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A1.1 Average annual maximum and minimum temperatures

C | Imate P rOJ ections fo r SA Acress all South Australian ragions, annual avarage daily maxinu and minimum temparatures are projectad to inerease
at each of the future time horizons (2030, 2050 and 2090). The values shown in Table A1-1 and Table A1-2 are the average
temperature change from the 1986-2005 baseline from six climate models (GCMs) selected for SA, and the range of
average change amongst those GCMs (after Charles and Fu, 2015).

Table A1-1 Projected increase in annual daily maximum temperatures (°C) in the regions of South Australia by
2030, 2050 and 2090

Guide to climate projections for

risk assessment and planning in Increase in daily maximum temperatures (°C)
H NRM region 2030 2030 2050 2050 2090 2090
South Australia
3 (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5) (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5) (RCP4.5) RCP8.5)
Prepared by the Department for Environment 09 K 13 18 18 & 34
and Water AMLR ©6t0L) | 081018 | 08118 | (5028 | (5024 | @7t048)
Eyre Peninsula 08 ! 12 L7 18 33
UgUSt 2020 (950(0710) {083031 4) (0.9 :DOIS) (14:0423] ['\41[052 3) (Zszlﬁsla)
Kangaroo lsland | 1h51508) | 061012 | (071013 | (it | (1120 | R340
Northern & 10 12 14 19 2 37
Yorke 07101 | (09t017) (101017 | (161028 171026 | (291t051)
- 10 13 14 21 21 [
SA Arid Lands 07t012) (1.0t0 1.9) (1010 1.8) (16t03.1) (180 28) (3010 58)
09 11 13 19 19 36
SAMDE 07t012) | (08to18) (101017) | (15t028) (161025 | (29t050)
South East 08 1 11 16 16 32
061010 | (07t015) 091015 | (131025 (131022) | (27t045)

Table A3-1 Change in annual potential evapotranspiration

N 2030 2030 2050 2050 2090 2090
NRM Region
(RCP4.5) (RCP8.5) (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5) (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5)
AMLR +2.7 +3.1 +3.8 +5.2 +5.1 +9.9
Eyre Peninsula +2.5 +27 +3.5 +4.6 +4.6 +9.0
Kangaroo Island +2.2 +24 +3.1 +4.1 +4.2 +8.4
MNorthern & Yorke +3.0 +34 +4.1 +5.5 +54 +10.5
: SA Arid Lands +2.7 +3.2 +3.8 +5.2 +5.2 +10.2
ﬁ?QUTH & bt el SAMDB 28 131 139 453 152 1102
South East +2.5 +2.9 +3.6 +4.8 +4.8 +9.7

Climate Projections for SA | Az1Annual rainall

Average annual rainfall across all South Australian regions is projected to decline to 2030, 2050 and 2090.

The values shown in Table A2-1 are the mean percentage change from the 1986-2005 baseline from six GCMs selected for
SA, and include the range of mean change amongst those GCMs (after Charles and Fu, 2015).

Guide tO Cli te proj 'ons fOI' Table A2-1 Projected change in annual rainfall (%) in the regions of South Australia by 2030, 2050 and 2090

