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INTRODUCTION TO DRAFT POLICY ON VICTORIA'S WATER DISTRIBUTION, ﬁ\,q €
c Ry W
The enclosed draft was prepared before Bolte made his pre-election
statement on April 21st 1964 that irrespective of the findings of the
State Parliamentary Public Works Committee on Melbourne's future water
suprly, his Government would not permit the Melbourne and Metropolitan
Board of Works to take any water from north of the Dividiang. Range and
added insult to injury to his cwn experts on April 24th by admitting that
his govarnment had had such an opinion even before setting up the Committes
of Enquiry, ‘
The "GUARDIAN" statement by Rex Mortimer of April 30th is based on this
draft, and was published to challenge Belte's unprincipled vote-catching
attitude on the is:zue,.
However our policy needs to be examined carefully and critically by
all corirades likely to have some kmowlzsdge about different aspects of it
with a view to evclving 2 water-plan for Vigtoria .

It should be noted that schemes fer future water distribution are
insepafdblywééhﬁeﬁféd'wifﬁhﬁIdﬁ§”be'fﬁfﬁfé"aiéE?IB&EidH“ET”ﬁbpﬁlation
i.,eé, on décefitralisation méasures, and any views held on this issue would
also be helpful, €.g8. is the wWholé of the Thompson's River's waters
ITikel¥ €9 be requiréd For the LéTSrobe Valley? = 7

A few news items which have come to hand since the enclosed draft:

1.BOLTE SPEAKING AT MORSHAM IN SUPPCIT OF LIEFRAL CANLDIDATE FCR SWINGING
o EAT OF LCWAN: "23,000 pscple in small towns would get a reticulated
water supcly, Under the pres.ont formula for asristing town and country
water supplics 160 small farms cculd not expsct a supply. But the
Government would guarantee that over the next ten years it would give
these tcwns a reticulated supply at a rates nct exceeding 3/6." (Sun 12£§/

6

2, "BEAUTIFUL BUT SUSPECT" "The River Seine ... is rapidly beceming little
better than a giant sewer. This alarming information has emerged from
a current agreement between scientists and expecrts over the pres.nt and
future problems of keeping Paris supplicd with reascnably pure drinking
water ...Professor Jean Boyer, addressing a congresc on hygicne at the
Pasteur Institute said categorically that most tap water in the capital
was unfit for human consuwnption, The filtering process failed to elimin-
ate dangerous viruses and poisonous substance=a from the Seine's 7olluted
waters! .,."bottled mineral water for most families is too expensive for
every meal,.." (AGE article by William Millinship 27/5/64).

3, OPTIMUM SIZ® OF MELBOURNE: Mr, Stoneham: "The Metropeclitan Board has
several times asked the Government for a decision on the optimum size of
Melbourne, but Mr, Bolte has always igncred his obligations to produce a
plan to divert scme industrial activities to prcvincial centres, By
permitting over-concentration of industries in Melbourne, the Government
has forced the Board to provide o grentliy dincreased water supply”

(AGE, 23/4/64).
4, GIPPSLAND Sir Herbert Hyland: "It is 2 pity Mr. Bolte had not reached
his decision bofore setting up the costly inquiry, We are now anxious to
know what he intends to do about the proposal to divert water from
Gippsland". (AGE 23/L/64),

5, GCULBURN VALLEY "There is no doubt that the majority of the farming
conrunity here dc not favor this conversion"(i.e. to Melbcurne) "I wouid
say that Bolte was using this for political purposes, He did nct even
wait for the Farliamentary Committee's report, He wanted tc curry favor
against the Labor Farty and Country Farty. The Liberal Party is standing
a local chap against Mose, .the denuty leader of th. Country Party",

