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Review of the Tatiara Water Allocation Plan 2019 

Issue Discussion Paper 6: Site Extraction/Use 

Purpose 

As part of the review of the 2010 Tatiara Water Allocation Plan (WAP), the Stakeholder Advisory 
Group identified 26 issues for consideration. These 26 issues have been grouped into six discussion 
papers to inform discussions. The purpose of the discussion papers is to support the risk assessment 
and decision-making process required to prepare an updated Tatiara WAP. 

This discussion paper covers nine issues that relate to managing extractions and use of groundwater 
at specific sites within the Tatiara Prescribed Wells Area (PWA). The links between each issue, the 
requirements of the NRM Act and the Tatiara WAP draft objectives are shown in tables at the end of 
the discussion paper. 

Issues covered in this discussion paper 

Discussion 
Paper Sec. 

No. 

Review 
Paper 
Ref. Id 

Issue Rationale for Grouping 

1. j) Hydrogeological effects and assessment 

All of these issues relate 
to managing extractions 
and use at specific sites. 

2. b) 
Water dependent ecosystems – particularly 
Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems (GDEs)  

3. k) Control of purpose of use 

4. f) 
Rules for managing allocation within 
sustainable limits* 

5. m) Transfers* 

6. n) Temporary transfers* 

7. l) Certificate of Title endorsement 

8. u) Management area boundaries* 

9. y) Public water supply* 

* More information on this issue can also be found in the other discussion papers prepared for the 
review of the Tatiara WAP https://www.naturalresources.sa.gov.au/southeast/water-and-coast/water-
allocation-plans/tatiara/tatiara-review. 

1. Hydrogeological effects and assessment 

Background 

 Hydrogeological assessment is a tool used in the current Tatiara WAP to manage the 
construction of new wells and transfer of allocations from one property to another. 

 It attempts to minimise localised drawdown due to over-extraction and its associated impacts 
on other water users. 

 The issues review paper identified that a review of the current hydrogeological assessment 
method and an investigation of new assessment methods should be undertaken. 

The issue 

The current 16 km2 hydrogeological assessment was first developed for the initial (2001) Water 
Allocation Plans by hydrogeologists from the then Department of Water, Land and Biodiversity 
Conservation to assess concentration of allocation and prevent its over-concentration, which could 
lead to over-extraction and detrimental consequences for the groundwater and its users (including 
ecosystems). Initially based on allocation not exceeding recharge within a 4 km x 4 km square 
centred on the proposed point of taking, it was changed to a circle of the same area (16 km2) to better 
reflect the cone of influence between wells and to prevent the square affecting results according to its 
alignment.  
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It should be noted that not all allocations are fully extracted and, in some cases, have not been 
extracted for a significant number of years. As the current hydrogeological assessment is based on 
allocation, in order to prevent the assessment from being overly limiting, in some circumstances 
transfer approvals are subject to the level of extraction rather than allocation (e.g. for the purposes of 
irrigating a rotational crop for up to 12 months) or are exempt from hydrogeological assessment (e.g. 
for transfers following reductions to allocations). Nevertheless, experience has shown that in some 
cases the hydrogeological assessment might still be too restrictive in providing for new wells and 
transfers.  

Other concerns raised by end users during the Upper South East WAP consultation in 2016 include: 

 the assessment does not provide applicants with an upfront indication on the likely success of 
their application prior to paying the assessment fees 

 interaction of the assessment with certain related principles in the WAP is quite complex and 
difficult to interpret 

 the methodology and formula used is considered by users not fit for purpose or sufficiently 
flexible enough to cope with all circumstances. 
 

As a result, it has been suggested that other technical approaches to hydrogeological assessment be 
explored to make this process more flexible and acceptable to the end users. Potential methods to be 
evaluated against a set of desired outcomes in relation to well and extraction management include, 
but are not limited to: 

 use of a Theis equation similar to the DE equation used in the Tatiara WAP to protect GDEs 

 use of a buffer zone 

 use of a recommended level of extraction per hectare 

 use of analytical numerical modelling. 

Desired outcome(s) 

The condition and function of the aquifers is maintained to enable the ongoing sustainable use by the 
community, economy and environment, by ensuring that the take of water in a specific area does not 
have any impacts on the existing users, the aquifer, intensify current use or create further areas of 
high demand. The transfer of allocations are facilitated by appropriate assessment methods. 

Water management options 

 Maintain the current hydrogeological assessment methodology. 

 Develop a preferred alternative hydrogeological assessment methodology. 

Next steps 

1. Investigate and assess alternate hydrogeological assessment methods that are easier to 
understand and apply and which facilitate transfers and new developments while still 
protecting the aquifers.  

2. Review the current hydrogeological assessment provisions in the WAP and develop updated 
provisions. 

2. Water Dependent Ecosystems – particularly Groundwater Dependent 
Ecosystems (GDEs) 

Note: This section focuses on groundwater dependent ecosystems (GDEs) 

Background 

 The proximity of groundwater extraction points to GDEs can have a significant impact on 
localised groundwater levels and the amount and level of access that a GDE has to 
groundwater. 

 The current Tatiara WAP uses a Dependent Ecosystems (DE) equation to assess the effects 
of groundwater extraction in the close vicinity of a GDE. 

 This DE equation can restrict or prevent extraction of groundwater within a certain radius of a 
GDE. 
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The issue 

The NRM Act requires that environmental water requirements are assessed and that adequate 
provision of water is made for ecosystems dependent on the water resource. This includes not only 
ensuring an adequate quantity of water is available, but also that access to the water is maintained. 

The biggest threat to GDEs is a loss of access to groundwater by a lowering of the water table. 

