
implications to the local community if extended CTP order is initiated and remains 
in place for an extended period. 

• The proposed CTP rules would have a substantial impact upon our business and 
local industry as a whole.  

(e) Additional Costs to Operation 

• We will be required to obtain additional water from elsewhere to maintain 
operations of the business. 

• The requirement to log in to real time data websites prior to any extraction may 
impact upon farm operations and may reduce productivity. Some areas do not 
have adequate mobile access to log in to the site from the well or bore site, and 
this will increase time and costs. 

• We would suggest that the department send an email or text message when 
cease to pump is to be enacted as they do for the Hunter Regulated Users. 

(f) Metering Conditions 

• Proposed metering requirements highlighted in the draft WSP may place a 
particularly onerous financial burden upon my business. Although I understand 
the need for water users to observe their role as environmental custodians, the 
costly exercise of installing AS4747 Meters to existing pumps/bores will likely have 
a significant impact upon the operations of my business. 

• Given the weight of this likely financial impact, I support the recommendations 
from the Hunter Valley Water Users Association that the metering requirements of 
the WSP be brought in line with the NSW Non-Urban Metering Policy, including 
the minimum threshold of 100mm for water users to install AS4747 meters. 

(g) Conversion of High-Flow Access License 

• An important strategic aspect of water usage is the pumping of water into water 
storage systems during times of high flow. This not only improves reliability of 
water access but generally has a lesser impact upon the ecosystem during times 
of low flow. This idea directly satisfies objectives (a) and (b) of the WSP. 

• Whilst I understand the potential impact that this strategic water use can have 
upon downstream water users,  I believe it is important to be able to have the 
opportunity to access at high level flows when the opportunity presents. Further 
studies should be undertaken to select an appropriate threshold for high flow 
access use. 

6. Conclusion 

The draft WSP appears to be focussed on meeting State-wide initiatives and does not take 
into account the impacts on small landholdings, stock numbers on properties or land size. 
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I would like to reiterate that: 

• The department has not provided sufficient modelling or economic impact assessment 
on the proposed changes.  

• The draft WSP appears to be bias to meeting objecting (a) and (c).  
• The CTP is likely to be economically detrimental to the long-term operations of our 

business.  
• We were able to maintain our operations during previous drought conditions as part of 

Thoroughbred industry that is a vital part of the NSW economy. 
• The CTP blanket approach being proposed does not take into account local landowners 

knowledge of the water source and will have serious consequences to our business 
remaining viable in the longer term. 

• The economic flow-on effect to local business and industry suppliers would be immense.  

Royston Murphy 

Sledmere Stud 
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Submission: Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial 
Sources 2022 

Submission Made:  

Water Source: Upper Dart Brook 

Submission Date: 27 February 2022 

 

1. Introduction 

I, Royston Murphy, make the following submission to NSW Department of Planning & 
Environment in relation to the Draft Water Sharing Plan (WSP) for the Hunter Unregulated & 
Alluvial Sources 2022.  

As a water user, we are taking the opportunity to provide a submission in the Public Exhibition 
process on the Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Sources 2022.  

The key performance indicators and proposed reporting on the outcomes appear to be 
biased towards ecological objectives of the WSP and the impact on agricultural production 
in the region and on small landholders are given less emphasis. 

The WSP specifically affects our water source Dart Brook River Water Source and we have 
reviewed and considered the proposed plan and associated risk assessment affecting the 
management zone.  

2. My Business 

We operate a leading thoroughbred horse breeding facility of 700 acres in the Hunter. The 
facility has been operating since the 1920’s and has had a long history of breeding 
thoroughbreds.  

Our business supports and contributes to the thoroughbred and racing industry, both as an 
employer and as a breeding institution. Scone is the Centre of Excellence in the thoroughbred 
industry and so a lack of access to water in our Scone based property would cause 
detrimental impacts to our business and to the industry as a whole. 

As custodians of our land we continually review and evaluate the use of water to optimise the 
use of the land have taken active measures to draw water at a slower rate, store and use the 
water more efficiently and thus not starve the water system in times of high need. In order to 
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achieve this we have recently committed $750,000.00 in upgrades to our irrigation systems to 
ensure the most efficient use of our water resources. 

If we were unable to access adequate water sources, through the proposed cease to pump 
access rules it would be financially detrimental to our business and would have severe 
economic impacts upon countless stakeholders.  

At a local level our employees would lose their jobs, along with local contractors we use for 
repairs, maintenance of machinery, irrigation, fencing, and fertilising. 

3. Endorsement of the Hunter Valley Water Users Association Submission 

Whilst the purpose of this submission is to provide my own personal feedback on how 
the Draft WSP will impact upon my land and my business, I would also like to fully endorse 
the submission made by the Hunter Valley Water Users’ Association which 
encompasses a wide range of issues relative to my property. 

4. Objectives of the Draft Water Management Plan  

Water Sharing Plans are vital in the long-term management of water supply to maintain 
and produce critical supply of water in the catchment whilst sustaining the environment. 

The following objectives have been identified in the draft WSP:  

(a) To protect, and where possible enhance and restore, the condition of the water 
sources and their water-dependent ecosystems. 
 

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, access to water to optimise economic 
benefits for agriculture, water dependent industries and local economies.  

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, the spiritual, social, and customary, and 
 economic values and uses of water by Aboriginal people.  

(c) To provide access to water to support water dependant social and cultural values. 

These objectives meet the needs of all stakeholders however there are several key issues 
which have been identified that affect the nature and operations of our landholding. 
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5. Key Issues 

We are water users who responsibly manage water use cognizant that water is a finite 
natural resource. We believe that there has been an excessive emphasis placed in the 
draft WSP to meet objective 3(a) and 3(c). In addition, there has been a lack of 
transparency surrounding DPIE decisions that seemingly result in a contravention of the 
objective 3(b).  

In consideration of this, I support the recommendation of the Hunter Valley Water Users 
Association (HVWUA) that the DPIE release an Ecological Impact Study to further assess 
the critical issues raised by the Draft WSP. 

It appears that the broader water use of the upper catchment may be severely impacted 
and is likely to cause economic detriment especially to agricultural holdings of the Upper 
Hunter. Below is a list of the major concerns for myself and my business: 

(a) Consultation Process 

• Given the widespread impact of the draft WSP upon landholders, agricultural 
holdings and associated businesses, it is imperative that impacted parties are 
given reasonable opportunity to provide relevant feedback on a regulatory 
instrument that is to regulate water use for the next 10 years. 

• January and February are particularly busy months in the thoroughbred 
industry. The limited consultation period offered has been disappointingly 
unsatisfactory given that the Department told water users at a meeting in May 
2021 that the WSP would be ready for public exhibition in September 2021. 

• I would like to fully support the Hunter Valley Water Users Association’s 
recommendation that the public exhibition period for the WSP should be 
extended to 40 business days, instead of 40 days, making the new end date 
15 March. 

(b) Updated  Definition of Long-Term Average Annual Extraction Limit (LTAAEL) to 
 include Basic Landholder Rights and Harvestable Rights  

• The LTAAEL is an important instrument for the management of water. The 
definition in the draft WSP for the standard LTAAEL is the sum of all licenced 
entitlements, stock and domestic rights, native title rights and harvestable rights 
at the commencement of the WSP. 

• However, there is no supporting evidence on how the department modelled and 
estimated the amount of water required to satisfy stock and domestic use. 

• The calculation of the standard LTAAEL should not occur until improved data 
systems have been implemented across the region. 

• The ceiling placed on long-term average annual extraction limit (LTAAEL) should 
be imposed once further data is available and collated.  

• We are concerned that the standard LTAAEL was calculated using 10% of rainfall 
run off limit across the region. However, an announcement on 10 November 2021 
confirms that landholders in coastal draining catchments undertaking extensive 
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agriculture can capture up to 30% of the average rainwater run-off for their 
Harvestable right. 

• Further, the method to calculate the LTAAEL did not consider the change in 
season and factors affecting different aquifers at different sites. 

• We are concerned that this additional allowance will affect the LTAAEL and the 
calculations should be amended to reflect the additional harvestable rights given 
to users in the coastal regions.  

(c) Location of Monitoring Bores & Modelling 

• The location of the monitoring bores in the Upper Hunter are in many cases too 
far from the actual extraction sites and thus the proposed cease to pump access 
rules may have no relevance to the actual extraction site. 

• The change in seasonal conditions affect wells and bores differently. As a 
responsible landowner we understand the seasonal effects and plan the use of 
our land accordingly. 

(d) Cease to Pump  

• The proposed Cease to Pump (CTP) access rule of Water Management Zone 
Upper Dart Brook have a significant impact on the ongoing economic viability of 
our land and water rights.  

• If an extended CTP is initiated there will be extensive and potentially devastating 
impacts on the everyday operations on landholders. It is imperative that the DPIE 
allows landholders to participate in thorough, transparent, and extensive 
consultation. 

• The current draft WSP for Upper Dart Brook states that a CTP is to occur when 
there is no visible flow at Dart Brook at Yarrandi Bridge gauge #210124. 

• The proposed new CTP rule dictates that you must cease to pump when. Once a 
cease to pump has come into effect, pumping may not resume until the distance 
to the groundwater below the measure flows in Dart Brook at the Yarrandi bridge 
gauge #210124 are equal to or less than 1ML/day or there is no visible flow at 
the pump site. 

• The implementation of the new access rules and establishment of new cease to 
pump rules are likely to negatively impact the everyday operations. 

• These new rules are likely to have the following economic impacts: 
 
1. Inability to grow the feed required to maintain the thoroughbred operations;  
2. Inability to retain our clients horses on the farm thus significantly reducing 

our capacity to breed, train and rehabilitate horses in the thoroughbred 
racing industry; 

3. Inability to retain our employees, causing unemployment in the local area ; 
4. Increased transport cost and supply costs  
5. Increased operational costs in obtaining additional feed for our own stock; 

and  
6. Flow on economic impact in the local economy, such as contractors and 

visitors to the local area who come to view their horses at the farm. 
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• The proposed CTP triggers have no impact on the reliability on water access 
licences in the draft WSP.  

• This one size fits all approach to water use does not consider the seasonal effects 
upon groundwater levels at various bore and well sites. Landholders knowledge 
of their water assets performance across seasons have ensured that we have 
been able to continue to access water in the most severe drought conditions. 

• We do not believe that the proposed changes consider the broader economic 
implications to the local community if extended CTP order is initiated and remains 
in place for an extended period. 

• The proposed CTP rules would have a substantial impact upon our business and 
local industry as a whole.  

(e) Additional Costs to Operation 

• We will be required to obtain additional water from elsewhere to maintain 
operations of the business. 

• The requirement to log in to real time data websites prior to any extraction may 
impact upon farm operations and may reduce productivity. Some areas do not 
have adequate mobile access to log in to the site from the well or bore site, and 
this will increase time and costs. 

• We would suggest that the department send an email or text message when 
cease to pump is to be enacted as they do for the Hunter Regulated Users. 

(f) Metering Conditions 

• Proposed metering requirements highlighted in the draft WSP may place a 
particularly onerous financial burden upon my business. Although I understand 
the need for water users to observe their role as environmental custodians, the 
costly exercise of installing AS4747 Meters to existing pumps/bores will likely have 
a significant impact upon the operations of my business. 

• Given the weight of this likely financial impact, I support the recommendations 
from the Hunter Valley Water Users Association that the metering requirements of 
the WSP be brought in line with the NSW Non-Urban Metering Policy, including 
the minimum threshold of 100mm for water users to install AS4747 meters. 

(g) Conversion of High-Flow Access License 

• An important strategic aspect of water usage is the pumping of water into water 
storage systems during times of high flow. This not only improves reliability of 
water access but generally has a lesser impact upon the ecosystem during times 
of low flow. This idea directly satisfies objectives (a) and (b) of the WSP. 

• Whilst I understand the potential impact that this strategic water use can have 
upon downstream water users,  I believe it is important to be able to have the 
opportunity to access at high level flows when the opportunity presents. Further 
studies should be undertaken to select an appropriate threshold for high flow 
access use. 

6. Conclusion 

The draft WSP appears to be focussed on meeting State-wide initiatives and does not take 
into account the impacts on small landholdings, stock numbers on properties or land size. 
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I would like to reiterate that: 

• The department has not provided sufficient modelling or economic impact assessment 
on the proposed changes.  

• The draft WSP appears to be bias to meeting objecting (a) and (c).  
• The CTP is likely to be economically detrimental to the long-term operations of our 

business.  
• We were able to maintain our operations during previous drought conditions as part of 

Thoroughbred industry that is a vital part of the NSW economy. 
• The CTP blanket approach being proposed does not take into account local landowners 

knowledge of the water source and will have serious consequences to our business 
remaining viable in the longer term. 

• The economic flow-on effect to local business and industry suppliers would be immense.  
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Submission: Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial 
Sources 2022 

Submission Made:  

Water Source: Lower Dartbrook Management Zone 

Submission Date: 27 February 2022 

 

1. Introduction 

I, , make the following submission to NSW Department of Planning & 
Environment in relation to the Draft Water Sharing Plan (WSP) for the Hunter Unregulated 
& Alluvial Sources 2022.  

As a water user, we are taking the opportunity to provide a submission in the Public 
Exhibition process on the Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial 
Sources 2022.  

The key performance indicators and proposed reporting on the outcomes appear to be 
biased towards ecological objectives of the WSP and the impact on agricultural 
production in the region and on small landholders are given less emphasis. 

The WSP specifically affects our water source Lower Dartbrook and we have reviewed 
and considered the proposed plan and associated risk assessment affecting the 
management zone.  

2. My Business 

I own a prestige thoroughbred stud in Scone. There are upwards of 400 thoroughbred 
horses on the property at any one time, both those belong to us and those belonging to 
outside clients. 

Our business supports and contributes greatly to the thoroughbred and racing industry, 
both as an employer and as a breeding institution. Scone is the Centre of Excellence in 
the thoroughbred industry, and so, lack of access to water in our Scone-based property 
would cause detrimental impacts to our business and to the industry as a whole. 
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3. Endorsement of the Hunter Valley Water Users Association Submission 

Whilst the purpose of this submission is to provide my own personal feedback on how 
the Draft WSP will impact upon my land and my business, I would also like to fully endorse 
the submission made by the Hunter Valley Water Users’ Association which 
encompasses a wide range of issues relative to my property. 

4. Objectives of the Draft Water Management Plan  

Water Sharing Plans are vital in the long-term management of water supply to maintain 
and produce critical supply of water in the catchment whilst sustaining the environment. 