(opinio?_zf Party member living in this arca 30/4/64),
i

6. PROPER SURVEY DEIANDED"Mr., H,A. Lenne chairman of the Chamber c¢7f
Agriculture of Victoria and president cof the Victorian Dairy Farmers!
Associati n said he regarded the (i,e., Bolte's) "statement as highly
political... both organisations represented arc strongly opposed to
diversion of watur without a prcper survey,.. If such a survey showed that
there was ample water for both irrigators and Melbourne's supply then the

v.D,A, wculd "go along with it!'

ii} ‘sheppartont's Mayor Cr. J.C.‘Stewart congratulated Mr, Bolte

éiii) Mr, J.P. Cornish, president of the Australian Conning Fruitgrowers
and 2 member of the executive of the Northern Victoria Fruitgrowers
Ascociation ..."all members of the Association would be pleased .. only

P et

ccmmon sense that wat .r north of the Divide should be utilised for purposes
in that area",
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(iv) Mr J.H, Brown secretary of Goulburn Waranga Water Users United League o
“,., executive was pleased .. some 6% of the average annual flow at Goulburny *
weir is not regulated. In a dry year, all the flow wculd be regulated ang ¢
the proposed div_orsion would have necescitated a reduction im sales quota v
from 30% to 231% of water rights ... water rights plus sales to at least f
65% are required to enable increased return and off-set increased cost ,, !
any interference with northern water used for irrigation would be disastrous
and scriously retard the development of the Goulburn Valley, We are
fortunate that a very dry year has not arisen for some tive .,."
(v) Mr. J. Daléy, president of the Goulburn Valley District Committee of
the Australian Primory Preducer's Union "... good news ... prosperity
would have been lost with the loss of this watzsr'.

(vi) All above quotes from "Shepparton News" 24 /4 /64 which reported that
Bolte's statcment "recesived with a mixture of elation and scepticism,
Some have refused to comment on what thoy claim is purely a political
action to try and win votes in Northern Victoria",

DRAFT POLICY ON WATIR DISTRIBUTICN
Wi¥ IS THD PARLIAMTHTARY COMIITTEE OF ZNQUIRY INTC MELTOURNE'S FUTURE
TTTTTTTTTUATER ST S LY OF MU EDIATE POLITICAL IMPORTANCE Lo

The Committee has becn sitting for more than a vear. It has been thought
that its evidence would be completed and a report submitted to the House
before the end of May i.e. beforc the State election,

Heocwever it ic now belicved th-t this report will not be ccmpleted
before the Statec election in June,

Maybe it is so controversial, and sc¢ likely toc split his own Party
that Bolte does nct want it to beccme an elcction iscue.

However, decisions arce urgently regnired becausce construction of one
project or anothcr must sccn commence or Melbourne's population within a
few vears will cutstrip its water supnliy, |

It should e emshasised that there are voluminous pages of evidence
given tc the Committec, and that there are no doubt factors including
political factors, nct presented to the Committec and that this draft
should be regarded as a tentative presentation only of sonmie of the main
problems and attitudes.

WEAT A F THE RIVAL WATER SCHENMES?

The Committee 2as before it two main contending schemes, One is the
master~plan of the Melbourne and Metropclitan Board of Wecrks (MMBH) which
proposes a 3-stage storage of 3 rivers,

(a) The Big River by 1969, which flows into the Eildon Reservoir and

thence into the Goulburn River.
(b) Variosus E-st Warburtcn creeks and further darming th< Upper Yarra area
by 1977, _
(c) The Aberfeldy - Thompson River by 1988 (90% of which flows to waste |
into the sea).

The MHMBW schenies aim to provide water for an estimated population of
5,000,000 by the yzar 2,000, They are bascd on the principle of careful
prescrvation of mountain catchment areas, as at prescnt, to give Melbourne
one of the purcst water supplies in the world,

The extra water prcvicded, capital cost and cost per unit of water
(1,000 gallons) for zach of thsa 3 stages is as follows,

gallons
Big River £ 43 million La 20 million
East Warburton £ 21 " 10d 43 "
Thempson £34 " 8.44 52 "

The Big River Schem¢ would divort only h% of the total water flowing
into the Eildon, and thoere are schom.s (Appalock Reservoir, Buffalc River and
diversion f Snowy to Murray) for further Zevelopment which weuld provide
eight times this aome nt of water for northern farming arecas.