risk assessment and planning in Average change in annual rainfall from 1986-2005 baseline period (%) |
South Australia Tabie A2-2 Projected change in summer rainfall (%) in the regions of South Australia by 2030, 2050 and 2090 |
Prepared by the Department for Environment W Table A2-3 Projected change in autumn rainfall (mm) in the regions of South Australia by 2030, 2050 and |
and Water A Jnan
! Table A2-4 Projected change in winter rainfall (mm) in the regions of South Australia by 2030, 2050 and 2090 |
August 2020 B I 1
1| 4 Table A2-5 Projected change in spring rainfall (mm) in the regions of South Australia by 2030, 2050 and 2090
K]
—1 = [l —Average change in spring rainfall from 1986-2005 baseline period (%)
v : NRM region 2030 2030 2050 2050 2090 2090
H (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5) (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5) (RCP4.5) (RCP8.5)
S b AMLR -13.4 -10.7 -13.6 -19.6 —;;?6.6l07 -319
1 U (-9.2t0-20.2)| (-4.1t0-19.9)}/(-8.4t0-23.1)| (-8.5 to -30.4) ( n 2 (-22.8 to -19.0)
s .
=l Eyre Peninsula IE 63 ( ;zﬂ(.]gto ( ;f)ifm ( ;.iqflu 32
u! Y insul » R . -10. - -10. - -11. - 2 i
S| 7_ (-4.310-33.7) | (+5.6to -33.4) 33.6) 45.3) 41.0) (-30.0 to -62.4)
4 || | kangaroo tsiand I-:i(1)465to - 125 150 211 l-i;gf;slo - 343
U 219) (-2710-22.8)| (-6.710-25.4)| (-6.210-34.1) 32.6) (-23.810-50.5)
b -219
- Northern & -15.6 -14.4 -17.4 -235 1181 -385
L H | Yorke (-4.210-28.5)| (+2.0t0-29.0)( (-8.7t0-27.2)| (-6.9t0-39.4) - 3é 2)" - (-26.9t0 -56.9)
1 | sA Avid Land e ( 2273 1 e ( ey 1.6
rid Lands +22.7 to - o B . +13.0to - . y
— (+7.2 t0 -37.5) 28.8) (+8.0t0-34.7) (-1.1to-45.9) 32.6) (-4.4to -60.8)
D\ SAMDB { i1075-4tn 171 ( ;;94'10 ( i?;m ( ;sein 431
Government of Tanny | (60t0-322) TLUSET Epvaieg e | (31.2t0-60.2
ﬂSQUTH &5 south Austratia w0 | | 205 40.8) 38 | !
160 144 175 242 228 403
South East 1107 | 20en ool soosn el tonen 290 (16380 |y o000 coo)
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Why impacts of climate change on water
resources may be greater than you expect:

Example catchment in Clare Valley, South Australia
Rainfall 614 mm

Rainfall 583 mm

Rainfall -5%
PET 1217 mm PET + 5%
AET 470 mm

PET 1278 mm
AET494 mm

Runoff 103 mm

Runoff + Recharge
Recharge 45 mm

= 89 mm (-40%)

() G t of
soum @) soprmener

Potential impacts on water users...

* Reduction in rainfall — reduced water supply

* Less surface water resources during irrigation season (less re-filling of
dams)

* Less natural replenishment of soil water
* Less groundwater recharge to some aquifers

* Increased temperatures — increased water demand
* Greater evapotranspiration

* More very hot days & crop cooling required

() G t of
soum @) soprmener
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Climate change risk factors for water
resources...

* Exposure — how much change in climate variables (RF, temp, ET)?
* Vulnerability — how will the resource respond to these changes?

* Significance — how much will the changes to the water resource affect
things that matter — ecosystems, communities, industries?

 Mitigation options — can we adapt to less water; is there a substitute
water source?

Groundwater System
Cross Section
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Port Willunga Formation
Water level trends

Gradual long term pressure decline in response to rainfall —
not of concern at present

~350,000 ML in storage, currently using ~2,800 ML/year
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Maslin Sands
Water level trends

Gradual decline of 0.04 to 0.10 m/year in response to
rainfall, but aquifer >50m thick
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Pirramimma Sands
Water level trends
Gradual decline of 0.07 to 0.15 m/year since 1993 in
response to below average rainfall — represents a loss of
storage of 9%. Aquifer >50m thick
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Quaternary aquifer
Water level trends
Gradual long term decline related to below average rainfall
May have impacts on GDEs in long term
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Quaternary aquifer

(¢y Government of
ﬁSOUTH e/ South Australia

Annual variability + climate change
- a problem for water resource management
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Climate Projections for SA

Guide to climate projections for
risk assessment and planning in
South Australia

Prepared by the Department for Environment
and Water

August 2020

(e¥)\ Government of
P sourn @ s

Annual and seasonal 1981-2010 Mean estimate | Mean estimate of
temperatures and rainfall line (for [ { of change 2030 change 2050
Mean daily max: 22.3 +1.1 +1.8
Annual mean p! e (°C)
Mean daily min: 12.2 +0.8 +1.4
Seasonal temperature (°C) Mean daily max;: 28.5 +1.0 +1.7
Summer Mean daily min: 16.6 +0.8 +1.4
Mean daily max: 22.7 +1.0 +1.7
Autumn
Mean daily min: 12.7 +0.9 +1.6
Mean daily max: 16.0 +09 +1.6
Winter
Mean daily min: 7.9 +0.7 +1.2
Mean daily max: 22.0 +13 +2.2
Spring y N
Mean daily min: 11.7 +08 +14
Mean annual rainfall 546 mm -5.4% -84%
Seasonal rainfall Summer 63 mm 2.7% -6.5%
Autumn 127 mm -4.3% -3.9%
Winter 226 mm -5.0% -5.0%
Spring 131 mm -10.7% -19.6%
Extreme temperature and 1981-2010 Mean proj; d | Mean proj d
rainfall events Baseline freq y freq y 2030 | freq 'y 2050
Mean number of very hot days
(over 40°C) per year 24 43 62
Mean number of very cold
nights (minimum less than 2°C) 1.1 ) 0
per year
Heavy rainfall (mean days per
year above 99.9%" percentile 038 06 06