The following objectives have been identified in the draft WSP:  

(a) To protect, and where possible enhance and restore, the condition of the water 
sources and their water-dependent ecosystems. 
 

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, access to water to optimise economic 
benefits for agriculture, water dependent industries and local economies.  

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, the spiritual, social, and customary, and 
 economic values and uses of water by Aboriginal people.  

(c) To provide access to water to support water dependant social and cultural values. 

These objectives meet the needs of all stakeholders however there are several key issues 
which have been identified that affect the nature and operations of our landholding. 

5. Key Issues 

We rely upon and manage water usage with awareness that water is a finite natural 
resource.  I believe that there has been an excessive emphasis placed in the Draft WSP 
to meet objective 3(a) and 3(c). In addition, there has been a lack of transparency 
surrounding DPIE decisions that seemingly result in a contravention of the objective 3(b).  

In consideration of this, I support the recommendation of the Hunter Valley Water Users 
Association (HVWUA) that the DPIE release an Ecological Impact Study to further assess 
the critical issues raised by the Draft WSP. 
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The broader water use of the upper catchment may be severely impacted and is likely to 
cause economic detriment to agricultural holdings of the Upper Hunter. Below is a list of 
the major concerns for myself and my business: 

(a) Consultation Process 

• Given the widespread impact of the draft WSP upon landholders, agricultural 
holdings and associated businesses, it is imperative that impacted parties are 
given reasonable opportunity to provide relevant feedback on a regulatory 
instrument that is to regulate water use for the next 10 years. 
 

• January and February are particularly busy months in the thoroughbred 
industry. The limited consultation period offered has been disappointingly 
unsatisfactory given that the Department told water users at a meeting in May 
2021 that the WSP would be ready for public exhibition in September 2021. 
 

• I would like to fully support the Hunter Valley Water Users Association’s 
recommendation that the public exhibition period for the WSP should be 
extended to 40 business days, instead of 40 days, making the new end date 
15 March. 

(b) Updated  Definition of Long-Term Average Annual Extraction Limit (LTAAEL) to 
 include Basic Landholder Rights and Harvestable Rights  

• The LTAAEL is an important instrument for the management of water. The 
standard LTAAEL is the sum of all licenced entitlements, stock and domestic 
rights, native title rights and harvestable rights at the commencement of the WSP. 
 

• However, there is no supporting evidence on how the department modelled and 
estimated the amount of water required to satisfy stock and domestic use. 
 

• The implementation of the standard LTAAEL should not occur until improved data 
systems have been implemented. 
 

• The ceiling placed on long-term average annual extraction limit (LTAAEL) should 
be imposed once further data is available and collated.  

 
• We are concerned that the standard LTAAEL has been calculated to include 10% 

of rainfall run off limit across the region. However, an announcement on 10 
November 2021 confirms that landholders in coastal draining catchments 
undertaking extensive agriculture can capture up to 30% of the average rainwater 
run-off from their property for Harvestable right dams. 

 
• Further, the method to calculate the LTAAEL does not consider the change in 

season and factors affecting different aquifers at different sites. 
 

• We are concerned that this additional allowance will affect the LTAAEL and the 
calculations should be amended to reflect the additional harvestable rights.  

(c) Location of Monitoring Bores & Modelling 
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The location of the monitoring bores in the Upper Hunter are in many cases too 
far from the actual extraction sites and thus the proposed cease to pump access 
rules may have no relevance to the actual extraction site. 

(d) Cease to Pump  

• The proposed Cease to Pump (CTP) access rule of Water Source Lower Dartbrook 
will have a significant impact on the ongoing economic viability of our land and 
water rights.  
 

• Given the extensive and potentially devastating impacts of CTP triggers on the 
everyday business on landholders, it is imperative that the DPIE allows 
landholders to participate in thorough, transparent, and extensive consultation. 
 

• The current WSP for Water Source Lower Dartbrook holds no restrictions 
regarding access rules to pump. 

 
• The proposed rules dictate that water users must cease to pump when the 

distance to the groundwater below the measuring point at monitoring bore 
#GW080433 is at or greater than 9.71m. Once a cease to pump has come into 
effect, pumping may not resume until the distance to the groundwater below the 
measuring point at the monitoring bore #GW080433 is at or less than 9.23m. 
 

• The implementation of the new access rules and establishment of new cease to 
pump rules in some cases are likely to negatively impact the everyday operations 
and use of the land. These new rules may have the following economic impacts: 
 
1. Inability to grow the feed required to maintain the agricultural activities 

required for the thoroughbred industry;  
2. Increased transport costs/supply costs to operate the facility;  
3. Increased operational costs in obtaining additional feed and water; and  
4. Inability to maintain current workforce given excessive feed and water costs 

and the likely reduction in being to sustain the number of horses on the 
property. 

 
• The CTP triggers have no impact on the reliability on water access licences in the 

WSP.  
 

• We do not believe that the proposed changes consider the broader economic 
implications to the local community if extended CTP order is initiated and 
remains in place for an extended period. 

(e) Additional Costs to Operation 

• We will need to buy more water and feed to maintain the stock on the property. 
The cost to do so on such a large scale would be hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. This would not be economically viable to our business. 
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• The requirement to log in to real time data websites prior to any extraction will 
actively impact upon farm operations and cause undue delays. Some areas do 
not have adequate mobile access to log in to the site from the well or bore site, 
and this will significantly increase time and costs. 
 

• We would suggest that the department send a text message when cease to 
pump is enacted as they do for the Hunter Regulated Users. 

(f) Metering Conditions 

• Proposed metering requirements highlighted in the draft WSP may place a 
particularly onerous financial burden upon my business. Although I understand 
the need for water users to observe their role as environmental custodians, the 
costly exercise of installing AS4747 Meters to existing pumps/bores will likely have 
a significant impact upon the operations of my business. 
 

• Given the weight of this likely financial impact, I support the recommendations 
from the Hunter Valley Water Users Association that the metering requirements of 
the WSP be brought in line with the NSW Non-Urban Metering Policy, including 
the minimum threshold of 100mm for water users to install AS4747 meters. 

(g) Conversion of High-Flow Access License 

• An important strategic aspect of water usage is the pumping of water into water 
storage systems during times of high flow. This not only improves reliability of 
water access but generally has a lesser impact upon the ecosystem during times 
of low flow. This idea directly satisfies objectives (a) and (b) of the WSP. 

• However, the proposal to remove high-flow access licenses from the Pages River, 
Isis River, Lower Wollombi Brook, Rouchel Brook and Paterson/Allyn rivers and 
water sources is particularly concerning, and seemingly in contravention of the 
objectives (a) and (b). 

• Whilst I understand the potential impact that this strategic water use can have 
upon downstream water users,  I believe it is important to be able to have the 
opportunity to access at high level flows when the opportunity presents. Further 
studies should be undertaken to select an appropriate threshold for high flow 
access use. 

6. Conclusion 

The proposed WSP is focussed on meeting State-wide initiatives and does not take into 
account the impacts on small landholdings, stock numbers on properties or land size. 

I would like to reiterate that: 

• The department has not provided sufficient modelling or economic impact assessment 
on the proposed changes.  

• The draft WSP appears to be bias to meeting objecting (a) and (c).  
• The CTP is likely to be economically detrimental to the long-term operations of our 

business. 
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• If the draft WSP were to come into effect, it would not be economically viable to continue 
operations of our business. We would be forced to shut down the business. 

• The thoroughbred industry is a critical industry to the region; without adequate access to 
water, the industry as a whole would suffer. 
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Office use only Submission number 

How to fill out this form 

The department is seeking your comments on the draft replacement Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter 

Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sources 2022. 

For general background about the draft plan development, proposed changes and the finalisation process 

please refer to the background and proposed changes documents. For water source specific details 

including proposed rules, please see the water source report cards.  

Key issues and changes have been summarised in this submission form, although comment on all 

aspects of the water sharing plan is welcome. For water source specific details including rules, please see 

the water source report cards. More detailed comments are welcomed as attachments.  

Send completed submissions to: 

Post: WSP Comments for the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan, 

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment 

Locked Bag 26 

Gosford NSW 2250 

Email: hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au 

Note: Submissions close 27 February 2022 

Information on privacy and confidentiality 

Submissions received by NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment for the proposed 

amendments will be considered by the department and the Coastal Water Planning and Policy Working 

Group to review and inform the draft amendments.  The department values your input and accepts that 

information you provide may be private and personal. 

If you would prefer your submission or your personal details to be treated as confidential, please indicate 

this by ticking the relevant box below. 

If you do not make a request for confidentiality, the department may make your submission, including any 

personal details contained in the submission, available to the public. 

Please note that, regardless of a request for confidentiality, the department may be required by law to 

release copies of submissions to third parties in accordance with the Government Information (Public 

Access) Act 2009. 

I would like my submission to be treated as confidential ☐ Yes ☐No

I would like my personal details to be treated as confidential ☐ Yes ☐No
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Postal Address 

Telephone 

Email address 

Stakeholder Group 

(please indicate which of the 

following best represents your 

interest by ticking one box) 

 Irrigation Interests 

 Fishing Interests 

 Local Govt./ Utilities 

 Aboriginal Interest 

 Local Landholder 

 Other (specify) 

 Environment Interests 

 Community Member 

If your comments refer 

to a specific water 

source, which one? 

Attach extra pages if required 
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The draft plan proposes to establish the Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater and the Lake 
Macquarie Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater water sources. The long-term limits on extractions are 
proposed based on a proportion of recharge. Additional water for licensed take may be made available 
through controlled allocations in the future.  

Further details relating to this change can be found in Part 1 of the draft plan, the background document as 
well as the report cards for the Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater Water Source and the Lake 
Macquarie Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater Water Source. 

Do you have any 

comments on this 

aspect of the draft plan? 

The replacement plan creates two long term average annual extraction limits (LTAAELs). 

• The Standard LTAAEL which sets a limit on extraction from all flows except for higher flows.

• The Higher flow LTAAEL that manages extractions that can only take from higher flows.
The reason for the two extraction limits is to limit extractions from all other flows and encourage extraction
from higher flows.
The Standard LTAAEL includes all basic landholder rights extraction including from harvestable rights dams.
If there is a growth in uptake of harvestable rights that increases total annual extraction to above the Standard
LTAAEL by more than 5% then there will be reduced water allocated to licenced water users in the following
year.

Further details relating to this change can be found in Part 4 of the draft plan, and the background document. 

Do you think it is 

appropriate to have two 

LTAAEL’s? Why / why 

not? 

Do you think the 

proposed compliance of 

the LTAAELs are 

appropriate? Why / why 

not? 

Long Term Average Annual Extraction Limit 

New Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater Water Sources 
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In 2022 the volume of water that can be captured in harvestable rights dams in coastal draining catchments 
will increase from 10% to 30% of rainfall runoff.  

This could impact on the volume of flow that reaches rivers. The plan includes a requirement that the uptake 
of harvestable rights will be assessed at year 3 and then access, work approval and trade rules will be 
reviewed if the uptake is greater than 10% of rainfall runoff. 

The amendment provision can be found in Part 11 of the draft Plan. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? Why / why 

not? 

The draft plan proposes to establish access rules based on groundwater levels in Baerami Creek, Bylong 
River, Lower Goulburn River, Lower Wollombi Brook, Martindale Creek, and Widden Brook water sources and 
the Upper Middle Dart Brook, Lower Middle Brook and Kingdon Ponds, and Lower Dart Brook management 
zones of Dart Brook Water Source, and the Segenhoe Management Zone of the Pages River Water Source. 
The access rule define when a Cease to Pump (CtP) event would be triggered. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the relevant 

report cards. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values such as 

Groundwater 

Dependent Ecosystem? 

The flow reference 

point is the bore at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

Draft access rules based on groundwater levels 

Managing the risks of increased harvestable rights 
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The draft plan proposes to establish access rules in Hunter River Tidal Pool, Paterson River Tidal Pool and 
Wallis Creek Tidal sources based on salinity levels at Green Rocks. The access rules define when a Cease to 
Pump (CtP) event would be triggered. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the relevant report 

cards. 

How does the proposed 
CtP level in your water 
source impact on your 
current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 
your water source is 
practical to implement? 
Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 
provides enough 
protection for low flows 
and ecological values? 
Why / why not? 

The flow reference point 
is the point at which a 
CtP will be measured. Do 
you think this site is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not? 

Draft access rules in the Hunter River Tidal Pool, Paterson River Tidal Pool and Wallis Creek Tidal 
Pool water sources 
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Changes to access rules are being proposed in: Black Creek, Halls Creek, Upper Goulburn River, Merriwa 
River, Pages River, Upper Wollombi Brook, Paterson/Allyn Rivers and Upper Hunter River water sources and 
in the Upper Dart Brook Management Zone of the Dart Brook Water Source. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the relevant report 
cards. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values and low flows? 

Why / why not? 

The flow reference 

point is the location at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

Draft changes to access rules in surface water sources and management zones 
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The draft plan proposes to establish a new Upper Isis River Management Zone which will have new access 
rules.   

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the Isis River Water 
Source report card. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values and low flows? 

The flow reference 

point is the location at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

Draft changes to access rules in the Isis River Water Source 
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The draft plan proposes to establish a new Upper Williams River Management Zone which will have new 
access rules and also proposes slight changes to the access rules in the Williams River Management Zone. 

This section refers to Part 6 of the Plan and “Proposed Management Rules” section of the Williams River 
Water Source report card. 

How does the proposed 

CtP level in your water 

source impact on your 

current operations? 

Do you think the CtP in 

your water source is 

practical to implement? 

Why / why not? 

Do you think the CtP 

provides enough 

protection for ecological 

values and low flows 

The flow reference 

point is the location at 

which a CtP will be 

measured. Do you think 

this site is appropriate? 

Why / why not? 

The draft plan proposes prohibition of in-river dams on third order and larger streams in the following water 
sources: Williams River, Wallis Creek, Lower Wollombi Brook, Widden Brook, South Lake Macquarie and 
Munmurra River. These restrictions were not previously in place for these water sources, however the water 
sources were identified as having high ecological values 

The following water sources will continue to prohibit new in-river dams on third order or larger streams: Dora 
Creek, Glennies, Upper Paterson, Merriwa River, Newcastle, Paterson/Allyn Rivers, Rouchel Brook, Upper 
Goulburn River, Upper Hunter River, Upper Wollombi Brook. 

This section refers to Part 7 of the draft plan as well as in the relevant report cards. 

How would this impact 

on your current 

operations? 

