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Lake Mokoan Reference Committee 
Meeting MINUTES 

Wednesday October 9 2002 
 
Location: DNRE Offices Benalla – 2.00 pm to 4.45 pm. 
 
Present: Huw Davies, Bruce Anderson, Rod Berger, Maureen Cottam, Bernie Evans, Ray Henderson, Michael Reid, Sally Simson, Stuart Fraser, Doug 
Bain, Ken Whan, Neville Webster, Colin Rudd, Mark ?? (for John Boal),Peter Box 
 
Apologies: John Boal, Richard Anderson 
 
Opening: Huw Davies referred members to the recent press release outlining the progress with consultation. 
 
Session 1 Report back by members 
Each member reported on the main issues and information raised at their consultative meetings.  
Transcripts of the main points from the meetings are held by Peter Box and will be put on the Lake Mokoan web site for access by all. 
 
Session 2 Summary of the main issues the Committee wants the consultants to consider in refining and evaluating the options 
 
General issues:  
• The need for assurance of security and supply at prevailing levels for entitlement holders 
• What is the cost of providing this security under each option? 
• How deliverable are the offsets? 
• What is the water quality impact of each option? 
• What are the costs of - building a wetland? And for what benefits? 

- building a partition? And for what benefits? 
• What are the ongoing costs (as well as the establishment costs) for each option?  How will these be paid for? 
• What about the old farmland around any of the wetlands that are restored? How will the land be managed? What will be the quality of the land 

restored? How will this be managed? At what cost? And how feasible is it to restore the wetlands / land and at what cost? 
• What are the relative environmental benefits of each option? How will the consultants value environmental benefits? (There is a need to educate the 

committee on the processes used here; suggestion that the consultants look at what the CSIRO Ecosystem Services group use; also USA work on 
potential costs / benefits of decommissioning dams – see Neville Webster) 

• What is the potential for re-afforestation of the higher land around the old swamps? 
• Where do potential on-farm water savings fit? 
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Option 1  Options 2 and 2a Current operating system and Option 4 
• not a lot of support for this option 
• will there be equitable sharing of costs? 
• Is this actually feasible or acceptable (given 

the need for offsets that require shifting 
water from other valleys into the Broken)? 

• There are concerns as to the possible impacts 
of unregulated flows on the river and 
farmland 

• What will be the social impacts on the 
immediate community and what about the 
issue of costing in compensation? 

• So far no-one has supported 2a 
• What will be the wind shear effects on turbidity 

and evaporation of these options? 
• Is it possible to have a lake storage and wetlands 

that can be used to filter nutrients and sediment? 
 
Alternative suggestions 
Is it possible to look at alternative locations to 
partitioning using the criteria of: 
- keep the lake as deep as possible – and can you 
maintain depth? 
- balance of water savings and sufficient water to 
assure security of supply 
- water quality 
ie. What are the optimal partition options? 
 

• A lot of support for this option 
• The potential for water savings require 

‘truthing’ 
• What is the overall potential yield of the 

Lake 

 
** a copy of all of the issues raised during the consultation process are to be posted on the web site and made available to the Steering Committee and 
consultants 
 
Session 3 Next steps 
 
Edit transcripts of all consultation meetings and post on web site  (P. Box) 
 
Refined options will be developed by the consultants and when these have been approved by the Steering Committee they will be circulated to 
members of the Reference Committee (expect mid - November)  (P. Box) 
 
Huw Davies to develop a press release once the options have been circulated (mid to late November) 
 
Consultants interim report is due late December. 
Once this is approved a Reference Committee meeting will be called – to develop an appropriate process for a second round of consultations with 
stakeholders   (February / March – April if necessary) 
 