The alternate schome of the Stat. River and Wator supply Commissicn
(SR&WSC) is to dam thea Yarga at Worrandyte, the Maribyrnong, the Plenty
River and Woori Yallock Creck, As the waters cof these rivers in their
nicdle and lover reaches are polluted, tris invclves treatment by
chlorin-ticn and mixing with purer wat.r. The capital cecet of the plont
for such treatment and the treatment itsolf added to the cocest of dams,
woyld invilve, much dearer wat.r to the consumer (rate incrcase from
2.4d to 3.8d. in the £1) would req-ir e rc-treatment of water by a number
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>t dndustries that require pure water in their industrial processes,

wuald d7arupt present settled areas in the Shire of Eltham, would open the
Zecor to.the progressive exploitation of the present catchment areas by the
tirer industry and ruin the lower Yarra below Warrandyte; the inadequate
flow creating serious health hazards, stench, and pollution of beaches.
Arguments for this schemc include the irrigation interests of farmers, the
interests of a poscible industrial development of the Latrobe Valley, loss
of revinue te the State Rivers and Vater Supply Commission by fall in
revenue from water passing through Eilden, loss of revenu: otherwise obtain-
able by Forestry Commis:zion by felling timber in catchment arcas.

ARY THEXZE ANY POINTS CF AGREEMy~NT IN THE RIVAL SCHEMES ?

Yes - the State Rivers and Water Supply Commission say they have no
objection to th.¢ Boards third stage project for the Thompson River,
dowever, some supporters of the Bard?'s scheme say, cynically, that the
Commiscion arc only supporting this tactically be¢cause it is so far in the
future (1988) and in the meantime they hcecpe to extablish the practice and
principle of chlorination treatment for water and breach th. Bcard's
practic.: of prescrving mountain catchment areas,

The only possible objection to the Thompson River scheme is from
future industrial development of the Latrobe Valley., However, only 2/3rds
of the Thompson water is proposed for Melbourne and in any case there are
no doubt other Gippsland rivers that c-uld be develcped to supply more
water for the Latrobe Volley? At the moment 90% of it runs to waste.

{HAT INTERESTS SUPPORT WAICH SCHENME?

Yarra - Maribyrnong Chlorination Treatment Scheme

1. Farmers of Goulburn Velley,

They resist any loss of Eildon weir water as pescible future reduction
in flow of the Goulburn due to diversion ¢f headwater of Big River to
Melbourne, They are organised thrcugh the Goulburn Valley Developrient
League,

2, Bolte and (possibly) Country Party Leaders

It is known that Bolte supports it and it is thought possible that \
McEwan, Federal leader of the Country Party, whose seat covers the Goulburn
Valley, may also support it, (Conjacture whether McEwan might have bartered
electoral immunity for the Liberal Country Party for Bolte's support?)

3 Australian Paper Manufacturers ant to be allowed into the
catchment areas to get cheaper, more accescible timber supplies,

I, Sawmillers - for the same reason,

5 The Forests Commission support access by A,P,M, and Sawmillers,

Query: This attitude derives from increased revenue by sale of timber in
lands controclled by For.st Commission., (For example - pine plantations arec
undertaken by the Forests Commiscion as a cormercial venture) .

Query: Pericdically the Forests Commission supports access tc catchment
are-g every time the Wood Pulp Agreement Act ccmes up for renewal?