Draft changes to access rules in the Williams River Water Source 

Prohibition of in-river dams in additional water sources 
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Works such as pumps, pipes, bores and weirs used for extracting water under licence require a water supply 
works approval. Rules controlling the granting of water supply works approvals or the nomination of water 
supply works are included in the Plan to minimise impacts on existing extraction and sensitive areas.  

The State Environmental Planning Policy (Coastal Management) 2018 (Coastal SEPP) identifies wetlands in 
order to protect their ecological values. There is a need for water sharing plans to recognise these same 
wetlands to ensure protection and alignment between regulatory objectives. The draft plan proposes to 
prohibit the granting of approvals for surface water or groundwater works if it would result in more than 
minimal harm to a wetland mapped under the Coastal SEPP.  
 
Coastal wetlands have been identified in the Dora Creek, Newcastle, North Lake Macquarie, South Lake 
Macquarie, Williams River, Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater and Lake Macquarie Coastal 
Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater water sources. 

This section refers to Part 7 of the draft plan 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? If not, 

why? 

 

 

 
  

New restrictions for new or replacement water supply works near SEPP wetlands 
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Works such as pumps, pipes, bores and weirs used for extracting water under licence require a water supply 
works approval. Rules controlling the granting of water supply works approvals or the nomination of water 
supply works are included in the Plan to minimise impacts on existing extraction and sensitive areas.  

These distance rules are contained in Part 7 of the plan. 

The draft plan proposes to 

expand protection of 

groundwater dependent 

ecosystems (GDEs) and 

includes a map that 

identifies potential high 

priority GDEs for which 

minimum setback 

distances may apply. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? If not, 

why? 

 

The draft plan proposes 

rules that require new 

groundwater works to be 

greater than 500m from a 

contamination source and 

200m from a culturally 

significant site. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? If not, 

why? 

 

Have you noticed any 

effects from extraction 

on water levels in the 

groundwater source? If 

so, please specify. 

 

 
  

New restrictions for new or replacement groundwater water supply works 
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The draft plan proposes to allow limited trade into some water sources. This change aims to improve the 
opportunity to trade into downstream water sources without increasing extractive stress to upstream and high-
risk freshwater ecosystems that were identified in the risk assessment undertaken as part of the draft plan 
development process. 
 
The changes would affect the following water sources: 
Widden Brook, Wallis Creek, North Lake Macquarie, Lower Goulburn River, Upper Goulburn River, Merriwa 

River, Lower Wollombi Brook, Doyles Creek, Newcastle, Paterson/Allyn Rivers, Upper Paterson River, 

Rouchel Brook and Wybong Creek. 

 

The trading rules are contained in Part 8 of the Plan and in the “Proposed Management Rules” section of the 

report cards. 

Do you have any 

comment on the 

changes proposed to 

trade rules between 

water sources? 

 

 

 

 
The draft plan proposes to remove some of the trade restrictions within water sources. These changes aim to 
improve the opportunity to trade without increasing extractive stress to high risk freshwater ecosystems that 
were identified in the risk assessment undertaken as part of the draft plan development process.  
 
The changes would affect the following water sources: 
Rouchel Brook, Upper Goulburn River, Wybong Creek, Pages River, Dart Brook, Muswellbrook, Jerrys, 

Luskintyre, Newcastle and Black Creek. 

 

The trading rules are contained in Part 8 of the Plan and in the “Proposed Management Rules” section of the 

report cards. 

Do you have any 

comment on the 

changes proposed to 

trade rules between 

water sources? 

 

 
  

Changes to between water source trade provisions 

Changes to within water source trade provisions 
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It is proposed to allow conversion from a standard access licence to an access licence that can only extract 
from high flows in the Upper Hunter River Water Source only. If a conversion is to occur the licence share 
component would increase by 2 times.  
 
The draft plan has removed the ability to convert to high flows in the Pages River, Isis River, Lower Wollombi 
Brook, Rouchel Brook and Paterson/Allyn Rivers water sources.  

 
Further details relating to this change can be found in Part 8 of the draft plan and background document as 

well as the report card for the relevant water sources. 

Do you think this is 

appropriate? Why / why 

not? 

 

 

 

It is proposed to permit applications for specific purpose Aboriginal Community Development access 

licences in the Hunter Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater, the Lake Macquarie Coastal Floodplain 

Alluvial Groundwater, Dart Brook, Pages River, Rouchel Brook, Upper Goulburn River, Lower Goulburn 

River, Lower Wollombi Brook,and Upper Hunter River water sources. 

Further information can be found in Part 5 of the draft Plan 
 

Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not? 

 

 

 

Additional feedback 

The above sections relate to the key proposed changes from the current water sharing plan. However, 

comments on all aspects of the plan are welcome and encouraged. Please use the space below, or 

attachments if required or preferred. 

Do you have comments 

on any aspect of the 

draft plan? 

 

 
 

© State of New South Wales through Department of Planning, Industry and Environment 2020. The information contained in this 
publication is based on knowledge and understanding at the time of writing (December 2021). However, because of advances in 
knowledge, users are reminded of the need to ensure that the information upon which they rely is up to date and to check the currency 
of the information with the appropriate officer of the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment or the user’s independent 
adviser. 

Conversion to high flow access licences 

Application for Aboriginal Community Development access licences 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 7:54 PM
To:
Subject: FW: 2 of 2 26/2/22 FW: Submission draft water sharing plan for Hunter 

unregulated and Alluvial sources 2022

-----Original Message----- 
From:  
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 11:31 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission draft water sharing plan for Hunter unregulated and Alluvial sources 2022 

I have been unable to attend any of the information due to my Council commitments but I am fully aware of the 
changes and what they will mean for our beef property.  
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East Maitland NSW 2323 
24/02/2022 

 

Submission to Hunter unregulated and alluvial water sharing plan 

(WSP). 

 

Water planner 

Department of Planning and Environment–Water 

Locked bag 26, Gosford, NSW 2250 

hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au  

 

Hunter Environment Lobby Inc. (HEL) is a regional community-based environmental 
organization that has been active for well over 25 years on the issues of cumulative 
impacts of environmental degradation involving species and habitat loss, climate change 
and effects on ground water and rivers. 
 
HEL notes that the environmental data and modelling in the updated risk assessment for 

the WSP area has shown an increase in risks across most water sources. This may ring 

alarm bells for conservation groups? We also see that the Vision, objectives, strategies 

and performance indicators are not consistent with those in the Hunter Regulated WSP 

of 2016?  

HEL supports the Tidal Pool rules provisions in the draft Water Sharing Plan for Hunter 

unregulated and alluvial water sources, we also support the cease to pump rule for the 

tidal pool water sources. The freshwater available in the Hunter River tidal pool is the 

environmental flow from rules set at the Greta gauge in the Hunter Regulated WSP. 

 

These flows need protection into the Hunter estuary and associated Ramsar listed 

wetlands through an active management regime similar to rules established in the 

Gwydir and Macquarie to protect environmental flows to the Ramsar wetlands in those 

catchments and to protect flows into the Barwon-Darling. Freshwater flows into the 

Hunter estuary are critical for estuarine processes including fish and prawn nurseries. 

 

We also support the implementation of access rules for alluvial pumping. In most areas 

of the Hunter alluvial water and surface water is the same water source. This is one of 

the last areas in the state to have groundwater access rules under the Water 

Management Act 2000 (WMA) – 22 years after enactment of water sharing requirements 

to protect environmental and cultural values, groundwater dependent ecosystems 

(GDEs) and aquatic ecosystems. 

 

mailto:hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au
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HEL supports the introduction of distance rules to restrict or prohibit new bores within 

specified distances of GDEs. It is noted that there are no rules to protect significant 

cultural values, as in other WSPs in NSW. 

 

HEL supports the establishment of new management zones in various water sources. 

This improves the ability to regulate compliance with water sharing rules and attaches 

cease-to-pump rules to appropriate river gauges and sites 

 

HEL supports the new definition for the long-term average annual extraction limit 

(LTAAEL) to include harvestable rights in the standard LTAAEL. HEL is particularly 

interested in how the new WSP LTAAEL will account for aquifer interference from mining 

operations, increased harvestable rights take on mines and water capture on mine sites 

above the new harvestable right. 

 

The draft WSP does not appear to include the calculation of rainfall runoff capture 

exempt from harvestable rights under Environment Protection Licences in the LTAAEL, 

as recommended by the Natural Resources Commission (NRC) review. 

 

The draft plan has also not adopted the NRC recommendation to remove the high flow 

conversion clause, rather the proposal is to adopt a separate high flow LTAAEL. This 

may have implications on the benefits of high flows to ecosystem function. 

 

HEL supports the removal of aquifer interference exemption. The exemption was in 

place in the 2009 Hunter unregulated and alluvial WSP with the purpose of allowing 

mining operations to permanently intercept water from alluvial aquifers. However, the 

exemption rule also had a requirement to replace lost flows. This generally occurred 

through the purchase and relinquishment of licences. The NRC recommended that the 

rule require 100% mitigation of aquifer interference. 

 

HEL is interested in how the NSW Government now proposes to manage aquifer 

interference if it is no longer exempt under WSP rules. Also, how this interference will be 

accounted for in the standard LTAAEL. 

 

We note that the draft plan has an amendment (Cl 72 (e) (iv)) in relation to aquifer 

interference management, including granting of aquifer interference approvals. 

 

Chichester Dam environmental flow rules HEL supports the new WSP include provision 

for environmental flows to be released from Chichester Dam under management rules 

for Hunter Water Corporation. 

 

Plans to increase Hunter Water’s extractions from the Paterson River, as part of the 

Lostock Dam to Glennies Creek pipeline proposal, must be covered by an amendment 

provision in the new WSP. 

 

HEL objects to the following provisions in the draft Water Sharing Plan for Hunter 

unregulated and alluvial water sources: 

1. No visible flow cease-to-pump rule 

HEL does not support the implementation of new cease-to-pump rules that 

include ‘no visible flow’ at nominated sites in various management zones. These 
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rules do not protect very low flows and their environmental values in unregulated 

streams in the Hunter catchment. There appears to be no rules relating to 

pumping from natural instream pools. 

 

2. Management of new water sources 

HEL does not support the proposal to set a high LTAAEL with a controlled 

allocation process in two new water sources proposed to be managed under the 

WSP. 

The Hunter and Lake Macquarie Coastal Floodplain Alluvial Groundwater 

Sources are the new water sources. The management of water extraction from 

these water sources should not increase above the formal licensing of existing 

take. The establishment of an LTAAEL in these water sources should reflect 

current extraction rates. There should be no further allocation of water access 

licences through a controlled allocation process in these new water sources. 

 

3. New water supply works near Coastal SEPP 2018 wetlands 

We do not support provisions for new water supply works near Coastal SEPP 

wetlands. The above new water source areas and the Dora Creek, Newcastle, 

North & South Lake Macquarie and Williams River water sources contain Coastal 

SEPP wetlands. There should be no impact, not ‘minimal’ impact, on these 

important ecosystems from new water supply works. Rules in the WSP should 

have a set back distance, as for GDEs. 

 

4. Construction of in-river dams 

HEL does not and will never support restricted prohibition of in-river dams on 3rd 

order or larger rivers. All unregulated water sources in the Hunter catchment must 

have a prohibition of construction of in-river dams. These structures impede fish 

passage and capture important environmental flows, downstream access to basic 

rights and flows into downstream water sources. 

 

5. Trading into Upper Goulburn water source 

HEL does not support the proposed rule change to allow trading from Lower 

Goulburn upstream into Upper Goulburn water source. 

The Upper Goulburn is a highly stressed river system that has been significantly 

impacted by approved aquifer interference and loss of base flows through major 

coal mining operations on its headwaters. 

The proposal to allow upstream trade with ‘no net gain’ for the Upper Goulburn is 

not appropriate. All trade should be in the downstream direction as currently 

stands in the existing WSP. 

 
Yours in trust, 
 

 
  
 Hunter Environment Lobby Inc. 



26/02/2022 

 

To The DPIE, Minister for Water, Minister for Environment and Dave Layzell Local Member for Upper 

Hunter,  

 

I , of  Martindale would like to formally submit my objection to the 

Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan for the Martindale Creek. I am an irrigating 

farmer and I give permission for my details and submission to be used as required.  

How does the CtP level in your water course impact on your current operation? 

If we were to have a CtP at the level suggested the knock on effect would be drastic. During the last 

drought we were able to keep our core breeding stock and were able to grow feed for them as well 

as have water in the troughs to keep them going. Our cattle did struggle with the conditions 

however we were able to buy supplements to keep them strong and healthy during the trying times 

as we had feed on hand which we were able to grow due to our irrigation license and didn’t need to 

add to the feed shortage across NSW and the other states. Towards the end of the drought our hay 

supplies were getting low and we attempted to buy hay which we were unable to source due to the 

scarcity.  

The Martindale creek would have been on CTP for 237 days, (we irrigated during these days and we 

have metered documentation proving data from the monitoring bore is insufficient and misleading)   

and during those days 94 of them the water was flowing down the creek. As a farmer trying to keep 

stock alive and watching them struggle this could very well be the last straw for someone who is 

finding it quite difficult to cope with the trying times. 

CTP on our property moving forward will see us have to sell all of our breeding stock and struggle 

through to pay bills as we would not be eligible for Government assistance due to having an off farm 

income to help pay bills, meet mortgage repayments, animal welfare bills and other bills associated 

with keeping the property running at its full potential.  

During the good times we are now able to produce more hay which we can  store and sell to other 

farmers for them to store for hard times, if we are to have a CTP we will think very carefully in the 

future if we will sell our hay to other farmers, due increase emergency supply for our own stock. 

CtP orders will be changing unregulated licenses to regulated which will devalue properties 

unnecessarily. 

 

 

Do you think the CtP in your water source is practical to implement? Why/why not? 

No. 

The Martindale creek is sandy with a sandstone porous creek bed which often flows beneath the 

visual surface. There is recollection from elder farmers that in times of fast flow the water has 

disappeared into one of the sandstone reservoirs beneath the surface and then resurfaced further 



down the creek. This creek has many shelves and ledges which hold the water back above and below 

the surface to create reservoirs which hold a significant amount of water. 

When the Martindale creek begins to drop it becomes a self regulating stream, this is managed 

when pumps begin to suck air which then limits the amount of water able to be used for irrigation.  

To date there are very few water users on the Martindale creek who are metered, due to this there 

is no true data of the amount of water pumped from the creek. In the past it has been noted that 

there were 25 dairies irrigating from the creek with dairy farms historically using substantially more 

water per head then the current water users. These farmers never had any issues with water sharing 

even in the hard times, with these changes over time the demand on the creek has been 

considerably reduced. 