* Quaternary aquifer
+ Water levels - declining

+ Salinity — mostly still low (<1500 mg/I)

Port Willunga Formation aquifer

+ Water levels - declining
+ Salinity — approximately stable

Pirramimma Sands aquifer

+ Water levels - declining
+ Salinity — increasing in some areas

Maslin Sands aquifer

» Water levels — approximately stable
+ Salinity — increasing in some areas

Fractured rock aquifers
» Water levels — stable for last 10-15 years

+ Salinity — approximately stable

(e¥)\ Government of
P sourn @ s
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IPCC Sixth Assessment Report

ipcc ipcc

e « climate change ITeRcovERNMENTAL PANEL on ClimaTe chanee

Climate Change 2021
The Physical Science Basis

Summary for Policymakers

A - e,
ummary for Policymakers,
Technical Summary and

Frequently Asked Questions

WORKING GROUP | CONTRIBUTION 10 THE
4

FIFTH ASSESSMENT REPORT OF THE @

INTERGOVERNMENTAL PANEL ON CLIMATE CHANGE o

@ Government of
» &7/ SouthAustralia

+First assessment report (1990): “By increasing their concentrations, and by adding new greenhouse gases like
chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), humankind is capable of raising the global-average annual-mean surface-air
temperature.”

*Second assessment report (1995): “The balance of evidence suggests a discernible human influence on global
climate.”

*Third assessment report (2001): “Most of the observed warming over the last 50 years is likely to have been due to
the increase in greenhouse gas concentrations.”

*Fourth assessment report (2007): “Most of the observed increase in global average temperatures since the mid-
20th century is very likely due to the observed increase in anthropogenic greenhouse gas concentrations.”

+Fifth assessment report (2013): “Itis extremely likely that human influence has been the dominant cause of the
observed warming since the mid-20th century.”

+Sixth assessment report (2021): “It is unequivocal that human influence has warmed the atmosphere, ocean and
land.”

() G t of
soum @) soprmener
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https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar1/wg1/
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar2/wg1/
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar3/wg1/
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar4/wg1/
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/wg1/
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/
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Projections at 1.5°C, 2°C, and 4°C global warming
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IPCC AR6 — projected global average temperature changes

Near term, 2021-2040 Mid-term, 2041-2060 Long term, 2081-2100

Scenario | Best estimate | Very likely | Best estimate | Fery likely | Best estimate | Very likely

O range (°C) QY] range (°C) Q) range (°C)
SSP1-1.9 1.5 1.2t0 1.7 1.6 1.2t02.0 1.4 1.0to 1.8 | (implausibly) low emissions
SSP1-2.6 1.5 1.2t0 1.8 1.7 1.3t02.2 1.8 1.3t02.4 | low emissions
SSP2-4.5 1.5 12t 18 2.0 1.6102.5 2.7 211035 | medium emissions
SSP3-7.0 1.5 1210 1.8 2.1 1.7t02.6 3.6 281t4.6 | high emissions
SSP5-8.5 1.6 1.3t0 1.9 2.4 1.9t03.0 4.4 3.3t 5.7 | very high emissions (unlikely)

IPCC AR6 WG | SPM, Table SPM.1: Temperature differences relative to the average
global surface temperature of the period 1850-1900, reported in °C.

¥ soumn

" Government of
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¥ soumn

IPCC AR5 (2013)

2081 - 2100

Scenario Mean Likely range
(5-95%)

RCP8.5

IPCC ARG (2021)

Long term, 2081-2100

Scenario | Bestestimate | Very likely
0 range (°C)
SSPI-1.9 14 10t 18
SSP1-2.6 @
SSP2-4.5 @ @
SSP3-7.0 36 28t04.6
SSP5.8.5 @ (331057

(¢y) Government of
Xz South Australia

IPCC AR6 WG | SPM, Table SPM.1: Temperature
differences relative to the average global surface
temperature of the period 1850-1900, reported in °C.