4. The State Rivers and Water Supply,Commission itself which apparcntly
prroduced the Warrandyte dam scheme very hurriedly in reply to M,M.B.V.,'s
master water plan which was presented to the Government, (Note; both
thhese Commiscions are Government appointed and Government directed and more
likely‘tc directly represcnt monopely interests than the M.M,B.W., which
has some measure of demccratic control),

7., The Country Conference of the Labor Pa?ty
Annual meceting at Yallourn decided S.R, & W, S.C, shculd be the supreme

autherity for water supply with control cver M.M.B.W, A.L.,P. Country
rganiser Geocrge Poyser stated "The Premier Mr, Bolze plans to deprive the
country of its irrigation systems". "He wants all the water he can g.t to

help fulfil his dreams for Melbourne to hceld 5 million people, Mr. Bcolte's
plan would cause a sericus water shertage in country areas especially the
Latrobe Valley ithus preventing them from benefiting from new industrics.

The Premier's proposition is fantastic and stupid. It would ben.fit
Melbournc to the detriment of the rest of the State." Cenference carried

unaninmously a decision that Gippsland rivers be harnessed to give security
of supply for future industiial, domestic and primary producticn needs.,
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.+ z: Poyser's ectimate of Bolte's present position scems incorrect,
"yi: also policy adcpted by Country Confcrence of th. Labor Party does not
Locome Labor Party policy unless adopted bv A,L.P, Conference,

8, Timber Workers' Unicn. (Limited Swpport)
Support access to catchment areas for timber getting on bchalf of
moembers who do not want to migrate e.g. from Healesville or Warburton to

Gippsland or elsewhere,

9. The Labor Party {(Limited support) Have in the past supported access
tc catchment arcas for timber-getting. (This tc be checked).

10, Shire of Upper Yarra (limited support) Oppose the East Warburton
(second 1977) stage of the Becard's schceme only on grounds that it would
involve clogin: down of all szw-mills in Shire except one, throwing 300 men
out cof work and in oth.r ways adverscly affect dJarburton as a tcwnship,

11, Potential: Country Interests Genecrally.

Whatever the interests b.hind support of the S.R.W.,5.C,'s plan (i,e,
Az M,, Country Farty squatters, ctc) th. tendency is for country interests
genernlly to line-up in favour of th. S.R, & W.5.C., regariless of tradit-
ional class or Farty affiliations. Thuz already apparcantly the Country
Party, the couniry members of the Liberal-Country FParty, the Country Confer-
ence of the A,L.P,, the Timber Workers Union and petentially farmers
Zene - 1ly, (b;cause of drrigatiun demands) and ccun*ry townships such as
Latrobe Volley towns (because o7 potential industrial development).

BIG RIVER - WARBURTON -~ THOMPS'N 2TIVER SCEEME

1. Residents in Warrandyte - Elthaom area

Organised in the Yarra Valley Citizens Ccmmittee which called a protest

meeting and published a2 statement puitting the MMBW's case and the detrimenta’
effect of the S,R, & W,S5.C,'s case by "drowning cut" dimportant population
areas and ruining the Yarra,

2. Melbourne industries requiring pure water.

Beer, soft-drinks and certain terrtile industries would ne.d to re-
treat any chleorinat.d-water scheme, and boilers uscd in other industries
cculd be adversely affected,

3. Melbourne busines generally,

Deputy-Premier Rylah and Liberal George Reid are said to support. The
then Lord Mayor Sir Mauric: Nathan convened a confsrence of Melbourne
Counicil and Shire representatives to present a common front before the
Committec of Enquiry,.

4, THE D.L.P, (Limited Support)

Have opposed accesz to catchment arecs by tiner 1nterests, possibly in
Dposition to-A.L.P, attitudsy - -7 - - oo

-~ e

5. The Ccmmunist Party (Limitecd Support) - have opposed access to catchment
areas in cpposition to timber interests and in support of retaining pure
untreated water supply for Melbourne,

6. Potential Melbourne Interests Gener-lly, Retention of an untreated
water su3'ly nctoed as ctne of the purest water su»n~lics in the werld and
also one which would apporently be cheaper than a treated water supply
tinds to incline all Melbcurne citizens whethe. Liberal or Labor to favor
centipuation of the MMBW's me*thceds and support of the MMBW's plan.