 

 

 

Do you think the CtP provides enough protection for ecological values such as 

groundwater Dependent Ecosystem? 

CtP is not required as the discussed eco system is further up the creek in the National Park 

and is completely unaffected by the properties which irrigate due to distance.  

Irrigation helps many other animals within our ecosystem, our troughs help to provide 

larger native animals eg kangaroos & wombats with water as by the stage of CtP the water 

in the creek will be underground and most of the dams will be dry. The water used to grow 

crops provide a combination of both water and food for  insects, small mammals, reptiles 

and birds. During tough times these animals come in closer due to the availability of water, 

if we all had to destock due to CtP our troughs would be empty and these resources would 

be unavailable to our native animals. 

In the upcoming future  Bayswater power station will be closing, this water should be used 

as environmental water, this way the farmers will be able to continue to operate in an 

environmentally friendly way.  

 

The flow reference point is the bore which a Ctp will be measured. Do you think this site is 

appropriate? Why/why not? 

NO. GW271032, 160 Martindale Rd Martindale is 87m from the creek bank and has 

conflicting data when compared to our pump site, for example our reading 08/01/20 our 

measurement was 4.3m GW271032 was 7.129, 27/01/2020 our bore reading was 3m 

GW271032 was 7.153, 09/02/2020 our bore was 1.2m GW271032 was 7.167 and the water 

was running above ground in the creek. This is a consistent and unacceptable discrepancy 

which cannot be the basis of ruined lively hood, historical family business and a substantial 

income loss.  



If CtP was implemented in the last drought there would have had 237 consecutive days of 

CtP and 94 of these days the creek was flowing above the ground. The creek came down on 

9th February and the GW271032 did not rise to commence to pump level until 13th May 

2020. This proves the monitoring bore is in the wrong place and is an inaccurate place to 

monitor the data of the Martindale creek. This creek also does not have telemetric readings 

so the farmers would have to wait for the spaced out reading to occur and there would be 

no opportunity to prepare for any CtP and would likely be blind sided. This could lead to 

unnecessary water usage due to uncertainty as to when the CtP may occur.  

1 single measuring point seems insufficient for such a long valley with this type of creek 

system. The measuring bore has only been in since 2010 which is not enough time to gather 

accurate comparative data across a number of environmental conditions.   

 

Additional Information 

Instead of CtP we should be looking at compliance with achievable and economical metering 

so there is a clear indication on how much water is being pumped from the Martindale 

creek rather than imposing CtP orders if there is minimal water being taken. Accurate data 

and compliance is required before any CtP order is directed.  

Coastal water ways are a different eco system compared to west of the Great Divide, we do 

not have the opportunity or land size to be able to store water at a volume needed to 

continue to be able to farm to the lands capacity. Farmers are always aware of their 

environmental impact on the land and will not cause damage by watering crops that are not 

viable through either the lack of water or when salinity levels are too high. Farmers are 

conservative operators who will care for the land to ensure it is sustainable for the future. 

There seems to be one area when drafting this plan which has either been an over site or 

not even considered, the effect on fire mitigation. During 2019 when we would have been 

under CtP ruling we would not have been able to protect our property, our feed or our 

stock. Part of our fire plan is to be able to fill our  firefighting cart quickly through our 

irrigation system as well as keeping a green area not only to feed our stock but to hold our 

stock in safety and reduce the intensity of the fires impact. We had irrigation pipes set up to 

wet the area before our hay compound as well as in between the green pasture and the fire 

direction, the irrigation also provided us with protection  for around our house. I would hate 

to see what would happen if the fire tankers had to leave our valley which only has one way 

in and out to refill due to irrigation pump failure because of  a CtP order where we wouldn’t 

have the ability to just turn the pump on because of lack of use. I remember in 2009/10 fire 

season we were all evacuated due to the firestorm coming and the RFS called in here to ask 

what water we had available, we were able to give them a detailed report of what we had 

and where. This uncertainty for fire protection is unacceptable for the farmers, animals and 

RFS. At times the helicopters come and drain dams to fight fires, they do replace the water 

taken however this can take a significant amount of time, even months to replace which will 

leave stock without water during a CtP.  If irrigation was available and maintained we can 



supply water immediately to recover for stock purpose instead of replaced with chlorinate 

town water which makes cattle sick. 

The Hunter Valley is an area renowned these days as a mining area which we all know the 

world is beginning transition away from.  If the Hunter Valley water sharing plan is 

implemented with a CtP it will reduce the employment options further in the valley.  

Through discussing and learning from elder farmers including my family who have farmed 

the area for a century, I have successfully integrated the experiences into smart farming for 

the future. This knowledge of the elder generations have proven invaluable as it brings 

practice and proven experiences to theory. Without continuing to integrate and teach these 

long held and proven practices we will see a disconnect from the land which will be 

impossible to recreate.  

Something we are finding hard to understand is our license is categorised as unregulated 

river however the CtP ruling will be making this water regulated….. 

I am contactable at the above address, via email or my phone 

 

Yours Sincerely  

  

 

 



26/02/2022 

 

To The DPIE, Minister for Water, Minister for Environment and Dave Layzell Local Member for Upper 

Hunter,  

We , of Denman would like to formally submit our 

objection to the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan for the Martindale Creek. We 

are irrigating farmer and we give permission for my details and submission to be used as required.  

 

How does the CtP level in your water course impact on your current operation? 

If we didn’t have water we wouldn’t be able to produce any feed for our stock which would lead to 

us selling as we couldn’t afford to buy feed and buying back into the cattle market would not be an 

option. We have spent a significant amount of time and money on infrastructure to help us to get 

through the hardship.  A CtP order would considerably reduce the value of our property and make 

the land unprofitable.  

During the last drought we were able to keep a couple of sprays going to provide feed and water for 

the few core breeding stock. Without access to our irrigation we cannot confidently see a future 

continuing to farm at our home.  

With the 237 days we would have been on CtP we would of found it quite difficult to watch the 

creek flow past for 94 of those days knowing our cattle are dying of starvation and dehydration. 

 

Do you think the CtP in your water source is practical to implement? Why/why not? 

No. 

The Martindale creek is sandy with a sandstone porous creek bed which often flows beneath the 

visual surface. There is recollection from elder farmers that in times of fast flow the water has 

disappeared into one of the sandstone reservoirs beneath the surface and then resurfaced further 

down the creek. This creek has many shelves and ledges which hold the water back above and below 

the surface to create reservoirs which hold a significant amount of water. 

When the Martindale creek begins to drop it becomes a self regulating stream, this is managed 

when pumps begin to suck air which then limits the amount of water able to be used for irrigation.  

To date there are very few water users on the Martindale creek who are metered, due to this there 

is no true data of the amount of water pumped from the creek. In the past it has been noted that 

there were 25 dairies irrigating from the creek with dairy farms historically using substantially more 

water per head then the current water users. These farmers never had any issues with water sharing 

even in the hard times, with these changes over time the demand on the creek has been 

considerably reduced. 

 

Do you think the provides enough protection for ecological values such as groundwater 

Dependent Ecosystem? 



CtP is not required as the discussed eco system is further up the creek in the National Park 

and is completely unaffected by the properties which irrigate due to distance.  

Irrigation helps many other animals within our ecosystem, our troughs help to provide 

larger native animals eg kangaroos & wombats with water as by the stage of CtP the water 

in the creek will be underground and most of the dams will be dry. The water used to grow 

crops provide a combination of both water and food for  insects, small mammals, reptiles 

and birds. During tough times these animals come in closer due to the availability of water, 

if we all had to destock due to CtP our troughs would be empty and these resources would 

be unavailable to our native animals. 

In the upcoming future  Bayswater power station will be closing, this water should be used 

as environmental water, this way the farmers will be able to continue to operate in an 

environmentally friendly way.  

 

The flow reference point is the bore which a Ctp will be measured. Do you think this site is 

appropriate? Why/why not? 

 NO. GW271032, 160 Martindale Rd Martindale is 87m from the creek bank and has 

conflicting data when compared to our neighbours pump site. This is a consistent and 

unacceptable discrepancy which cannot be the basis of ruined lively hood, historical family 

business and a substantial income loss.  

If CtP was implemented in the last drought there would have had 237 consecutive days of 

CtP and 94 of these days the creek was flowing above the ground. The creek came down on 

9th February and the GW271032 did not rise to commence to pump level until 13th May 

2020. This proves the monitoring bore is in the wrong place and is an inaccurate place to 

monitor the data of the Martindale creek. This creek also does not have telemetric readings 

so the farmers would have to wait for the spaced out reading to occur and there would be 

no opportunity to prepare for any CtP and would likely be blind sided. This could lead to 

unnecessary water usage due to uncertainty as to when the CtP may occur.  

1 single measuring point seems insufficient for such a long valley with this type of creek 

system. The measuring bore has only been in since 2010 which is not enough time to gather 

accurate comparative data across a number of environmental conditions.   

 

Additional Information 

Instead of CtP we should be looking at compliance with achievable and economical metering 

so there is a clear indication on how much water is being pumped from the Martindale 

creek rather than imposing CtP orders if there is minimal water being taken. Accurate data 

and compliance is required before any CtP order is directed.  

Coastal water ways are a different eco system compared to west of the Great Divide, we do 

not have the opportunity or land size to be able to store water at a volume needed to 



continue to be able to farm to the lands capacity. Farmers are always aware of their 

environmental impact on the land and will not cause damage by watering crops that are not 

viable through either the lack of water or when salinity levels are too high. Farmers are 

conservative operators who will care for the land to ensure it is sustainable for the future. 

There seems to be one area when drafting this plan which has either been an over site or 

not even considered, the effect on fire mitigation. During 2019 when we would have been 

under CtP ruling and we would not have been able to protect our property, our feed or our 

stock. Part of our fire plan is to be able keep a green area not only to feed our stock but to 

hold our stock in safety and reduce the intensity of the fires impact. We had irrigation pipes 

set up to wet the area in between the green pasture and the fire direction as well as around 

our house. I remember in 2009/10 fire season we were all evacuated due to the firestorm 

coming and the RFS called in here to ask what water we had available, we were able to give 

them a detailed report of what we had and where. This uncertainty for fire protection is 

unacceptable for the farmers, animals and RFS.  

The Hunter Valley is an area renowned these days as a mining area which we all know the 

world is beginning transition away from.  If the Hunter Valley water sharing plan is 

implemented with a CtP rule it will reduce the employment opportunities for the future.  

Through discussing and learning from elder farmers including our family who have farmed 

the area for a century, we have successfully integrated the experiences into smart farming 

for the future. This knowledge of the elder generations have proven invaluable as it brings 

practice and proven experiences to theory. Without continuing to integrate and teach these 

long held and proven practices we will see a disconnect from the land which will be 

impossible to recreate.  

We are contactable at the above address or via phone  

Yours Sincerely  

 



26/02/2022 

 

To The DPIE, Minister for Water, Minister for Environment and Dave Layzell Local Member for Upper 

Hunter,  

We , of   Martindale would like to formally submit our objection 

to the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan for the Martindale Creek. We are 

irrigating farmer and we give permission for my details and submission to be used as required.  

 

How does the CtP level in your water course impact on your current operation? 

For the last few decades of our lives we have made a living off farming using the Martindale creek. 

We have farmed through droughts, fires and floods and consistent access to water has been the only 

thing that has saved us from reducing our stock in a way that meant we could no longer live off our 

land. Through our time farming we have spent significant money on building a sustainable herd 

providing them with the utmost care and facilities has always been our main goal. We will not have 

the ability to buy back into the market and continue this with a CtP. 

During the last drought the price of feed skyrocketed due to the lack of availability putting 

substantial strain on our farm. This was with farmers continuing to sell feed, which is highly unlikely 

to be the case if a CtP is implemented. Many farmers will make the decision to not sell feed as to 

keep for their own stock, leaving those who do not have an emergency supply to make the difficult 

choice between leaving their farms and homes or destocking.  

In the last drought we would have had  237 on CtP and found it quite difficult to watch the creek 

flow past for 94 of those days before we would have been able to start our pumps again. For those 

days our stock would have been without feed. 

 

Do you think the CtP in your water source is practical to implement? Why/why not? 

No. 

The Martindale creek is sandy with a sandstone porous creek bed which often flows beneath the 

visual surface. There is recollection from elder farmers that in times of fast flow the water has 

disappeared into one of the sandstone reservoirs beneath the surface and then resurfaced further 

down the creek. This creek has many shelves and ledges which hold the water back above and below 

the surface to create reservoirs which hold a significant amount of water. We dug a hole in the creek 

bed with a shovel during the last drought and we found water just below the sand in the creek bed. 

When the Martindale creek begins to drop it becomes a self regulating stream, this is managed 

when pumps begin to suck air which then limits the amount of water able to be used for irrigation.  

To date there are very few water users on the Martindale creek who are metered, due to this there 

is no true data of the amount of water pumped from the creek. In the past it has been noted that 

there were 25 dairies irrigating from the creek with dairy farms historically using substantially more 

water per head then the current water users. These farmers never had any issues with water sharing 

even in the hard times, with these changes over time the demand on the creek has been 

considerably reduced. 



 

Do you think the CtP provides enough protection for ecological values such as 

groundwater Dependent Ecosystem? 

 

CtP is not required as the discussed eco system is further up the creek in the National Park 

and is completely unaffected by the properties which irrigate due to distance.  

Irrigation helps many other animals within our ecosystem, our troughs help to provide 

larger native animals eg kangaroos & wombats with water as by the stage of CtP the water 

in the creek will be underground and most of the dams will be dry. The water used to grow 

crops provide a combination of both water and food for insects, small mammals, reptiles 

and birds. During tough times these animals come in closer due to the availability of water, 

if we all had to destock due to CtP our troughs would be empty and these resources would 

be unavailable to our native animals. 

In the upcoming future  Bayswater power station will be closing, this water should be used 

as environmental water, this way the farmers will be able to continue to operate in 

sustainable way.  

 

The flow reference point is the bore which a Ctp will be measured. Do you think this site is 

appropriate? Why/why not? 

NO. GW271032, 160 Martindale Rd Martindale is 87m from the creek bank and has 

conflicting data when compared to other Martindale residents pump sites. This is a 

consistent and unacceptable discrepancy which cannot be the basis of ruined lively hood, 

historical family business and a substantial income loss.  

