ECONOMIC POLICY SCRUTINY COMMITTEE
Written Questions

Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Clause 5 – Section 71B amended (Notice of intention to make water
extraction licence decision)
1.

Proposed s71B(2) will limit the requirement to publicise the notice to the
general locality to which the application relates, with some submitters
considering this to reduce transparency regarding water extraction licence
decisions. Submitters also expressed concern regarding the adequacy of
the information required to be provided to the public, stating that it is not,
at present, sufficient to enable interested parties to make informed
comment.
a.

2.

Proposed s71B removes the requirement that the Controller must give a
copy of the notice to the occupier of adjacent land and introduces an
amendment which requires the Controller to use reasonable efforts to
identify any occupiers and to give these occupiers a copy of the notice.
Protect NT and Lock the Gate Alliance commented that this does not
provide adequate assurance that occupiers of adjacent land would be
given the notice of intention, with Protect NT recommending that proposed
s71B(7) be removed and existing s71B(6) be retained in its current form.
a.

3.

What would be the effect on the operation of the Bill of amending s71B to
require that water extraction licence decisions and the licence application
(including supporting documentation) be made available on an appropriate
government website? (please see example of amendment provided by the
Environmental Defenders Office NT – Submission 3, p. 2)

What is the rationale for weakening the requirement to provide occupiers of
adjacent land with a copy of the notice of intention to make a water
extraction licence decision?

Lock the Gate Alliance commented that any notice given to an occupier of
adjacent land would be of limited value if it did not include the full
supporting documents. They recommend that occupiers be provided with
both a copy of the advertisement and associated application documents.
a.

What would be the effect on the operation of the Bill of requiring that
relevant landholders and occupiers be provided with both the notice of
intention to make a water extraction licence decision and the supporting
documentation accompanying a water extraction licence application?
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Clause 12 – Regulations 12 and 13 replaced
4.

Proposed Regulation 13 amends provisions for membership of the Drillers’
Qualifications Advisory Committee, with Regulation 13(2) clearly stating
the core skills, knowledge and experience required to be considered for
appointment to the Committee. Protect NT has expressed concerns that
the amendment does not include any provision to appoint a lay person on
the Committee whereas they consider that existing Regulation 13 does
provide for lay person membership.
a.

Please clarify why no provision is made to appoint lay members to the
Committee.

Clause 13 – Regulation 15 amended – Renewal of permits and licences
5.

The Environmental Defenders Office NT queried whether water extraction
licence renewal applications are subject to Part 6A of the Water Act 1992.
Based on s71A(3) this would appear to be the case for renewal
applications where the quantity of water taken or used will increase but not
where the quantity of water stays the same.
a.

Please clarify the conditions under which a water extraction licence renewal
application would or would not be subject to Part 6A of the Water Act 1992.
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