13
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McLaren Vale Water Allocation Plan
Advisory Committee

¥
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Risk Identification -
The Bow-tie and Risk Statements
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What is risk assessment?

What can we do about the high
Comparing the risk statements risks — do we need to amend the
against impact and likelihood criteria water allocation plan?

Background
information

Establishing Risk Risk Risk Risk
the context |dentification Analysis Evaluation Treatment

Deciding on the risks, events and Deciding whether a risk
consequences which apply to the requires treatment
resource and which in turn

generate the risk statements

Risk Identification: example of a simple bow tie diagram

What can

2 What can happen
occur?

if it occurs?

Risk source Event
Consequence

Groundwater use from

licensed wells r - S | Water quality is unsuitable for
Changes in water quality crops
and/or quantity: 4

- i table dedlines Stock and domestic water
Decline in recharge " Increasedsalinit
Y users unable to access water

Risk statements

* Thereis the potential that groundwater use from licensed wells leads to changes in water quality and/or quantity which results in water quality being unsuitable for crops
* Thereis the potential that groundwater use from licensed wells leads to changes in water quality and/or quantity which results in stock and domestic water users unable to access water
* Thereis the potential that a decline in recharge leads to changes in water quality and/or quantity which results in water quality being unsuitable for crops.

+ Thereis the potential that a decline in recharge leads to changes in water quality and/or quantity which results in stock and domestic water users unable to access water
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Risk Analysis:

Comparing the risk statements against impact and likelihood criteria

There is the potential that groundwater use from licensed wells leads to changes in water quality and/or quantity which results in impacts on economic use

Likelihood Descriptor Probability
category

Consequence

category
Water not available for economic consumptive use purposes. Water allocation <30% for a
single year or <50% for two or more consecutive years, or

Catastrophic Economic losses from impacts to ecosystem service provision including reduced productivity of
non-consumptive economic use and damage to assets and infrastructure with a total value of
>$x
Water not available for economic consumptive use purposes having market value $x. Water
allocation <50% for a single year or 50-75% for two or more consecutive years, or
Economic losses from impacts to ecosystem service provision including reduced productivity of
non-consumptive economic use and damage to assets and infrastructure with a total value of
$x
Water not available for economic consumptive use purposes having market value $x. Water
allocation 75-90%, or

Moderate Economic losses from impacts to ecosystem service provision including reduced productivity of
non-consumptive economic use and damage to assets and infrastructure with a total value of
$x

Water Allocation >90 %, or Losses or damage <$x

No losses or damage
Insi

T Example, actual descriptors
will be decided by WAPAC

Almost certain Expected to occurin all 91% -100%
circumstances
Greaterthan even chance 51% - 90%
of occurring
Less than even chance of 26 % - 50%
occurring
Unusual but not 11% -25%
exceptional
m Only occurs in exceptional 0% -10%
circumstances
Consequence
Insignificant Low Moderate Major Catastrophic
f;;ﬁuk?lv Low Medium
Likely
E 50% - 0% Low Medium Medium
3 Possibie o Low Low Medium Medium
3 31%-59%
Unlikely
10%- 30% Low Low Low Medium Medium
Very Unlikely
<10% Low Low Low Low Low

Risk Identification

Risk identification is the process of finding, recognising and describing risks including deciding on

the important values and risks to those values.

* Risk source
e.g. seasonal variability

* Event
e.g. water table decline

» Consequence
e.g. economic impacts

\"AVi LANDSCAPE
A% SOUTH AUSTRALIA
BRI HILLS AND FLEURIEU
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Risk Identification cont.

* Relevant to the resource and the water allocation plan
* Meaningful to the WAPAC undertaking the risk assessment
+ Collectively cover the issues — but can use broad statements if needed

« Multiplier effect —adding extra sources, events of consequences multiplies the
number of risk statements to assess

* One resource or multiple aquifers?

\"AVi LANDSCAPE
A% SOUTH AUSTRALIA
BRI HILLS AND FLEURIEU

Some examples: DEW draft guidelines

What can What can happen
occur? if it occurs?