If CtP was implemented in the last drought there would have had 237 consecutive days of 

CtP and 94 of these days the creek was flowing above the ground. The creek came down on 

9th February and the GW271032 did not rise to commence to pump level until 13th May 

2020. This proves the monitoring bore is in the wrong place and is an inaccurate place to 

monitor the data of the Martindale creek. This creek also does not have telemetric readings 

so the farmers would have to wait for the spaced out reading to occur and there would be 

no opportunity to prepare for any CtP and would likely be blindsided. This could lead to 

unnecessary water usage due to uncertainty as to when the CtP may occur.  

1 single measuring point seems insufficient for such a long valley with this type of creek 

system. The measuring bore has only been in since 2010 which is not enough time to gather 

accurate comparative data across a number of environmental conditions.   

 

Additional Information 



Instead of CtP we should be looking at compliance with achievable and economical metering 

so there is a clear indication on how much water is being pumped from the Martindale 

creek rather than imposing CtP orders if there is minimal water being taken. Accurate data 

and compliance is required before any CtP order is directed.  

Coastal water ways are a different eco system compared to west of the Great Divide, we do 

not have the opportunity or land size to be able to store water at a volume needed to 

continue to be able to farm to the lands capacity. Farmers are always aware of their 

environmental impact on the land and will not cause damage by watering crops that are not 

viable through either the lack of water or when salinity levels are too high. Farmers are 

conservative operators who will care for the land to ensure it is sustainable for the future. 

There seems to be one area when drafting this plan which has either been an over site or 

not even considered, the effect on fire mitigation. During 2019 when we would have been 

under CtP ruling and we would not have been able to protect our property, our feed or our 

stock. I remember in 2009/10 fire season we were all evacuated due to the firestorm 

coming and the RFS called in to ask what water we had available, we were able to give them 

a detailed report of what we had and where. This uncertainty for fire protection is 

unacceptable for the farmers, animals and RFS.  

The Hunter Valley is an area renowned these days as a mining area which we all know the 

world is beginning transition away from.  If the Hunter Valley water sharing plan is 

implemented with a CtP rule it will reduce the employment opportunities for the future.  

Through discussing and learning from elder farmers who have farmed the area for 

generations, we have successfully integrated the experiences into smart farming for the 

future. This knowledge of the elder generations have proven invaluable as it brings practice 

and proven experiences to theory. Without continuing to integrate and teach these long 

held and proven practices we will see a disconnect from the land which will be impossible to 

recreate.  

I am contactable at the above address, email  or via phone  

 

Yours Sincerely  

 

 

 



26/02/2022 

 

To The DPIE, Minister for Water, Minister for Environment and Dave Layzell Local Member for Upper 

Hunter,  

 

I Martindale would like to formally submit my objection to the 

Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan for the Martindale Creek. I am an irrigating 

farmer and I give permission for my details and submission to be used as required.  

How does the CtP level in your water course impact on your current operation? 

If we were to have a CtP at the level suggested the knock on effect would be drastic. During the last 

drought we were able to keep our core breeding stock and were able to grow feed for them as well 

as have water in the troughs to keep them going. Our cattle did struggle with the conditions 

however we were able to buy supplements to keep them strong and healthy during the trying times 

as we had feed on hand which we were able to grow due to our irrigation license and didn’t need to 

add to the feed shortage across NSW and the other states. Towards the end of the drought our hay 

supplies were getting low and we attempted to buy hay which we were unable to source due to the 

scarcity.  

The Martindale creek would have been on CTP for 237 days, (we irrigated during these days and we 

have metered documentation proving data from the monitoring bore is insufficient and misleading)   

and during those days 94 of them the water was flowing down the creek. As a farmer trying to keep 

stock alive and watching them struggle this could very well be the last straw for someone who is 

finding it quite difficult to cope with the trying times. 

CTP on our property moving forward will see us have to sell all of our breeding stock and struggle 

through to pay bills as we would not be eligible for Government assistance due to having an off farm 

income to help pay bills, meet mortgage repayments, animal welfare bills and other bills associated 

with keeping the property running at its full potential.  

During the good times we are now able to produce more hay which we can  store and sell to other 

farmers for them to store for hard times, if we are to have a CTP we will think very carefully in the 

future if we will sell our hay to other farmers, due increase emergency supply for our own stock. 

CtP orders will be changing unregulated licenses to regulated which will devalue properties 

unnecessarily. 

 

 

Do you think the CtP in your water source is practical to implement? Why/why not? 

No. 

The Martindale creek is sandy with a sandstone porous creek bed which often flows beneath the 

visual surface. There is recollection from elder farmers that in times of fast flow the water has 

disappeared into one of the sandstone reservoirs beneath the surface and then resurfaced further 



down the creek. This creek has many shelves and ledges which hold the water back above and below 

the surface to create reservoirs which hold a significant amount of water. 

When the Martindale creek begins to drop it becomes a self regulating stream, this is managed 

when pumps begin to suck air which then limits the amount of water able to be used for irrigation.  

To date there are very few water users on the Martindale creek who are metered, due to this there 

is no true data of the amount of water pumped from the creek. In the past it has been noted that 

there were 25 dairies irrigating from the creek with dairy farms historically using substantially more 

water per head then the current water users. These farmers never had any issues with water sharing 

even in the hard times, with these changes over time the demand on the creek has been 

considerably reduced. 

 

 

 

Do you think the CtP provides enough protection for ecological values such as 

groundwater Dependent Ecosystem? 

CtP is not required as the discussed eco system is further up the creek in the National Park 

and is completely unaffected by the properties which irrigate due to distance.  

Irrigation helps many other animals within our ecosystem, our troughs help to provide 

larger native animals eg kangaroos & wombats with water as by the stage of CtP the water 

in the creek will be underground and most of the dams will be dry. The water used to grow 

crops provide a combination of both water and food for  insects, small mammals, reptiles 

and birds. During tough times these animals come in closer due to the availability of water, 

if we all had to destock due to CtP our troughs would be empty and these resources would 

be unavailable to our native animals. 

In the upcoming future  Bayswater power station will be closing, this water should be used 

as environmental water, this way the farmers will be able to continue to operate in an 

environmentally friendly way.  

 

The flow reference point is the bore which a Ctp will be measured. Do you think this site is 

appropriate? Why/why not? 

NO. GW271032, 160 Martindale Rd Martindale is 87m from the creek bank and has 

conflicting data when compared to our pump site, for example our reading 08/01/20 our 

measurement was 4.3m GW271032 was 7.129, 27/01/2020 our bore reading was 3m 

GW271032 was 7.153, 09/02/2020 our bore was 1.2m GW271032 was 7.167 and the water 

was running above ground in the creek. This is a consistent and unacceptable discrepancy 

which cannot be the basis of ruined lively hood, historical family business and a substantial 

income loss.  



If CtP was implemented in the last drought there would have had 237 consecutive days of 

CtP and 94 of these days the creek was flowing above the ground. The creek came down on 

9th February and the GW271032 did not rise to commence to pump level until 13th May 

2020. This proves the monitoring bore is in the wrong place and is an inaccurate place to 

monitor the data of the Martindale creek. This creek also does not have telemetric readings 

so the farmers would have to wait for the spaced out reading to occur and there would be 

no opportunity to prepare for any CtP and would likely be blind sided. This could lead to 

unnecessary water usage due to uncertainty as to when the CtP may occur.  

1 single measuring point seems insufficient for such a long valley with this type of creek 

system. The measuring bore has only been in since 2010 which is not enough time to gather 

accurate comparative data across a number of environmental conditions.   

 

Additional Information 

Instead of CtP we should be looking at compliance with achievable and economical metering 

so there is a clear indication on how much water is being pumped from the Martindale 

creek rather than imposing CtP orders if there is minimal water being taken. Accurate data 

and compliance is required before any CtP order is directed.  

Coastal water ways are a different eco system compared to west of the Great Divide, we do 

not have the opportunity or land size to be able to store water at a volume needed to 

continue to be able to farm to the lands capacity. Farmers are always aware of their 

environmental impact on the land and will not cause damage by watering crops that are not 

viable through either the lack of water or when salinity levels are too high. Farmers are 

conservative operators who will care for the land to ensure it is sustainable for the future. 

There seems to be one area when drafting this plan which has either been an over site or 

not even considered, the effect on fire mitigation. During 2019 when we would have been 

under CtP ruling we would not have been able to protect our property, our feed or our 

stock. Part of our fire plan is to be able to fill our  firefighting cart quickly through our 

irrigation system as well as keeping a green area not only to feed our stock but to hold our 

stock in safety and reduce the intensity of the fires impact. We had irrigation pipes set up to 

wet the area before our hay compound as well as in between the green pasture and the fire 

direction, the irrigation also provided us with protection  for around our house. I would hate 

to see what would happen if the fire tankers had to leave our valley which only has one way 

in and out to refill due to irrigation pump failure because of  a CtP order where we wouldn’t 

have the ability to just turn the pump on because of lack of use. I remember in 2009/10 fire 

season we were all evacuated due to the firestorm coming and the RFS called in here to ask 

what water we had available, we were able to give them a detailed report of what we had 

and where. This uncertainty for fire protection is unacceptable for the farmers, animals and 

RFS. At times the helicopters come and drain dams to fight fires, they do replace the water 

taken however this can take a significant amount of time, even months to replace which will 

leave stock without water during a CtP.  If irrigation was available and maintained we can 



supply water immediately to recover for stock purpose instead of replaced with chlorinate 

town water which makes cattle sick. 

The Hunter Valley is an area renowned these days as a mining area which we all know the 

world is beginning transition away from.  If the Hunter Valley water sharing plan is 

implemented with a CtP it will reduce the employment options further in the valley.  

Through discussing and learning from elder farmers including my family who have farmed 

the area for a century, I have successfully integrated the experiences into smart farming for 

the future. This knowledge of the elder generations have proven invaluable as it brings 

practice and proven experiences to theory. Without continuing to integrate and teach these 

long held and proven practices we will see a disconnect from the land which will be 

impossible to recreate.  

Something we are finding hard to understand is our license is categorised as unregulated 

river however the CtP ruling will be making this water regulated….. 

I am contactable at the above address, via email or my phone  

 

Yours Sincerely  
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From:
Sent: Thursday, 9 June 2022 2:38 PM
To:
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 8.16PM CONFIDENTIALITY NOT 

SPECIFIED HUNTER  FW: Draft Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial water sharing plan 
Submission

 

From:   
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 8:16 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: FW: Draft Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial water sharing plan Submission 
 
 
 
SUBMISSION 
 
 
Draft Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial water sharing plan 
 
 
My Name is  and along with my wife  we run a 400 acre Thoroughbred Stud Farm just north of 
Scone in the Hunter Valley  
 
Our business involves the breeding and raising of Thoroughbred horses of which the numbers vary depending on 
time of year between 100-200 animals. 
 
We usually have 8 -10 permanent staff as well as a number of casuals and contractors. 
 
There is the main residence on the property where my wife and I live  3 other houses for 
staff. 
 
The majority of the horses on farm are owned by outside clients.  These clients come from right across Australia, 
from Perth to Melbourne, South Australia and Queensland.  We also service international clients from the USA, 
Singapore, Hong Kong and New Zealand. 
 
On the whole I support the idea of introducing regulation within the Kingdom Ponds and greater Hunter 
area.  Having said that there are a number of concerns the biggest of which is the time frame we have had to review 
and then make a submission on these proposed changes.  The Draft document itself is very expansive and difficult to 
navigate due to it covering multiple areas and different scenarios within the different regulation zones.  For 
whatever reason I was only made aware of these changes last week when I was forwarded an email from my father 
that he had received from a water users group.  I know of a number of Horse Studs that will be affected by these 
changes but are away at sales in Victoria and are having to deal with submissions remotely while also having to deal 
with the significant stresses and workload of a horse sale.  Due to this I like to ask for the consideration of an 
extension to the submission deadline. 
 
Another issue that needs addressing is the notification of the stop pump orders.  Instead of putting the onus solely 
on the water user there needs to be a notification process.  It would be very useful to know when we are 
approaching the cut off limit so irrigators can plan their watering.  There should be a notification that aims to give at 
least a couple of months’ notice that a stop pump order is likely followed by a stop pump order when the limit is 
reached.  That way you can plan so you don’t have to suddenly switch off halfway through a water.  
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There are also a number of farms that appear to have Wells/Bores in different management zone and therefore 
different Wells within the property could be subject to stop pump orders at different times.  A notification system 
would make this easier for the farmer to manage with confidence and increase the likely hood of compliance and 
the making of honest mistakes.             
 
It is my understanding that the Hunter Valley Thoroughbred Breeders association are making a submission and I 
would like it noted I fully support what they propose. 
 
Thank you for your time and I look forward to working through this with the department in the future. 
          
 
 
 
 
Kind regards 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 3:31 PM
To:
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 6.44 pm NOT CONFIDENTIAL HUNTER FW: Submission 

for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated  and Alluvial

 
From: digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au 
<digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au> On Behalf Of 
digital.services@squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au 
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 6:44 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 
 
Permission 
I would like my 
submission to be treated 
as confidential?:  

No 

I would like my personal 
details to be treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

Your details 
Are you making a 
submission as an 
individual or on behalf of 
an organisation?:  

Individual  

Which of the following 
best describes the kind of 
stakeholder you are?:  

Community member 

If you selected other, 
please state:  

 

Email address:  
Question 1.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 1.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 2.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 2.2 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  
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Question 3.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 4.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.2 

Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

Any decisions should be supported by evidence.. I have worked in the local region, 
brought produce, been a Farmer and enjoyed recreation on the river for the my whole 
40yrs and I haven't seen the river change, but this decision will change the lives of the 
farmers, and the cost of my and availability of my produce. I have three boys that want 
to farm veggies and produce in the local area and this will effect their future 
employment opportunities. A cease to pump rule should not be supported and any 
changes should be done with consultation with the local farmers 

Question 4.3 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.4 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.5 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 5.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 6.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 7.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 9.1 
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Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 10.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 11.1 
Comments on any aspect 
of the draft plan:  

 

Question 11.2 
Upload a submission or 
any supporting 
documents:  

No file uploaded 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 10:42 AM
To:
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 6.08 PM NOT CONFIDENTIAL HUNTER FW: Submission 

for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated  and Alluvial
Attachments: WSP - Addendum Personal.docx

From: digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au 
<digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au> On Behalf Of 
digital.services@squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au 
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 6:08 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 

Permission 
I would like my 
submission to be 
treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

I would like my 
personal details to be 
treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

Your details 
Are you making a 
submission as an 
individual or on behalf 
of an organisation?:  

Individual 

Which of the following 
best describes the kind 
of stakeholder you 
are?:  

Irrigator/farmer 

If you selected other, 
please state:  NSW 

Email address: 
Question 1.1 

Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

The presentations on the replacement plan have supposedly focused on concerns about 
the environment of the Hunter, it seems totally inconsistent to add an additional 2 water 
sources in the coastal environment. Further, at a time when there is a proposed imposition 
of cease to pump rules on existing businesses, these new water sources have no cease to 
pump rules. 

