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Who Comment CCMA Response 

Ben Osborne  

Osseels 

 

 

• Lower level for Reedy Lake is 

too low. 0.30 poses to much risk 

to ecology and shared benefits 

during hot conditions and that 

management idea of allowing 

the wetlands to be controlled via 

tidal influence is not aligned with 

managing a freshwater 

environment.  

Thankyou for your feedback. 

The current target level of 0.3m is based on the most recent advice from 

the Lower Barwon Review 2020.  Draw-down levels will be re-examined as 

part of the next FLOWS study update, with the benefit of a completed 

Water Salt Balance Model, which is underway. 

 

Tidal top-ups for Reedy Lake during a draw down would only be deployed if 

the rules of the environmental entitlement prevented river top up in a dry 

year.  
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• Hospital Swamps lower summer 

level is to low, not in line with 

historical management.  

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

The Geoscience data examined in The Lower Barwon Review 2020 found 

that there had been a small decrease in open water percentage in Hospital 

Swamps between 1986 to 2019.  It also found that: “Apart from 2000, there 

has always been at least some surface water present in Hospital Swamps, 

suggesting that complete drying is an uncommon occurrence in this 

wetland. This differs somewhat from the findings of Lloyd et al. (2012) who 

suggested that Hospital Swamps is usually dry by the end of summer. 

Nonetheless, there is no evidence that recent management of Hospital 

Swamps has increased the frequency of complete drying and the area of 

open water does not appear to have changed appreciably since the late 

1990’s “.  Noting that CCMA has only been managing water at Hospital 

Swamps since 2016. 

In response to this latest evidence, CCMA avoided a complete dry-out in 

the wetland in the 2021-22 water year, and the same is proposed for the 

upcoming year in the current 2022-23 seasonal watering proposal (SWP).   

• We should review the LBAC 

interpretation of the goal 

‘maintain ecological character’. 

The committee’s been 

misrepresented.  

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

Considerable time and effort was put into establishing the watering 

objective with the Lower Barwon Community Advisory Committee.  It is; 

“Maintain or improve the ecological character of the wetlands”. With 
ecological character defined as the combination of ecosystem components, 
processes, benefits and services that characterised the wetland in 1983 
when the wetlands were Ramsar listed. A change in ecological character is 



   
 

Who Comment CCMA Response 

a human-induced adverse alteration of any ecosystem, component, 
process and/or ecosystem benefit/service”.  

  

This objective is consistent with Ramsar obligations and state government 
policy outlined in the Victorian Waterway Management Strategy. 

 

The current seasonal watering proposal and all that have proceeded it 
have aimed to maintain the diversity of habitats at the wetlands, as defined 
at Ramsar listing. 

It is unclear why the feedback respondent thinks the objective has been 
mispresented, but the CCMA happy to discuss the concern. 

 

• Remove last page about 

consolation strategy. The final 

decision does not rest with the 

public.  

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

The final decision is not meant to rest with the public for this project.  The 

IAP2 Spectrum of Public Participation presents a range of participation 

options that a project manager can choose from.  The consultation level will 

depend on the nature of the project and its legal context. In the case of 

environmental watering, the CCMA are required to follow science and 

expert advice in managing the Barwon River Environmental Entitlement 

2011. Therefore, the highest appropriate level is ‘involve’. 

CCMA are required to follow the IAP2 Spectrum of Public Participation by 

the Victorian Environmental Water Holder. 

Table 2 on page 16 of the SWP highlights what level of engagement is 

used for the SWP . 
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• References to returning wetland 

stop pre-European states is not 

reflective of Ramsar values or 

wise use of water. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thankyou for your feedback. 

The intent of Section 3.1, where the reference appears, is to highlight the 
importance of a traditional wetting and drying cycle in supporting the 
diversity of habitats present, which is in line with expert advice to support 
the Ramsar linked watering objective. The presence of the barrages 
through Geelong means that the wetlands can never be returned to pre-
European times. The SWP does not attempt to do this, however the CCMA 
agrees that the use of the term ‘pre-European’ could be misleading and 
has deleted this reference.  

• When will money be allocated to 

improve shared benefits 

(Facilities etc..)  

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

This is not the role of the CCMA. 

• Environmental water entitlement 

is not required. It is simply being 

used as a control method to 

practise outcomes and place 

community benefits behind. 

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

The intent behind the creation of the Environmental Entitlement was to 

ensure scientifically informed management of the water regime at the 

wetlands.  This management aims to maintain the ecological character of 

the wetlands for a broad range of stakeholders. 
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Geoff Gayner 

Geelong Environment 

Council representative 

 

‘Geelong Environment Council were 
‘supportive of the DRAFT Seasonal 
Watering Proposal for the Lower 
Barwon Wetlands 2022-23’.’ 