JAT SEOULD THD COMIUNIST PARTY'S POLICY BE 2

The Board of VWorks Master plan is a long-range plan based on develop-
mcnts until the yoar 2,000, Before then there could well be a Socialist
Government in Australia, so that it would ssem usceful to consider both a
long-range policy and an immediate policy.

LONG-RANCE POLICY
l. Scientific Plﬁunlnr

In oz Bovdnlist Australia, there would be a plan for a full and Dalancedd

utilis-otion of the whcie of the coun*ry s incdustrial and ag rlcultural potcn-

mh st R S, e = : -
tia., Such a deliberat and sci. ptl ic plann.d dévelopment of rescurces
is quite impcssible under cajsi 186‘*“*”“ — S g

Tho.plnnﬂ¢lg of tho_stor“ﬁc and distribution c¢f water- supnlies will
Q?WQVQJT}?“Q rml port of_suc a sccialist plon and catef_ln a bal“nced
way feor the no,ds of drwustlc use, industrial rbqulrcmonts and irrigotion..
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For such sci:ntific long-range planning it is not possible to accept
2. its face value th. exvert advice of engineers advocating various water
gschemes, however dedicated to their profession such men may bco,

This is so because despite sincere attempts to be objective by many of
them they are inevitably pushsd and pulled arocund by the pressure of
wectional interests like Australian Paper lanufacturers, the claims of the
Government for revenue-producing or cost-saving schemcs, not to mention
the influence of political parties representing competing sectionzal
pressures, they still approach the problums from the standpoint of prescnt
trends of capitalist devaelopment,

2. Dacentralisation.

For such reasons thoe Communict Party cannot accept the as"umptlons of

the Board of Works, that 31anc muvt be anptLG onmyhe b351° of a populatlon
for Melbourne of 5,000,000 by the year 2,000, =

”DOleQtloﬂz ana co“s%guently dchiopmen+ of water schem s to scrvo ‘

newly- establlsnedﬂtowno.

In socialist countries it is recogniscd that big cities can bucome too
big and a limit to the¢ir size is planncd. This factor is .ven more
important for Australian capital cities becavse the Australian prefcrence
for individual home-ownership criates a "suburban sprawl" which vastly
increases costs of 2ll services and complicat.s transport and traffic
preblems, Consequently an Australian-gtyle big city can become too big
long before say European-style big cities based predominantly on flats,

Moreover, in Australia espccially, the commercial interests of
Melbourne and Sydney have had sufficient influcnce over Governments to
smother the development of industry and transport in the countryside, or
for other possible ports, in order to ste.r all commcdities possible
through the capital city.

As the Labor Party also supports decentralisation, it should be
possible to devclop common perspectives, not based on the interests of
the big commercial and industrial monopolics based in the cities but
on the needs of the Victorian people,

Such perspectives should include proposed limits for Melbourne's
development, and planned expansion of othcr Victorian provincial centres,
Whilst the Communist Party believes that a tloroughgoing scheme could
only bg achieved under socialism, it also believes that moves in this
direction should b¢ possible under caoritalism  under a progre551ve Labor
Government -nd it could help to unite the peopvle arcund any such campaign.
The Communist Party approves, for c¢xample, the decision of the Labor
Party conference that Gippsland rivers be harness. d to give security of
water supply for future industrial and primary production needs of the
Latrobes Valley,

3. JIrrigaticn Any plan for decentralisation of industry and population
must include also a plan for development of a better deal for the farmers,
waich includes far more attenticn teo soil ¢resion, flcod prevention,
protection of forests, re-afforestation of mountain catchments, fertilisers,
and more and improved irrigation schemes.