Question 1.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

As per my previous answer - it seems inconsistent & inconceivable to make new water 
sources available to new businesses at a time when existing businesses are having water 
rights curtailed. 

Question 2.1 
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Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / 
why not?:  

The focus on higher flow extraction shows a lack of understanding of the irrigation process. 
Efficient & effective irrigated agriculture requires timely & sufficient application of water. 
This depends on crop, soil & evapotranspiration - not flows. Further, this "feels" like a 
thought derived from the Murray Darling system where there is a lot of on farm water 
storage. There is limited on farm storage in the Hunter & virtually none in the tidal pool. 

Question 2.2 

Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / 
why not?:  

Who is going to access increased harvestable rights in the Hunter system? Certainly not the 
irrigators in the tidal pool. There will be reduced water in the river system if irrigators 
access increased harvestable rights. Surely that was considered when there was a massive 
increase in the harvestable right. There should be no impact on existing businesses which 
access water under the Water Sharing Plan because of the change in Harvestable Rights. 
There is to be a review after 3 years , but in a season like this who is going to invest in the 
infrastructure? After people have invested in the infrastructure are you going to say a 
mistake was made & the increase in the harvestable right environmentally damaging. Are 
you really suggesting that the whole irrigating population will have reduced water 
allocations, because of the actions of a few? This is not appropriate. 

Question 3.1 

Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / 
why not?:  

Of course the increase in harvestable rights will impact on the inflows into the system, 
surely that was considered? I think it is totally inappropriate to change access & trading 
rules within the Water Sharing Plan because some enterprises have accessed increased 
water through a different act - Harvestable Rights legislation. 

Question 4.1 

Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

Whilst this does not specifically effect us, I do not believe that the proposed change of 
access rules have been thought out in the Plan. There is no clear proposition that the 
change in access rules will have a specific benefit, there has been extremely limited public 
consultation and there has been no socio economic studies done to see the impact. At a 
time when the Hunter is in transition, surely there is consideration that agriculture should 
be part of the mix. 

Question 4.2 

Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

This is totally unacceptable. The lived experience of no or limited irrigation in the summer 
of 2016/17, 2017/18, 2018/19 & 2019/20 under such a rule would kill intensive agriculture 
in the tidal pool & not only will there be a loss of productive land, there will be a loss of 
generational knowledge in managing the unique nature of agriculture in the tidal pool. 
There needs to be a look at the environmental effect of well managed productive land, 
compared to land which is weed infested and no management of feral animals. 

Question 4.3 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

As per my answer to 4.1 

Question 4.4 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

No 

Question 4.5 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

No 

Question 5.1 
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Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

No 

Question 6.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

This is why I find the 2 new water sources a total surprise. 

Question 7.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

No 

Question 8.1 

Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

Any increase in trade increases extraction from the river system, I am against the general 
proposition to make trading easier. I am specifically against trading outside water sources. 
When trading was introduced it was only envisaged that trade would take place within a 
water source...any other trading is likely to stress the water source from which the water is 
traded from. There has been no monitoring of the Hunter river system since the 
introduction of the Water Sharing plans so there has been no testing of the impact of the 
plan in general and trading in specifics. It is not just the river system that is impacted by 
trading it is the socio economic impact & the impact on the land. This has not been 
reviewed and it should be. I can certainly cite one example where water removal from the 
land has turned a highly productive farm into a wasteland. 

Question 8.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

As per my previous answer 

Question 9.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

No 

Question 10.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this 
aspect of the draft 
plan?:  

No 

Question 11.1 
Comments on any 
aspect of the draft 
plan:  

I will upload 

Question 11.2 
Upload a submission or 
any supporting 
documents:  

WSP - Addendum Personal.docx, type application/vnd.openxmlformats-
officedocument.wordprocessingml.document, 17.7 KB 

 



Submission – Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 

Water Sources –  – Paterson NSW 2421 

I appreciate the opportunity to provide a submission on the Draft Water Sharing 

Plan for the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Sources 2022. 

My husband & I bought “  in 2005.  

I had grown up at Jerry’s Plains. Irrigation was an integral part of the farm 

operation, all my life. When my father died and the property was sold, we believed 

that to care for the environment and grow food was a really important lifetime goal. 

Our search for another property led us to  at Paterson. 

Irrigation was at the heart of our decision, we had just had 5 years with limited 

rain at Jerrys Plains. When acquiring the property we knew that the Water Act was 

going to require licensing, based on historic usage. involved. Accordingly we paid a 

high price for the property. 

My husband and I wish to leave the farm in a sustainable condition. We love the 

land. 

We have 3 business enterprises on 225 ha.  

Cattle: We have 220 breeding cows. Depending on the season we aim to sell 80 

steers at weaning, through Auction Plus and keep the rest of the offspring until 

they are “finished” for the domestic trade market, direct to the abbatoir. 

Our pasture base is Rye, Clover ( winter) & Kikuyu/Chicory summer. These 

pastures all rely on efficient, effective irrigation. To inform myself as to good 

practice, I undertook the Waterwise on the Farm, Irrigation course in 2003 and am 

currently part of the Smarter Irrigation for Profit reference group, based at Tocal 

and supported by Dairy Australia. 

Our herds are divided into 3 mobs, which rotationally graze.  

We harvest surplus pasture during the summer for our winter feeding program. We 

employ 1 person part time to assist in the farm beef operations. 

Nursery –  

There has been a nursery on the property since the 1960’s. 

We currently specialise in ferns. At any one time we have 60 different varieties and 

20,000 ferns. These are sold across NSW. 

We employ 4 part time people, in a family friendly environment, so that it suits 

people with school age children. 

Our ferns need small amounts of frequent watering. They are all grown under 

cover, so their water need is dependent on the temperature. 

We were a finalist in the Nursery Industry Awards in 2021 as a Wholesale 

Production Nursery. 

 

 



Old  

Reputed to be the oldest house in the Hunter Valley. The bricks were ordered in 

1822. 

The dwelling was in a parlous state when we arrived and we have renovated it and 

rent it out so that people can experience the history of the area within an 

agricultural setting. 

We employ people to provide support services to the guests. 

Whilst Old  does not specifically use irrigation water, the context of the 

accommodation is the vibrant agricultural enterprise. 

We have restored much human history on the farm and now are restoring the 

natural history. The house is surrounded by 10 ha of woodland. This includes: 

• Historical plantings from 1822 – 1840 

• Native plantings 1966 – 2000 

• Current – 5 different local rainforest zones. 

Community 

As well as our involvement in our business operations we are also very involved in 

community organisations. 

I am: 

*Secretary of the Lower Hunter Agricultural Water Users Association 

* President of the Gresford District Landcare Group, 

* Involved with the Paterson Allyn Garden Group 

* Involved with the Gresford Dungog Land and Beef Group. 

My husband is or has been: 

• warden and Treasurer for the Gresford Paterson Anglican Parish 

• Treasurer Gresford & District Community group 

• Treasurer of Hunter Regional Landcare  

• Auditor – Gresford Branch – CWA 

• Auditor – Dungog regional tourism 

The proposed cease to pump rule in the tidal pool will have a significant impact on 

our business. 

We currently have water that we irrigate from and our nursery & beef operations 

depend on this, as and when necessary. 

A cease to pump has the potential to threaten the nursery business and 4 jobs and 

seriously curtail the beef enterprise.  

This not only threatens our business enterprises but the value of our property that 

we have invested significantly in. 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 10:44 AM
To:
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 5.38 PM NOT CONFIDENTIAL HUNTER 

FW: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated  and 
Alluvial

 
From: digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au 
<digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au> On Behalf Of 
digital.services@squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au 
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 5:38 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 
 
Permission 
I would like my submission 
to be treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

I would like my personal 
details to be treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

Your details 
Are you making a 
submission as an 
individual or on behalf of 
an organisation?:  

Organisation 

Which of the following 
best describes the kind of 
stakeholder you are?:  

Rural industry group 

If you selected other, 
please state:  

 

Email address:  
Question 1.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 1.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 2.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 2.2 
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Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 3.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 4.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.2 

Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

Most of the licensed holders don't use their full allocation anyway but they need to 
know that it is there if they need it. Also the choice of Green Rocks as the place to test 
is not a suitable site and most of the farmers regulate the use of the water and their 
salt levels so as not to destroy their farms, some of who have been doing it for 100 
years. Personally my company supplies sustainable fertilisers to a number of growers 
and the removal of the water available to these people will affect my business in an 
unfavorable way and it will to many many others. 

Question 4.3 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.4 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.5 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 5.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 6.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 7.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  
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Question 9.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 10.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 11.1 
Comments on any aspect 
of the draft plan:  

 

Question 11.2 
Upload a submission or 
any supporting 
documents:  

No file uploaded 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 2:58 PM
To:
Subject: FW: 26/2/22 5.30 PM NOT CONFIDENTIAL HUNTER FW: Submission for 

the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated  and Alluvial

 
From: digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au 
<digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au> On Behalf Of 
digital.services@squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au 
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 5:30 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 
 
Permission 
I would like my submission 
to be treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

I would like my personal 
details to be treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

Your details 
Are you making a 
submission as an 
individual or on behalf of 
an organisation?:  

Individual  

Which of the following 
best describes the kind of 
stakeholder you are?:  

Community member 

If you selected other, 
please state:  

 

Email address:  
Question 1.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 1.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 2.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 2.2 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  
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Question 3.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

 

Question 4.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.2 

Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

I don't think the salinity level at Green Rocks is applicable, in my opinion this is not 
where it should be tested. This will detrimentally affect those farmers/business people 
already using and relying on this water for their livelihood. Not only the farmers directly 
but those people who supply them with materials, tractors, fertilisers or as paid 
workers. Without the water these farms will collapse and be unviable. 

Question 4.3 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.4 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.5 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 5.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 6.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 7.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 9.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  
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Question 10.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 11.1 
Comments on any aspect 
of the draft plan:  

 

Question 11.2 
Upload a submission or 
any supporting 
documents:  

No file uploaded 
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Submission: Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial 
Sources 2022 

Submission Made: ,  

Water Source: Pages River, Murrurundi Management Zone 

Submission Date: 27 February 2022 

 

1. Introduction 

I,  make the following submission to NSW Department of Planning & 
Environment in relation to the Draft Water Sharing Plan (WSP) for the Hunter Unregulated & 
Alluvial Sources 2022.  

As a water user, we are taking the opportunity to provide a submission in the Public Exhibition 
process on the Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Sources 2022.  

The key performance indicators and proposed reporting on the outcomes appear to be 
biased towards ecological objectives of the WSP and the impact on agricultural production 
in the region and on small landholders are given less emphasis. 

The WSP specifically affects our water source [Name Water Source Affected] and we have 
reviewed and considered the proposed plan and associated risk assessment affecting the 
management zone.  

2. My Business 

We run a large-scale thoroughbred stud farm in Murrurundi where we run over 150 horses at 
any given time. We rely upon the Pages River water source to sustain our business and 
ensure the health and wellbeing of our stock. 

We are strong supporters of the thoroughbred and racing industry and have a large number 
of local employees in the region. 

If the proposed changes were to be brought into effect, we would have to outlay significant 
additional costs to buy water and feed for our livestock operations. This costly exercise would 
be detrimental to our financial capabilities to ensure the health of our breeding stock. 

Further, we support a large number of local businesses, providing services such as veterinary 
support, repairs and maintenance to the property, fencing and farriers etc. Reducing our 
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commercial operations will result as a result of our ability to access water would have long 
term detrimental effects to the local community. 

3. Endorsement of the Hunter Valley Water Users Association Submission 

Whilst the purpose of this submission is to provide my own personal feedback on how 
the Draft WSP will impact upon my land and my business, I would also like to fully endorse 
the submission made by the Hunter Valley Water Users’ Association which 
encompasses a wide range of issues relative to my property. 

4. Objectives of the Draft Water Management Plan  

Water Sharing Plans are vital in the long-term management of water supply to maintain 
and produce critical supply of water in the catchment whilst sustaining the environment. 

The following objectives have been identified in the draft WSP:  

(a) To protect, and where possible enhance and restore, the condition of the water 
sources and their water-dependent ecosystems. 
 

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, access to water to optimise economic 
benefits for agriculture, water dependent industries and local economies.  

(b) To maintain and where possible, improve, the spiritual, social, and customary, and 
 economic values and uses of water by Aboriginal people.  

(c) To provide access to water to support water dependant social and cultural values. 

These objectives meet the needs of all stakeholders however there are several key issues 
which have been identified that affect the nature and operations of our landholding. 

5. Key Issues 

We use the available water responsibly and manage water usage with an awareness that 
water is a finite natural resource. It appears that the draft WSP has an excessive emphasis 
upon meeting objective 3(a) and 3(c).  

In addition, there has been a lack of transparency surrounding DPIE decisions that 
seemingly result in a contravention of the objective 3(b).  
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In consideration of this, I support the recommendation of the Hunter Valley Water Users 
Association (HVWUA) that the DPIE release an Ecological Impact Study to further assess 
the critical issues raised in the draft WSP. 

The broader water use of the upper catchment may be severely impacted and is likely to 
cause economic detriment to agricultural holdings of the Upper Hunter. Below is a list of 
the major concerns for our business: 

(a) Consultation Process 

• Given the widespread impact of the draft WSP upon landholders, agricultural 
holdings and associated businesses, it is imperative that impacted parties are 
given reasonable opportunity to provide relevant feedback on a regulatory 
instrument that is to regulate our water use for the next 10 years. 

• January and February are particularly busy months in the agribusiness industry. 
The limited consultation period offered has been disappointingly unsatisfactory 
given that the Department told water users at a meeting in May 2021 that the draft 
WSP would be ready for public exhibition in September 2021. 

• I would like to fully support the Hunter Valley Water Users Association’s 
recommendation that the public exhibition period for the draft WSP should be 
extended to 40 business days, instead of 40 days, making the new end date 15 
March. 

(b) Updated  Definition of Long-Term Average Annual Extraction Limit (LTAAEL) to 
 include Basic Landholder Rights and Harvestable Rights  

• The LTAAEL is an important instrument for the management of water. The 
standard LTAAEL is the sum of all licenced entitlements, stock and domestic 
rights, native title rights and harvestable rights at the commencement of the WSP. 

