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Subni ssi on- FNC Water Strategy 2020

Dear Sir/ Madam

My name is and | am a farner
and retired solicitor from The Channon on the far north
coast of New South Wl es.

| would Iike to thank and acknow edge t he work done
so far by the DPIE on the FNC Water Strat egy.

Firstly I would like to state that the Strategy nust not
rely too nmuch on Rous’s Future Water 2060 Project,
especially since the plan hinges on the contentious
Dunoon Dam and that the Dunoon Dam shoul d no

| onger be an option in the Strategy.

There is wi despread opposition to the proposed
Dunoon Dam and Rous has not been open with you
t he DPI E and gover nnent .

Rous and Lisnore City Council failed to provide the DPIE with an accurate
apprai sal O the Dunoon dam

The damis highly controversial, and resisted. There is

wi despread concern about the destructiveness of

Dunoon dam and al so the failure of Rous to plan for

water resilience using nodern technol ogi es.

91% of 1290 witten and online submnm ssions to Rous
oppose the dam opti on.

Soci al rejection denonstrates the damoption fails the
triple bottomline test being economc, environnental
and social. A broad suite of other effective options
were preferred by respondents.

Dunoon Dan will |eave us vul nerable and a warm ng
climte.

Wat er Services Association of Australia describes new
danms as high risk investnments because they depend on
Rain. (WBAA, All Options on the Table, 2020).

Prof essor Stuart Khan (UNSW has said a resilient water
system woul d have 30 to 50% of supply from sources



that don’t depend on rain, such as purified recycled

wat er and desal i nation both of which can be powered by renewabl e energy.
(ABC North Coast radio,

22/ 10/ 20) .

The New Sout h Wal es productivity green paper 2020

recomends water efficiencies, and the uptake of new

sources such as purified recycled water. (New South

Wal es Treasury, productivity conm Ssion green paper,

continuing the productivity conversation 2020).

Rous’s Future Water 2060 fails to nmention system
resilience is inportant, and seriously exam ned only
groundwat er and Dunoon dam Rous County Council,
future water project 2060, 2020.)

Rous County Council have failed to show | eadership in

contenporary water managenent. All options need to

be given serious attention including water efficiency,

roof and stormnater harvesting (including tanks), and

wat er sources that don’t need rain such as purified

recycle water in desalination.

Rous failed to provide | eadership in increasing

know edge of innovative water managenent. There is a

lack of famliarity with the options showase by WSAA in “all options on
the table“ (W5AA) and on

t he “Cooperative Research Centre Water Sensitive

Cties” website. The narrow focus on Dunoon Dan has

stunted water literacy in the region. This is a deficit that

DPIE needs to rectify in the Regional Strategy

New housi ng devel opnents can build in innovative water systens from
the ground up -the cost of which can be born by devel opers.

Because of this failure of |eadership and governance, Rous Future \Water
is a flawed plan that reflects an outdated, standard approach to water
system pl anni ng and nmust not be used to underpin the Regional

Strategy.

Rous has ignored systemn de water efficiency which is

cheap and recommended

Water efficiency is cheap and effective (Al Options on the Tabl e, WEAA
p3). It is also reconmended by the 2020 NSW Productivity Conmm ssion

G een Paper. (NSWproductivity conmm ssion green paper, continuing the
productivity conversation 2020)

Rous omtted water efficiency fromits 2020 Integrated Water Cycle
Managenent Devel opnent options for increasing supply And undert ook
no specialist Studies is on it.

Prof essor Stuart Wiite identified significant potential increase in
Rous supply through efficiency neasures negl ected by Rous.

(See - Brief Review Rouse water augnmentation PDF on water Northern
rivers.org website).

The lack of attention to water efficiency is evident fromthe fact that
during the past two years there was a significant anount of tine in

whi ch Rous did not enploy Denmand Managenent O ficer -the position

is now filled part tinme reflecting howthe low priority that Rous stil



attaches to water efficiency.

The destructive inpacts of Dunoon dam have been noted in nunerous
reports.