 

Per communications on 17/3/22 

 

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

Ash Smith 

Geelong Gun &Rod 

Association 

representative 

 

‘The Geelong Gun and Rod Assn does 
not support the SWP 22-23 

 
I am unaware of any SWP that the 
CCMA have introduced since the 
LBCAC inception that improved or 
supported the Ramsar site. 
 

 

Now the CCMA plans to turn a 
dedicated Freshwater section (Reedy 
Lake ) of the Ramsar site into a 
Saltwater Contaminated Cemetery for 
all the freshwater inhabitants.  

 

Let's take the Growling Grass Frog for 
example : 

 

Thankyou for your feedback. 

All SWPs developed by the CCMA, including the 2022-23 SWP aim to 

support the ecological character of the wetlands, and the proposals have 

always been based on science and expert advice linked to that science. 

 

The watering regime aims to manage the wetland as a whole, protecting a 

diversity of habitats and the species they support.  CCMA does not 

manage the water based on a singles species, but will adapt watering to 

support a species, where it does not compromise the overall regime. e.g. 

delayed draw down for breeding bitterns. 

There may have been some misunderstanding of the nature and purpose 
of the Water Salt Balance Model.  It is computer-based modelling that will 
be conducted with no direct interaction with the wetlands, rivers or 
surrounds at all. The model program will allow the consultants to simulate 
changes to the catchment area, whether through urban development, 
climate change etc. and to provide an indication of the impacts of those 
changes. While the results will not be exact, they will provide insight into 
the likelihood of future events to inform the proposed FLOWS Study 
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We have been told at every chance by 
the CCMA , Consultants and the ERP 
that the Growling Grass Frogs existence 
is dependent on our actions 

Can the CCMA explain how the Lower 
Barwon Review and Watering Regime 
for Reedy Lake supplied to us as part of 
the SWP - conveniently has the Frog 
section edited out. 

 

The CCMA is using the LBCAC as a 
form of Shield to justify its actions. App3 
: IAP2 spectrum of public participation is 
always supplied but never followed. 

 

Now in 1 foul action the CCMA is 
prepared to wipe out an Endangered 
species by killing all the Growling Grass 
Frog Tadpoles and eggs  ( it also has 
the consequence of  the mosquito 
population to rage out of control with no 
tadpoles to eat them, adding to the 
Bairnsdale ulcer and 
encephalitis  situation being more likely 
to increase)This will be done by using 
Consultants to  introduce a Saltwater 
Balance Model and saying that under 
the guise of scientific research our 
actions are justified  

update. These results will be presented to the LBCAC with opportunity for 
feedback on the interpretation (currently expected to occur in September).  

 

Based on your feedback, we will ask the consultants (Alluvium) to 
specifically look at the following in the Water Salt Balance Model: 

• The Growling Grass Frog (noting that this had already been 
identified but will be considered an indicator based on your 
feedback and that of the expert panel) 

• The existing relative fresh water status of Reedy Lake 

• Inclusion of Brolgas as an indicator species for birdlife 

CCMA can confirm that the conditions identified as part of the Ramsar 
listing are a key item for the assessment of the salt concentration impacts.  

 

With respect to some of the other items of feedback; 

• The SWP contains relevant information to the watering year it 

covers.  All background documents, such as the Lower Barwon 

Review 2020 are available on our knowledge base in full. 

• The IAP2 spectrum of public participation presents a range of 

participation options that a project manager can choose from.  The 

consultation level will depend on the nature of the project and its 

legal context. In the case of environmental watering, the CCMA are 

required to follow science and expert advice in managing the 

Barwon River Environmental Entitlement 2011. Therefore the 

highest appropriate level is ‘involve’. CCMA are required to follow 

the IAP2 Spectrum of Public Participation by the Victorian 

Environmental Water Holder. 
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For the CCMA to suggest and ask for 
members of the LBCAC to entertain 
such an action is nothing less than 
environmental vandalism and 
destructive. 

If you destroy habitat and restrict users, 
you have failed the Ramsar act and 
your responsibilities  

The ecological character of the site will 
be destroyed and is in breach of EPBC 
Act. 

 
We have heard about  
The distorted carp densities  
Typhus vs Pragmities  ( or was that visa 
versa) 
the list goes on  

6-8 Brolgas left - once the forced draw 
down took hold so much for the muddy 
margins' theory ‘ 

• Table 2 on page 16 of the SWP highlights what level of 

engagement is used for the SWP . 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Craig Morley  

Geelong Field 

Naturalists Club 

representative 

‘The Geelong Field Naturalists Club 
support the 2022-2023 Seasonal Water 
Plan for the Lower Barwon’ 

 

Thankyou for your feedback. 

 

  

 