• However, there is no supporting evidence on how the department modelled and 
estimated the amount of water required to satisfy stock and domestic use in the 
region. 

• The implementation of the standard LTAAEL should not occur until improved data 
systems have been implemented. 

• The ceiling placed on long-term average annual extraction limit (LTAAEL) should 
only be imposed once further data is available and collated.  

• We are concerned that the standard LTAAEL was calculated using 10% of rainfall 
run off limit across the region. However, an announcement on 10 November 2021 
confirms that landholders in coastal draining catchments undertaking extensive 
agriculture can capture up to 30% of the average rainwater run-off for their 
Harvestable right dams. 

• Further, the method to calculate the LTAAEL does not consider the change in 
season and factors affecting different aquifers at different sites. 

• We are concerned that this additional allowance will affect the LTAAEL and the 
calculations should be amended to reflect the additional harvestable rights given 
to users in the coastal regions.  

(c) Location of Monitoring Bores & Modelling 
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• The location of the monitoring bores in the Upper Hunter are in many cases too 
far from the actual extraction sites and thus the proposed cease to pump access 
rules may have no relevance to the actual extraction site. 

• The change in season affect wells and bores differently. As custodians of the land 
we understand the seasonal effects and plan use accordingly. 

(d) Cease to Pump  

• The proposed Cease to Pump (CTP) access rule of Water Source Water Source 
Pages River will have a significant impact on the ongoing economic viability of our 
land and ongoing water rights.  

• Given the extensive and potentially devastating impacts of CTP triggers on the 
everyday business on landholders, it is imperative that the DPIE allows 
landholders to participate in thorough, transparent, and extensive consultation. 

• The current WSP for Water Source Pages River in Murrurundi Management Zone 
access rule is that water users must cease pumping when there is no visible flow 
at Benhams Bridge. 

• The proposed cease to pump rule would dictate that we must cease to pump 
when flows in the Pages River at the Blandford Gauge #210060 are equal to or less 
than 1 ML/day. 

• This one size fits all approach to water use does not consider the seasonal effects 
upon water levels or the landholders knowledge of their water assets performance 
across seasons. 

• The establishment of new cease to pump rules in some cases are likely to 
negatively impact the everyday operations and use of the land. These new rules 
may have the following economic impacts on our operations: 
 
1. Inability to grow the feed required to maintain the agricultural activities;  
2. Increased transport costs/supply costs;  
3.  Possible loss of jobs and the economic flow on effect in the local 

community; 
4. Increased operational costs in obtaining additional feed; and  
5. Inability to support breeding stock and continue breed stock activities 
 

• The CTP triggers have no impact on the reliability on water access licences in 
the WSP.  

• We do not believe that the proposed changes consider the broader economic 
implications to the local community if extended CTP order is initiated and remains 
in place for an extended period. 

(e) Additional Costs to Operation 

• We will be required to buy feed and possibly water at great financial detriment to 
the business. This will undoubtedly increase transport and supply costs, whilst 
also being time costly. 

• The requirement to log in to real time data websites prior to any extraction will 
actively impact upon farm operations and cause undue delays. Some areas do 
not have adequate mobile access to log in to the site from the well or bore site, 
and this will reduce productivity on farm and increase time and costs. 
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• We would suggest that the department send a text message or email when 
cease to pump is enacted as they do for the Hunter Regulated Users. 

(f) Metering Conditions 

• Proposed metering requirements highlighted in the draft WSP may place a 
particularly onerous financial burden upon our operations. Although I understand 
the need for water users to observe their role as environmental custodians, the 
costly exercise of installing AS4747 Meters to existing pumps/bores will likely have 
a significant impact upon future capital expenditure requirements for our 
business. 

• Given the weight of this likely financial impact, I support the recommendations 
from the Hunter Valley Water Users Association that the metering requirements of 
the draft WSP be brought in line with the NSW Non-Urban Metering Policy, 
including the minimum threshold of 100mm for water users to install AS4747 
meters. 

(g) Conversion of High-Flow Access License 

• An important strategic aspect of water usage is the pumping of water into water 
storage systems during times of high flow. This not only improves reliability of 
water access but generally has a lesser impact upon the ecosystem during times 
of low flow. This idea directly satisfies objectives (a) and (b) of the draft WSP. 

• However, the proposal to remove high-flow access licenses from the Pages River, 
Isis River, Lower Wollombi Brook, Rouchel Brook and Paterson/Allyn rivers and 
water sources is particularly concerning, and seemingly in contravention of the 
objectives (a) and (b). 
 

• Whilst I understand the potential impact that this strategic use of water can have 
upon downstream water users, it is important to be able to have the opportunity 
to access at high level flows when the opportunity presents. Further studies should 
be undertaken to select an appropriate threshold for high flow access use. 

6. Conclusion 

The proposed WSP is focussed on meeting State-wide initiatives and does not take into 
account the impacts on small landholdings, stock numbers on properties or land size. 

I would like to reiterate that: 

I. The department has not provided sufficient modelling or economic impact 
assessment on the proposed changes.  

II. The draft WSP appears to be bias to meeting objecting (a) and (c).  
III. The CTP is likely to be economically detrimental to the long-term operations of our 

business. 
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IV. The thoroughbred industry is a critical industry in the region that creates hundreds of 
jobs and careers; if we were unable to access water and continue our usual business 
operations, it would come at great cost to the local employment rate. 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 10:46 AM
To:
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 2.30 PM CONFIDENTIALITY NOT SPECIFIED HUNTER 

FW: Submission against Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial water sources 2022

From:   
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 2:30 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission against Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial water sources 2022 
 
To whom it concerns, 
 
 
We are a small farm placed on the Hunter river East of the Morpeth township. 
This farm has been in the family for generations and intend on keeping it that way so the 
protection of our soil is vital to long term Beef and crop production. 
We object to the cease the pump ruling /Single licensing system it is not suitable across the 
board to every farmer, every ones needs and times are different for irrigation. 
Just because you have a reading at Duckenfield doesn’t mean we will have the same 
reading here. 
Many factors go into it : 
Different tides  
Run out tide pushes salt back towards Duckenfield (allowing us to irrigate) 
Run in tide if you have a reading of 4000at Duckenfield it doesn’t mean we get a reading of 
4000 here. 
Rainfall further up the valley causes salt to be pushed back. 
Also as a small farmer it’s a large cost for us to absorb for the infrastructure. 
 
 
Regards 

 
  

Morpeth2321 
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Ameliaranne Michell

From: Ameliaranne Michell
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 3:43 PM
To: Ameliaranne Michell
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 12.05 pm CONFIDENTIALITY NOT SPECIFIED HUNTER 

FW: SUBMISSION 

 

From   
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 12:05 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: SUBMISSION  
 

SUBMISSION FOR THE DOYLES CREEK WATER SOURCE –  

DRAFT WATER SHARING PLAN FOR THE HUNTER UNREGULATED & ALLUVIAL WATER SOURCE 2022. 

PRIVATE & CONFIDENTIAL 

Baerami Creek NSW 2333

Our property at Doyles Creek has been in our family since the first land grants to Christopher O’Hara, back on 13th 
August 1857. That will be 8 generations – How many can say they still have a connection to their ancestry? Our 
property is 140 acres. We lived here for 10 years after we were married, before moving to manage a place at 
Baerami Creek. At Doyles Creek we run it in conjunction with the Baerami Creek properties. At Doyles Creek we 
have beef cattle, which we supply to the domestic market, being supermarkets, butcher shops & feed lots as well as 
trade cattle for the overseas market. Along with that we also sell cattle into a special market for antibiotic free 
which is the top shelf. In the past we also have made hay, to keep for ourselves or sell to people with horses, cattle, 
sheep etc. & we grow oats to fatten our cattle before they are sent to market. This is the place we would like to 
retire to in the next 10 years.  

We are very community orientated we love to catch up with the residents of the creek for a BBQ, drinks, or even just 
a chat. The Doyles Creek community is very small, but we all come together in any emergency.  

When the multiple fires over the years have been in the area, our property at Doyles Creek, is recognised as a 
property that the choppers can fill up their buckets with water from our well. How will this be possible if there is a 
CEASE TO PUMP? What, we just leave everything to burn, with houses, properties & lives will be put in danger! 
Doyles creek is mostly a dry creek, so how can we pump if the creek closest to well is dry? Our well is the best well in 
the entire Doyles Creek area. & Has been operational since 1935 when it was installed by Percy O’Hara.  

In addition to providing our personal feedback on the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Water Sharing Plan & how it 
affects us, we would also like to endorse the Submission made by the Hunter Valley water Users association which 
addresses catchment wide issues on our behalf. And also, we fully support the NSW farmers submission too.  

The “history” surrounding Doyles Creek tells us all that the water that is extracted today is nowhere like it used to be 
extracted in the past. Also, the “history” of Doyles Creek was a haven for a multitude of farms where Lucerne seed 
was grown for seed production, as well as dairy farms. All these practices use a lot of water. Each & everyone one of 
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the farms in the valley also had sustainable vegetable gardens, vineyards & fruit orchards. This is a known fact dating 
back to 1870, when first produced Lucerne seed in 1870. In the 1930s Doyles Creek had 14 dairy farms. Each & every 
one of these farms also had 1 share farmers, farming these farms also. So, with the amount of time in “history” 
which dates back to 1870 that Doyles Creek people have had these farming operational practices in place, used 
more water back than compared to today. Most of the farms today at Doyles creek are lifestyle farms unlike ours, 
NO turnover NO money for us to spend.    

We all know that since the Doyles Creek was operational, the environment changes itself, from fires, floods & 
drought and we need to have more leeway when it comes to our water extraction. There is no point with even 
starting the pumps if there is only enough water to pump for 10 minutes, you are just wasting your time as well as 
putting unnecessary strain on your equipment.  

All this bureaucratic stuff all started back when the Government department over allocated water in the first place 
to the people of the valley. It’s now that the government departments are just trying to fix their original stuff up, in 
applying the cease to pump at a level the government department chooses. This Draft Water Sharing Plan for the 
Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Sources that the department is trying to put in place, is for western NSW water ways, 
which is totally different environment to the East coast water ways! They run different direction for starters & end 
up at different places.  It’s just NOT going to work across the whole of NSW!!!  

As for the Cease to Pump triggers an extremely complex, personal, & crucial aspect of the proposed Water Sharing 
Plan across the whole catchment. Therefore, it is vital that the DPIE conducts thorough, transparent & extensive 
consultation when undertaking the decision surrounding this topic. Poorly developed Cease to Pump triggers in the 
catchment has potential to destroy our cattle & hay making business. So, let’s do what’s right for both for the 
environment & the farmers as well.  We are farmers & we need water to grow crops & livestock to help feed all 
Australians. Without farmers we will have No food, & will have to import it all...  

Majority of these farms in Doyles Creek have now been sold off, to people that DO NOT care about anything other 
than having a few acres of peace & quiet. Not looking after the property which includes noxious weeds or anything 
else.  The cost of the metering to each & every farmer that has a well, speers or bore will be astronomical, especially 
when these meters are going to cost $10,000 plus to install. It’s just ridiculous. The Upper Doyles Creek area has no 
mobile coverage. Not to mention sand, the fine sand will get into the meters & stuff them up within a few years, 
which will be more cost to the farmer. It is a well-known fact that the meters along the Hunter River few years back 
all stuffed up due to the high amount of fine sand getting in them. That’s the Hunter, & Doyles Creek & the 
tributaries are FULL of sand!! How are we as farmers going to be able to justify spending HUGE amount of dollars 
every time the meters bugger up? Will there be compensation for this? We all know that metering is a complex 
regulatory requirement that adds significant cost to our business although we understand the crucial role water 
uses have as environmental custodians. It is important for our business that there are clear & concise regulation 
surrounding metering & we there for support the following recommendations from Hunter Valley Water Uses 
Association: The metering requirements of the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Water Sharing Plan be brought in line 
with the NSW Non-Urban Metering Policy, including the minimum threshold of above 100mm or more for water 
users to install the AS4747 meters. & For the DPIE provide further clarification on the metering requirements for 
ground water users & clearly outline the definitions of wells & bores & their differing metering requirements.  

We personally think that the implementations of the water sharing that has been put forward – the government 
associations of today – DO NOT WANT FARMERS TO EXIST. All government departments are making it incredibly 
harder & harder for farmers in every way, shape & form. They are dictating to farmers to get what the government 
departments want; not what farmers need or want. All the government departments also are making it extremely 
hard for any future generations of farmers to take over the farms & continue farming. We would love for our kids & 
our future grand kids to be able to keep this farm & continue farming for generations to come.  

In conclusion we hope that our submission and that of the Hunter Valley Water Uses Association & NSW Farmers 
provides valuable insight that assists with the creation & implementation of the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial 
Water Sharing Plan 2022 that this will have on our business.  

So, thank a farmer for the next meal you have, because without us farmers there will be no food or alcohol. 
Common sense should prevail.   
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Yours Faithfully 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 3:45 PM
To:
Subject: FW:  26/2/22 CONFIDENTIALITY NOT SPECIFIED HUNTER FW: 

SUBMISSION

 

From:   
Sent: Saturday, 26 February 2022 10:58 AM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: SUBMISSION 
 

SUBMISSION FOR THE BAERAMI CREEK WATER SOURCE – 

 DRAFT WATER SHARING PLAN FOR THE HUNTER UNREGULATED & ALLUVIAL WATER SOURCE 2022. 

PRIVATE & CONFIDENTIAL 

Baerami Creek NSW 2333

 

I own a 4,500-acre property in the Baerami Creek valley area in the Upper Hunter. My daughter  
manage the farm for me, as I am getting up in years now & don’t need nor want the stress from any 

government departments, there is enough stress just in everyday life. I trust  judgement & they 
will do what’s right for everyone, not just themselves, unlike a few I know.   

Before buying the Baerami Creek properties in 2005, we did a substantial amount of homework regarding irrigation 
water etc… Since then, we have brought another 2 adjoining properties, & would like to buy more properties in time 
BUT with these new regulations they are not going to help us achieve anything. We run beef cattle, which we supply 
to the domestic market, being supermarkets, butcher shops & feedlots as well as trade cattle for the overseas 
market. Along with that we also sell cattle into a special market for antibiotic free which is the top shelf. We have 
just been nominated for the 2021 in the top 100 producers in NSW for MSA Excellence in Eating Quality Awards & 
would love to better this. We also have hay production, which we make hay & sell to people with horses, cattle, 
sheep etc. & we grow oats to fatten our cattle before they are sent to market. My granddaughter has her own 

 & also produces show steers for , she has been involved in numerous years. She 
has been very successful & I am very proud of her achievements.   

