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WATER LICENCE FEES 

447. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Water Resources:   
On behalf of the WA National Party, I would like also to pass on our best regards - 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  They are looking after important constituent matters.  We would like to pass on our best 
regards to the Speaker and wish him a speedy recovery.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I also note that we call you by your formal title, rather than Madam Acting Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  That is correct. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  I refer the minister to his letter to me dated 5 September - I presume it is a letter that has 
been sent to all members of Parliament - seeking my support for the government’s water licence fees from 1 July 
this year, and his reference to licensed water users.  His letter stated, “It is only fair that they pay a portion of the 
associated costs of the management of Western Australia’s most precious resource, from which they derive 
commercial and lifestyle benefits.” 

(1) Does the minister acknowledge that it is domestic bore owners in the city who are deriving a lifestyle 
benefit from private bores in the form of green lawns and colourful roses?   

(2) Does the minister accept that his recent decision to restrict domestic bore water users to three days a 
week is clear acknowledgement that those bores are having an impact upon groundwater resources?   

(3) In the interests of a level playing field, why does the minister continue to quarantine metropolitan 
domestic bore owners from the impact of water licences and licence fees?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I thank the member for the question. 

(1) Yes.   

(2) Clearly, there is an impact.  It is not an impact that is currently having major consequences, but we want 
to get in before it does to ensure that that resource is not overused. 

(3) A licensing regime will protect the interests of companies that make huge investments in farms and 
industries that rely on water.  A stringent licensing scheme will be a direct benefit to them.  This 
government is required under the National Water Initiative to ensure that when people receive a benefit 
from a licensing regime, the associated cost is passed on.  We were urged by members opposite to sign 
up to the NWI.  It is a key undertaking of the NWI.  We are not putting in place a stricter licensing 
regime for suburban backyard bores.  The regime will ensure that if people receive a benefit, they will 
pay for it.  If the government introduced a licensing system across those 150 000 or more bores, a 
bureaucrat structure would need to be in place and the cost involved would be passed on to the people 
holding licences for those bores.  We would be setting up a huge bureaucracy for little or no gain and, 
on that basis, it is not worth doing that.  We are aware that for farms and industries that have committed 
millions of dollars to a productive enterprise that relies on water, the more stringent licensing regime 
will give them greater protection.  We are required by the NWI to recoup that cost.  The water 
management fee is well below what is paid in most other states.  

 