Risk source Event

Consequence

Groundwater use from

. . Water quality unsuitable for
licensed wells q .

Changes in water quality crops

and/or quantity:
Recharge interception and

groundwaterluseby Water table declines Stock and domesticwater

commercial forests " Increased salinty users unable to access water

Loss of biodiversity in
wetlands

I

Risk statements

* Thereis the potential that groundwater use from licensed wells leads to changes in water quality and/or quantity which results in water quality unsuitable for crops
s Efc..
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Some example5° Padthaway WAP Review

Bow Tie Diagram

o

What

Source
e Climate variability Event
e Climate change * Increased

e Groundwater extraction
* Recharge interception o GramndwEiar

. Indust:rial/agricultural asiaEiEen .
chemical use

* Lowered water

e rrigation recycling table :
* Use of wedgeholes e Raised water

e Aquifer recharge table

* Effluent use :

So what?

Consequence

Reduced crop/stock
yields or crop failure
Enterprise/business/
land use change

\(jDE detrimentally
salinity impacted

Increased costs

Water not suitable for
human consumption
Amenity, recreational,
cultural or heritage value
detrimentally impacted
Connected water
resource detrimentally
impacted

Some examples: Eastern Mount Lofty Ranges

RISK SOURCES (7) EVENT(1)

EMLR risk assessment bow-tie diagram

CONSEQUENCES (4)
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What does a bow tie diagram look like for McLaren Vale?

Area:

Risk sources Events

-Whole McLaren Vale Prescribed Wells Area, OR
-Assess each aquifer (4)

Consequences

\"AVi LANDSCAPE
A% SOUTH AUSTRALIA
BRI HILLS AND FLEURIEU

Risk sources Events

Take of groundwater

Drought leading to

Change in water level

reduction in recharge Change in salinity
Managed aquifer recharge

Take of surface water

Area:

-Whole McLaren Vale Prescribed Wells Area, OR
-Assess each aquifer (or group them):

.

e o o o

Quaternary

Port Willunga Formation
Pirramimma Sands
Maslin Sands

Fractured Rock

Consequences

Impacts on groundwater
dependent ecosystems

Impact on the value of
irrigated agricultural
production

Impact on social amenity
values (red gums
accessing GW, baseflow to
watercourses)

Impact on availability for
stock and domestic use

\"AVi LANDSCAPE
A% SOUTH AUSTRALIA
BRI HILLS AND FLEURIEU
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Risk Identification -
Consequence & Likelihood Tables

QGQOQ

g
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Consequence tables

+ Before we start on the risk analysis we need to agree on a
consequence table for each consequence in the bow-tie diagram

+ Fortunately | have borrowed a few examples

\7\I LANDSCAPE
mms SOUTH AUSTRALIA
BB HILLS AND FLEURIEU




4/11/2021

Consequence tables

Groundwater dependent ecosystems

Consequence

category Descriptor

Water dependent ecosystem values destroyed or unrecoverable. Up to 80%

Catastrophic X
of species lost.

Significant loss of water-dependent ecosystem values. Up to 60% of species

Major lost. Recovery of ecosystem values not feasible over medium term (less than
a decade).
- o .
Moderate Some loss of water-dependent ecosystems values. Up to 40% of species lost.

Recovery of ecosystem values is feasible over medium term.

Some loss of water-dependent ecosystem values up to 10% of species lost.

Minor ) g
Recovery of ecosystem values is feasible over short term.

Insignificant Any loss of water-dependent ecosystem values is minimal. Less than 10% of AV LANDSCAPE

species lost. AN SOUTH AUSTRALIA
WESERE HILLS AND FLEURIEU

Consequence tables

Economic impact

Consequence

category Descriptor

Water not available for economic consumptive use purposes. Water allocation <30% for a single
year or <50% for two or more consecutive years, or

Economic losses from impacts to ecosystem service provision including reduced productivity of
non-consumptive economic use and damage to assets and infrastructure with a total value of >$x
Water not available for economic consumptive use purposes having market value $x. Water
allocation <50% for a single year or 50-75% for two or more consecutive years, or

Economic losses from impacts to ecosystem service provision including reduced productivity of
non-consumptive economic use and damage to assets and infrastructure with a total value of $x
Water not available for economic consumptive use purposes having market value $x. Water
allocation 75-90%, or

Economiclosses from impacts to ecosystem service provision including reduced productivity of
non-consumptive economic use and damage to assets and infrastructure with a total value of $x

Catastrophic

Major

Moderate

Minor Water Allocation >90 %, or Losses or damage <$x

Insignificant No losses or damage AV A\Y] LANDSCAPE
s SOUTH AUSTRALIA
FEEERE HILLS AND FLEURIEU
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Consequence tables

Community or amenity values

Consequence
level

Catastrophic

Major

Moderate

Minor

Insignificant

Descriptor

Complete destruction of amenity value of the resource. Community no longer able
to use resource.