In 2010 Terrestrial Ecol ogy, Aquati c Ecol ogy, and Cultural Heritage
reports oh found serious inpacts froma damin this |ocation on Rocky
Creek. Menbers of a Public Reference Group voiced their concerns in
opposi tions (SMEC, Dunoon Dam Terrestrial Ecol ogy | npact

Assessment, 2011). In 2011 A Technical Report noted that the dam was
constrai ned by

significant environnental and social inpacts, high capital cost in the
fact

that it was highly climate influenced (page 52).

An Integrated Water Planning report in 2014 noted that although the dam
was “technically viable “, it had “significant environmental and soci al
constraints associated with threatened and endangered terrestrial ecol ogy
and culturally significant aboriginal heritage”

The destruction of aboriginal heritage by Dunoon damis unacceptable

The 2011 Cultural | npact Assessnent states “ Aboriginal stakeholders are
of the opinion that the site should renmain undi sturbed and that no | evel
of disturbance is considered acceptable to thent.

This heritage woul d be destroyed by any dam

In 2013, Rous County Council conm ssionEd anot her Cul tural | npact
Assessnent ( CHI A2013)

To supersede the 2011 CHIA). It seens that very few Wjabul W a-Bal

st akehol ders have seen the 2011 or the 2013 CH A or has been aware of
their existence. Rous are now asking that to repeat the CH A process yet
again until they get the Result they want. Wen Rous pronotes the damis
t he cheapest option it nust be noted that the destruction of the Juukan
Rock Shelters was al so thought the cheapest option by Rio Tinto at the
tinme.

The ecol ogi cal inpacts of Dunoon dam are unaccept abl e.
“OFfsets”Unaccept abl e when set agai nst these potential extinction
pressures.

Destruction of Big Scrub rainforest and it’s threatened species

There are 62 ha of Low and Rai nforest Endangered Ecol ogi cal Community
(EEC) on the site. Only 1% of the Big Scrub Rai nforest renains.

This rainforest is of global significance.

The Channon gorge contains warm tenperate rai nforest on sandstone, a rare
occurrence. The damwall construction woul d destroy 92% of it.

Ni ne threatened flora species would be severely inpacted by Dunoon dam
(2013 Terrestrial Ecology |Inpact Assessnment Report). The destruction of
these plants and an increase in the threats against themis a very serious
matter with international scientific consequences.

17 fauna species have been identified that are listed as threatened under
the TSC Act NSW ( the Koala, one fruit bat, six mcro bats and eight birds
and one frog).

Extinction pressures on koal a



Nort h coast koal as were under extinction pressure even before 70% of our
regi onal koal a population was killed in the 2019 sumrer fires.

The 2011 Terrestrial Ecology O npact Assessnent (TEIA), ldentified 72 ha
of Tal |l owwood and fl ooded gum koal a habit at.

Koal a corridors woul d be severed by the Dunoon dam brackets (TEIA).

Habi tat fragnentation contributes to the decline in koala popul ati on,

Whol worths and the stress di sease problemand | ead to nore deaths.

Koal as are commonly seen and heard in the area of the proposed and wal |
and the Channon. Whi an Wi an Landcare has pl anted al nost 3000 koal a food
trees to rebuild corridors in the proposed damarea, linking two tracks of
forest to the north the southern corridor would be destroyed.

Extinction pressure on platypus

Platypus is facing extinction because of habitat destruction, dans and
weirs (Bono et al,A stitch in time-Synergistic inpacts to platypus Meta
popul ati on extinction risk, Biological Conservation, Feb 2020).

There are breeding Platypus on Rocky Creek. The Dunoon dam Wul d hasten

t he

decline of the species.

Construction of the dam Wodward cheese pl atter Puss habitat downstream
due to sedi nment | oading snothering. (The 2012 Aquatic Ecol ogy Assessnent,
p61) .

Extinction pressure on native fish

A Dunoon dam woul d extinguish nearly all of the endangered Eastern
Freshwater Cod’s Rocky Creek habitat due to cold water pollution

downst ream (NSW Fi sheri es, Cod Recovery Plan, 2004). This plan ains to
restore the species to the Rocky Creek in Richnond Ri ver systens how ever
it depends upon quality habitat and natural fl ows.

Anot her 16 native species are also threatened by a significant and
permanent | oss of the 17.5 km of habitat including the Oxl eyan Pygny Perch
and purple spotted gudgeon

(2011 Rous Aquatic Survey).

Regar ds