The Baerami community is very close considering it is only small, often having a BBQs, drinks, or even just a chat, it is 
critical even in everyday life that we come together to talk about any issues whether it be family, fires, droughts, 
floods, or government bureaucratic bull shit.  

Since 2005 the Baerami Creek area has had multiple fires, the property I live at on Baerami Creek Road is recognised 
as the ONLY property where the choppers can fill up their buckets with water from our well. How will this be 
possible if there is a CEASE TO PUMP? What! Will we just leave everything to burn, houses, properties & lives will be 
put in danger!  
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In addition to providing our personal feedback on the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Water Sharing Plan & how it 
affects us, we would also like to endorse the Submission made by the Hunter Valley water Users Association which 
addresses catchment wide issues on our behalf.  And I fully support the NSW Farmers submission also.    

The 15 years that the Department has been recording the flow data on the Baerami Creek system. Yes, this was 
through the most significant drought in the past 100 years, BUT also over this time of the same 15 years there is also 
a significant sand slug at the junction of Baerami & Hungerford Creeks which would also have major impact on 
the levels that have been recorded. The “history” surrounding the Baerami Creek Valley tells us all that the water 
that is extracted today is nowhere like it used to be extracted in the past. Also, the “history” of the Baerami Creek 
Valley it was a haven for a multitude of farms where Lucerne seed was grown for seed production, as well as dairy 
farms. All these practices use a lot of water. Each & everyone one of the farms in the valley also had sustainable 
vegetable gardens & fruit orchards. This is a known fact dating back to 1852, when the first Lucerne seed was 
produced in 1896. After that the Baerami Creek Valley became an abundance of dairy farms, this was after the 
subdivision of the Baerami Creek Valley. Each & every one of these farms also had 1 or 2 share farmers, farming 
these farms also. So, with regards to only your 15 years of collecting data & measurements from the monitoring 
bores in this system. I personally do not think 15 years is long enough time considering the amount of time in 
“history” dating back to 1852 that the Baerami Creek Valley farming practices have been operational.  

We all know that since the Baerami Creek valley was operational, the environment changes itself, from fires, floods 
& drought and we need to have more leeway when it comes to our water extraction. There is no point with even 
starting the pumps if there is only enough water to pump for 10 minutes, you are just wasting your time as well as 
putting unnecessary strain on your equipment.  

All this bureaucratic stuff all started back when the Government department over allocated water in the first place 
to the people of the valley. It’s now that the government departments are just trying to fix their original stuff up, in 
applying the cease to pump at a level the government department chooses. This Draft Water Sharing Plan for the 
Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Sources that the department is trying to put in place, is for western NSW waterways, 
which is a totally different environment to the East coast waterways! They run in different direction for starters & 
end up at different places.  It’s just NOT going to work across the whole of NSW!!!  

As for the statistical line of the 95th percentile (95%) which is really ridiculous I even have doubts on the 75th 
percentile (75%) 75% for the Cease to Pump triggers an extremely complex, personal, & crucial aspect of the 
proposed Water Sharing Plan across the whole catchment. Therefore, it is vital that the DPIE conducts thorough, 
transparent & extensive consultation when undertaking the decision surrounding this topic. Poorly developed Cease 
to Pump triggers in the catchment have the potential to destroy our cattle & hay making business. So, let’s make 
that statistical line 60%, or lower. As farmers we are sure it would be more beneficial for the Cease to Pump to be 
set at 60%, whether it’s the departments objectives or not of sustainable aquifer storage, both for the environment 
& the farmers as well.  We are farmers & we need water to grow crops & livestock to help feed all Australians. 
Without farmers we will have No food, & will have to import it all...  

As the Baerami Creek is very diverse we would like to see at least 1 more monitoring bore, as what happens at the 
top end of the valley is so much different to the bottom end.  As “history” often tells us, since 1852 to now, that it is 
a long way from the 1st farm at the top of Hungerford Creek & 1st farm at the top end of Baerami Creek to the 
monitoring bore at the Baerami House, that you want to base figures off in the Baerami Creek Valley. And not 
forgetting we have that sand slug! Common sense should prevail that you cannot gauge the whole Cease to Pump 
off 1 single site monitoring bore along this distance. We would like to see another bore also added to the cease to 
pump levels at another one of the existing sites.   

Majority of these farms in the Baerami Creek Valley have now been congregated and have only 1 owner. The cost of 
the metering to each & every farmer will be astronomical, considering the meters are going to cost $10,000 plus to 
install, & some of the properties have up to 5 sites or more!! The whole valley area has no mobile coverage. Not to 
mention the sand issues addressed at the top, the fine sand will get into the meters & stuff them up within a few 
years, which will be more costly to the farmer. It is a well-known fact that the meters along the Hunter River a few 
years back all stuffed up due to the high amount of fine sand getting in them. That’s the Hunter, & Baerami Valley is 
FULL of sand!! How are we as farmers going to be able to justify spending a HUGE amount of dollars every time the 
meters bugger up? Will there be compensation for this? We all know that metering is a complex regulatory 
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INSERT ADDITIONAL CONCERNS 
 

The payment of the meters, after while going through; 

- Drought 

- Floods 

-Mice Plague 

The farm is only at 40%, it has not had enough to time be at full capacity due to these events, the 

cease to pump would only further damage the likelihood of becoming a successful business and in 

my circumstances we just do not have the money to support the implementation of these meters or 

the mental anguish that goes along with this.  

The price of the meters being 10-15 grand (seeking quotes at this moment) is unreasonable to all 

extents, as this isnt a business venture that supports anyone in the process. The current metering 

system in place sufficent for our current use of water. (Log book and power usage). 

The property value may devaluate in the coming droughts as everything will be dead and will not be 

able to be supported through the means of water. 

In your draft. Part 2, section 9 (b). implementing cease to water and pump meters does not have 

ecomic benefits on the agricultural industry, as the upfront cost, and assumingly the ongoing costs 

will be to great to support. 

For the implementations of the meters, why cannot the proposed plan by the government be paid 

by the government? 

In regards to the Cease to pump clause, which I do support. Why can't NSW water inform the water 

user when this is activated, and take responsibility for their implementation of the new draft. 

Having very little experience and understanding of computers, and if the graph and water level is 

mis-understood, I am left open to legal action through fines. Why can't NSW water inform the 

irrigator of the cease to pump order when it occurs?  

 

Conclusion: 
I hope that this Submission and that of HVWUA provides valuable insight that assists with the 

creation and implementation of the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial Water Sharing Plan 2022.  

This plan will have Economic and mental impact on our business. 

Kind regards,  

 

  

 

 



 





























Draft Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter 
Unregulated and Alluvial Water 
Sources 2022 

Submission form 

How to fill out this form 

Name 

Postal Address 

 

 

Widden NSW 2328 

Telephone 

Email address  
Stakeholder Group □Irrigation Interests □Aboriginal Interest

(please indicate which of the □Fishing Interests @Local Landholder 

following best represents your O Local Govt./ Utilities D Other (specify) 

interest by ticking one box) 

If your comments refer Widden Brook 
to a specific water 

source, which one? 

Attach extra pages if required 

i,,,. 
--- --

NSW 
GOVERNMENT 

D Environment Interests 

D Community Member 

NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment \ PUB20/816[v2] \ 2 























25th February 2022, 

Department of Planning, Industry & Environment- Water 
Locked Bag 26 
Gosford NSW 2250 

Att:  

Re: Comments for the Hunter Unregulated & Alluvial Water Sharing Plan 

Please see below a summary of key issues detailed in our submissi;n. 

• Our preference is for Option 2 as this appears to be most suitable for our business and the environment.

• We are of the opinion that the triggers for CtP are quite 'specific and the effects on the businesses in the
Widden Valley will potentially be adverse therefore more research and further landholder consultation should
be undertaken. The fact that only the 1 bore was used in the data modelling could possibly mean that if
implemented as is, the triggers to CtP would'possibly be inaccurate and in that case most detrimental.

• We object to Part 6, Division 3 & 4 of the Draft Plan because under the water sharing plan the CtP rules do
not apply to water taken under basic landholder rights. The draft does not take this into account so we
respectfully request that any CtP rules are only applied to Access Licences as per the Water Management Act
(2000). We usually have in excess of 30 staff & their families residing on farm, around 150 head of cattle, 50
head of sheep and 600 horses & foals so we need further clarification on this point.

• We seek clarification on how current 'stock and domestic' water use will be permitted as well as our licenced
allocation under the metered system. This is absolutely vital to the operations of our business.
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 6:52 PM
To:
Subject: FW: 28/2/22 3.06 PM NOT CONFIDENTIAL HUNTER FW: 

Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated  and 
Alluvial

 
From: digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au 
<digital.services=squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au@squiz.regional.nsw.gov.au> On Behalf Of 
digital.services@squiz.dpie.nsw.gov.au 
Sent: Monday, 28 February 2022 3:06 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Submission for the draft remake water sharing plan Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 
 
Permission 
I would like my 
submission to be treated 
as confidential?:  

No 

I would like my personal 
details to be treated as 
confidential?:  

No 

Your details 
Are you making a 
submission as an 
individual or on behalf of 
an organisation?:  

Individual  

Which of the following 
best describes the kind of 
stakeholder you are?:  

Irrigator/farmer 

If you selected other, 
please state:  

 

Email address:  
Question 1.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

YES. FLOW CLASS THRESHOLDS - WATER SOURCE - GLENNIES - FLOW REFERENCE POINT 
- ACCORDING TO SIX MAPS THERE ARE NO LOTS 23 AND 24 IN DP 752462. HOW CAN 
SUCH BASIC INFORMATION BE INCORRECT IN THE PUBLIC CONSULTATION DRAFT? 

Question 1.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 2.1 
Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

Assuming that "extraction" refers to "extraction by pumping", is it correct that livestock 
will continue to drink from all flows above the Long term average annual extraction 
limit? 

Question 2.2 
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Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

NO. When water was separated from land, title deeds were issued separately for water 
access licences. Like land, water has a value and licence holders are entitled to have 
certainty regarding the value of their water assets and it is incumbent on the issuer of 
the water access licences that the value of these assets is not diminished. 

Question 3.1 

Do you think this is 
appropriate? Why / why 
not?:  

NO. In 2022 we are having a weather event that is providing a significant increase in 
volumes of water captured in dams and rivers and logically there is an opportunity for an 
increase in harvestable rights which licence holders should be able to take advantage of 
to mitigate the deficiency of available water in the drought ending in early 2020. 

Question 4.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.3 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.4 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 4.5 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 5.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

There is currently a Development Application with Singleton Council for the installation 
of two in-river dams (Dams # 9 and # 10) on Goorangoola Creek which is being strongly 
opposed by neighbouring and affected landholders.  

Question 6.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 7.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.1 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 8.2 
Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 9.1 
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Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

 

Question 10.1 

Do you have any 
comments on this aspect 
of the draft plan?:  

Are Aboriginal Community Development access licences tradeable? If so, on what basis 
can they be traded and to whom? What entities can hold these licences? Are they 
subject to the same charges as other licences? Can these licences be extinguished if the 
licence holder no longer exists? 

Question 11.1 

Comments on any aspect 
of the draft plan:  

PART 2 - 8 VISION (d) add "economic" benefit PART 2 - 9 OBJECTIVES (d) add "economic" 
benefit PART 2 - 9 OBJECTIVES add (e) "to maintain the value of water access licences" 
PART 2 - 10 STRATEGIES (c) remove "take" and substitute "extract" PART 2 - 10 
STRATEGIES (e) add "and licence holder rights and benefits" PART 2 - 10 STRATEGIES (g) 
remove "provide" and substitute "manage" PART 2 - 11 PERFORMANCE (b) "economic 
benefits" TO WHOM? Clarification needed. Page 13 - PART 3 DIVISION 1 - 12 (i) water 
required for domestic & stock rights is 565 ML/year Glennies Creek. Page 14 - DIVISION 2 
- 15 (1) No reference to Glennies Creek Water Source Page 16 - 3 (i) unit shares 
distributed as to 446 unit shares in Glennies Creek. Page 30 - DIVISION 3 - 34 GENERAL 
(1) remove "taken" and substitute "extracted" Page 31 - 36 EXCEPTIONS - (1) add (v) 
"livestock watering and welfare" EXTREMELY IMPORTANT Page 56 - GLENNIES FLOW 
REFERENCE POINT - There are no Lots 23/24 in DP 752462 Ref SIX MAPS 

Question 11.2 
Upload a submission or 
any supporting 
documents:  

No file uploaded 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 8 June 2022 3:34 PM
To:
Subject: FW:  27/2/22 8.15 am CONFIDENTIALITY NOT INDICATED HUNTER 

FW: Hunter Valley Unregulated and Alluvial Water Users

 

From:   
Sent: Sunday, 27 February 2022 8:15 PM 
To: DPIE Hunter Unregulated Water Plan Mailbox <hunterunreg.wsp@dpie.nsw.gov.au> 
Cc: dave.layzell@parliament.nsw.gov.au; tamworth@parliament.nsw.gov.au; manly@parliament.nsw.gov.au 
Subject: Hunter Valley Unregulated and Alluvial Water Users 
 
To Whom it may concern –  
 
I would like to put in a submission for the above, we are in the process of purchasing a block of land at Aberdeen, 
that this will effect and would like more information / time as we feel this could effect the future operations of our 
business.  We have purchased the land with a certain water allocation and now understand that may not be the case 
with this new proposal. 
 
Regards 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 



To  

We are writing today to submit an inquiry about the possibility of a 

water sharing plan to trade our water licence up and down stream to 

the Upper Wollombi Brook/Congewai Creek water sources. 

On our farm we have used the water licence  for 33 years. 

Our licence allows us 260 mega litres with 3 pumps on the Congewai 

Creek and an unnamed water course. Currently we have 2 80 ml 

centrifugal pumps on the creek that are being used separately. Down 

stream from us at Cedar Creek the creek is spring feed leaving us one of 

the first parts of the creek to dry. When the creek dries we can revert 

back to our pump on the dam (unnamed water course). Because of our 

pumps being used separately we are currently not using the bulk of our 

water and with having the water available is it possible to trade our 

licence either up stream or down stream? 

Can you please clarify our obligations for having meter readers on our 

pumps, with our pumps being 80ml, as it is unviable to have meters on 

both pumps when they aren’t being used together? 

Yours truly, 
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