The Communist Party stands for the e¢xpansion of water sup:lies

(D e A

anlu&Lnr supplics of artesian v watvr, in arezas capable of 1mprcv1ng

fﬂrmlng and a blb 1mordvv.gnt in thu methfds of dlstrlbatlon of water
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“to such areas.
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It approves of the decision of thc recent Country Conference cf the
Labor Party suggesting that pipes (maybe plastic plpaq) sticuld be uscd to
reslace open-channel irrigation systems which oiten wasted up to 90p of
the water entering the channels,

‘i, Centralised Water Authority.

For all such planning of water-development on a State-wide basis
It is clear thot there shcild be a centralised authority, The Laber Party
Country Confer_.nce adv-:cate this and the Communist Party supports this
principle and the principle tha® such 2 central body must have authority
over the multitude of scparate water-authorities now att~ched to Shire,
town or city councils boards or trusts throughout the State,

How«ver the Communist Party cannot agree with the Labor Party Coantry
Confer.nce that this awvthority should be the +atv Rivers and Water Supoly

Commission because this Jhthufltv, as at present constituted gives evar¥
eppearanice of seing an undemocratic body representing s.ctional interests,



Conrnunist Party proposes that the Melbourme and Metropolifan

f which the CONHlSSlODDra oon81st of delegntcs electeqd

0
B Al COUD cils, s should be expa nded for the purposes of water
-roblers,'t include an equal number of democrn tloally elected

r;nreseﬁtitfv;é rom oduntry, smlrcs,hnd towns, to con8t1tute a oertrwl
tacgr;bl;nﬁtﬂﬁ committee and that the services of ﬂll englneers and

iaﬁﬁ ~al e“)grbs of the Melbourne Board of Works, the St te Rlver and

Water Soury bCLLlSSlOD and prOV1n01ql and oou;ury trusts and boards,

e made ava 1, B =5 rtqulred Dy suoh oentral wmttr authorlty.

IMHEDIATE POLIC¥

5. Improved water supplies to country 2vens.
The Commun & Party 1%(phdqoa LO any scheme, even a stop-gap one,
bosed on an ~ttitude that city interests are more important than country

interests, or that country interests ars more iirportant than city interest

As country interests, despite electorates weightel in their favor,
nre a minority intszrest compared to Melbourne, it is important that
schemes to imvrove thelr position should e dimplemented simultoneously
or even before schemes to serve the Metropolit~-n ~rea.

The Communist Party therefore suggests construction Suoh 25 that

vann_d for the I palw k Da my tbe prOJeoted Buffalo River and the

1"v>r51on of taf Snowy into the Murfiy for northern VlCtOIla umd other

*1twb1J oouptry PfCJthS, suoh as harne srnp the Glppslaro rlvers and

nlplng ﬂwlleg 1rr1 ~tion wrttr, be oommenoeo or eXpedlted at once.

The Comnmunist party stands for the interests of the industrial and
white colloxr workcers ~nd the working farmers and considers that the main
eat to botth workers and farmers nre tue big city—based monopnlies

which are more interested in quick profits from an artificial and short-
tived "beom" in Melbourne's iundustry than they are in the living standards
of either forrmcrs or workers, including the "waccr interests® of both.

6, Untr:~ted water for Domestic Consumption Wherever Possible.,

Th fetnod of mountain catchments carefully preserved have favored

Tcrbvurne and some other Victorian towns with a water of blgh purity.

The Commu“vst Bcrtg stands for a oontlnu;blou of suoh mpthods for as

long as pos svbl

It 1is oluwr thot thire are adequate mountain catchment arcas near
enough to Melvourne to make it possible, even on present population

trends to suwuply tlelbourne with untreated water without damaging the
water—-intercvts of the country.