Significant destruction of the amenity value of the resource. Most (80)% community
uses no longer possible.

Amenity value of the resource impacted. Community uses possible but impaired.

Amenity value of the resource impacted. Community uses possible but slightly
impaired.

Amenity value maintained or improved.
VAVILANDSCAPE
s SOUTH AUSTRALIA
R HILLS AND FLEURIEU

Consequence tables

Availability for stock and domestic use (example from River Murray)

Consequence
category

Catastrophic

Major

Moderate

Minor

Insignificant

Description

Interruption of primary supply of water to >100,000 customers for > 48 hours

Interruption of primary supply of water to 10,000 — 100,000 customers for an extended period of
time (> 1 week)

Interruption to primary supply of water to 10,000 — 100,000 customers for > 48 hours

Interruption to primary supply of water to 1000 — 10,000 customers for an extended period of
time (> 1 week)

Interruption to primary supply of water to 1,000 — 10,000 customers for >48 hours

Interruption to primary supply of water to 100 — 1,000 customers for an extended period of time
(> 1 week)

Interruption to primary supply of water to 100 — 1000 customers for > 48 hours

Interruption to supplementary non-potable town water supply

Interruptions of primary supply to < 100 customers or for periods of < 48 hours

\"AVi LANDSCAPE
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Likelihood Table

R Description Probability

Greater than even chance but not certain during the life of the plan

Less than even chance but not unusual during the life of the plan

Unusual but not exceptional during the life of the plan

May occur in exceptional circumstances during the life of the plan

\LAE W Almost certain, expected in all circumstances during the life of the plan 90% to 100%

50% to 90%
25% to 50%
5% to 25%

0% to 5%

\7\I LANDSCAPE
mms SOUTH AUSTRALIA
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Risk Analysis
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Risk sources Events Consequences

Impacts on groundwater
dependent ecosystems

Impact on the value of
Take of groundwater irrigated agricultural
Change in water level production

Impact on social amenity
values (red gums
accessing GW, baseflow to
watercourses)

Drought leading to
reduction in recharge

? Change in salinity

s

Managed aquifer recharge

Take of surface water
Impact on availability for
stock and domestic use

\"AVi LANDSCAPE
A% SOUTH AUSTRALIA
BRI HILLS AND FLEURIEU

Risk Analysis

Consequence

Level Percent chance of consequence in 10 years

Very high 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

High 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Medium 0 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Minor 0 10 20 30 40 50 70 80 90 100
Insignificant 0 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Most likely (60% chance) that the minor consequence level will occur
over the next ten years, but a 20% chance that the insignificant level will

occur, and a 20% chance that a medium level consequence will occur. A"\ LANDSCAPE

s SOUTH AUSTRALIA
SR HILLS AND FLEURIEU
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Risk Analysis

f:"l‘;e“"e"“ Percent chance of consequence in 10 years
Very high 0 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
High 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 80 90 100
Medium 0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Minor 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Insignificant 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Most likely (70% chance) that the high consequence level will occur over
the next ten years, but a 20% chance that the very high level will occur,
and a 10% chance that a medium level consequence will occur. AV LANDSCAPE

s SOUTH AUSTRALIA
R HILLS AND FLEURIEU

Risk Analysis

Consaquence Percent chanceof conseauence in 10 years
Very high 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
High 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Medium 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Minor 0 10 20 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Insignificant 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 80 90 100
Most likely (70% chance) that the insignificant consequence level will
occur over the next ten years, and a 30% chance that the minor
consequence level will occur. A\ LANDSCAPE

s SOUTH AUSTRALIA
R HILLS AND FLEURIEU
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Risk Analysis

Consequence Percent chance of consequence in 10 years

Level

Very high 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
High 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Medium 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Minor 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Insignificant 10 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Completely uncertain
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