THE Comnunlist Party therefore opposes the plan for o “ﬁm on the

Yarrm at Varroudyte wnd the proposed chlorination tre “tment for
A,lbourne’° W”tbl SUPle

The Communﬂs Party ‘believes that the big paper monopoly A.P.M. Ltd.,

and sawmnillinz iotercsts are backing the scheme for chlorinating water,
nyt in the intcercsts of Melbourmne's public or because they have ~uy real
concern for formcrs' intercsts, but because they want access to the

o
tinber in the cntchment arcas to give them cheaver tiaber and bigger
rrofits
NS N ']

The Cem unist rarty bzlieves that syol esmen for the Forestry Comm-
1rn nd thz St

~te Rivers and Water Supply Comuission either support
scheme fromthe viewpoint of nn_row departmentol
revenur, or Yecauce they reprosent the paper—pulp and
25588, or the big squatters whose attitude is cne of
you ¢on 2t no matter what cost to others.t

Commission would gain by sale of timber in the catch-
~ o, or the mill., and the State Rivers and Water supsly
000 1ecr year revenue if orly %% of the water flowing

irce the 2ildon Rescrvoir were to be diveitz2 to Melbourne.

QJ
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Mone of thesec rarrow interests of the big m-nopolies, nor of
Ceverumzne Depnrtments that tend to repr:sent them, shoula te cllowed to
cet aside the untrented supuly of pure water to ilelbourn
Ta Ado;u uhu scheme that minimises disruption to ;:rsgnzl lives

of t pe o 1e and to estq{lished industrics.

The Yarro Varrandyte dam scheme would ruin the Yarrz for residential
and recrenticnal wurposes, 1t would sever the Hecolesville roilway lire
and main roads, it would affect the prosperity of Lilydale and Hecolesville,
it would”drown out" Panton Hills, Warrandyte and 3t. Andrews and halt

| =1

levelopment 1in the north riding of Eltham., It would possibley 2lso create

N

a health bhazard to Melbourne providing an inadequate flow in the lower
Yarrna to cope with sullagz and other wolluted drain waters.

The Big River scheme is opposed by farmers in the Goulburn Valley
in the belicef thot theilr water needs will suffer.

Th@ Communist Party therzfore suggests that either the Aberfeldy-

mhomuson oob ¢ or some olternate scheme providing minimum inconvenience

to eithar country or city uveovle be immediately commenced.

This would Lrovide the most watecr of the 3-stage scheme proposed by
the M.M.B,W., and would give an adequ~te "bre .thing-space" to thrash out
a long=tzrm water plan and ensure that secticunal intzrests would not
snatch o ho sty victory in o situaticon of urgency.

It is not necessary that %rds of theThompson waoter be diverted to
Melbourne, tut the proporticn to be channalled to Melbourne ancd the
proportion to the Lotrobe Valley could be determined lraterwhen the
nossible Cevelopment of both Melbourne and the Latrobe Vallay coculd be
bettar asscssod.

This could also urovide quite v-luzble rew sources of water to

farmers in the Latrobe Valley who do not now benefit at all from this
river,
8., Fix the price ot water to the bonsumer.

MIanCOmFUlet Pa 1ty dumzrds tnﬂt the urlce ' water to thc country

or 01ty COTIE UC T 5 ould not be increasc d on t Le exousv of the prlttl

costs of a0y wetor— oonstruotlon so}em,, qnd demﬁmd 1f necess: Ty a

sub51dy £r om Fpiorﬁl H1nfmce to the btwte C Vlot“rlq to me@t such oosts,

Lnd le such JYlops.

No douru tho Board of Works might object to tackling the fkompson
River or scme Q(ULV 1lent scheme first in order bhecnuse 1t 1s nmore
exuvensive than the Big River or East Worburton Scheme.

The henlth of the people, the pIOSUVrlty of the fﬁrmers, the vure
water supsly for Melbourne should not be thrown into Jjeopzardy by such
fin ancinl ooasid ’Ctl ns. These are mottors of pnaticnal ceveloyment
which so>uld he net by Fadernl revenue nnd not by th: hapless roatespayer.
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