In the recent paper Protecting groundwater level and ecosystems with simple management 
approaches1, there are three main groundwater management approaches discussed: 

 volumetric approach 

 buffer zone approach 

 groundwater response triggers 

The paper concludes that using a combination of these three management approaches offers the best 
means of protecting GDEs. 

The volumetric approach is implemented by ensuring that sufficient environmental water is set aside 
when setting the consumptive pools and allocations, while the current DE equation acts as a de facto 
buffer zone by managing extraction within certain distances of a GDE. 

Groundwater response triggers can be used to implement a reduction in allocations if GDEs are 
negatively impacted by the water table dropping below a certain level. The introduction of resource 
condition limits (RCLs) and resource condition triggers (RCTs) that is proposed as part of the Tatiara 
WAP amendments follows this approach. (More information on resource condition levels and 
resource condition triggers is contained in the Issue Discussion Paper - Entitlements/Allocations.) 

The Science support for the development of the Tatiara WAP and risk assessment: 2018-19, DEW 
Technical report 2018/XX, concludes that there are no aquatic ecosystems present in the Tatiara 
PWA dependent on groundwater and not enough is known about any aquifer ecosystems in the 
Tatiara PWA to determine their dependence on groundwater. It concludes that only terrestrial water 
dependent ecosystems have the potential to be reliant on groundwater and require consideration. 

Terrestrial groundwater dependent ecosystems contain populations of deep rooted plants that obtain 
some or all of their water needs from groundwater. In terrestrial groundwater dependent ecosystems 
the groundwater remains below the surface of the soil unlike aquatic groundwater dependent 
ecosystems where groundwater forms wetlands on the surface. 

Desired outcome(s) 

The condition and function of ecosystems influenced by underground water are maintained within the 
PWA. 

Water management options 

 Maintain the current provisions in the WAP relating to GDEs. 

 Introduce new provisions related to new well development and transfers around GDEs, 
including: 

o review of limits to extraction around GDEs 
o review of the use of protection zones around GDEs 
o ensure environmental needs are accounted for in setting water available for 

consumptive use 
o use of the condition of GDEs as a resource condition trigger. 

Next steps 

1. Review and assess all available information relating to GDEs in the Tatiara PWA to determine 
which terrestrial GDEs are dependent on groundwater and what potential impacts could occur 
if groundwater levels change. 

2. Review the DE equation principles and assess them in relation to any other buffer zone 
approaches. 

3. Ensure that GDE requirements are determined and considered as part of setting any RCL or 
RCT.  
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3. Control of purpose of use 

Background 

 The current Tatiara WAP includes a prohibition on using unconfined aquifer water for wild 
flooding and restrictions on using water for aquiculture. It also restricts the purpose of use of 
confined aquifer water allocated for industrial and/or public water supply water to the same 
purposes.  

 The introduction of unbundled licensing and the use of site use approvals will allow for a WAP 
to control the specific uses of water at a given site (i.e. the location of the bore), rather than 
control the use of the allocation (the volume of water that can be extracted annually). 

The issue 

There is a clear need to control certain uses of water taken within the Tatiara PWA. Wild flooding and 
tail water from aquiculture could cause significant damage to the environment if not controlled 
appropriately. 

Unless a person is exempted by a WAP under regulation 14A(3) of the NRM (General) Regulations 
2005, they must in circumstances or situations specified by the WAP, not use water taken from the 
relevant resource unless authorised by a site use approval. This instrument of approval enables a 
WAP to control all or certain uses of water if deemed appropriate. 

Desired outcome(s) 

High risk water uses are managed to protect the community, resource and environment. 

Water management options 

 Retain the current restriction on use provisions. 

 Develop new provisions requiring a site use approval for all uses of water. 

 Develop new provisions requiring a site use approval for specific uses of water (e.g. uses 
considered high risk). 

 Remove all use restrictions and do not require a site use approval for any use, and manage 
use through a different method (e.g. condition on the allocation or different classes of shares). 

Next steps 

1. Review provisions in the current WAP which restrict purpose of use.  
2. Determine which, if any, uses of water taken from the Tatiara PWA require control and the 

method for control. 

4. Rules for managing allocation within sustainable limits 

Background 

 The NRM Act requires that the taking and use of water from the Tatiara PWA is sustainable. 

 The volume of water set within the WAP for allocations from both the confined and unconfined 
aquifers should aim to achieve sustainability of the resource. 

 Where monitoring indicates a threat or risk to the sustainability of the resource, the WAP 
should include provisions that allow for management actions to be undertaken including, if 
appropriate, reductions in allocations or limits to extraction. 

The issue 

The introduction of resource condition limits (RCLs) and resource condition targets (RCTs) provides a 
mechanism to trigger a management response if a certain level of condition is reached. 

In an unbundled licensing system ‘water resource works approvals (WRWAs) and ‘site use approvals’ 
(SUAs) can be used to limit extraction in conjunction with changes to allocations, to manage use of 
the resources so that they are sustainable. 

For example, the WAP could include provisions that vary the conditions attached to a WRWA or SUA 
in response to an RCT being reached, and lower the volume of water that may be extracted. This 
approach can be tailored so that it applies to only a part(s) of the Tatiara PWA, to apply a more 
localised management response. 
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Desired outcome(s) 

The WAP contains provisions that will enable adaptive management actions to be undertaken to 
ensure that the condition and function of the confined and unconfined aquifers is maintained to enable 
the ongoing sustainable use by the community, economy and environment. 

Water management options 

 Allow for variations in the conditions of a WRWA and SUA to be made when required to 
achieve management aims. 

 Create different classes of geographically-based WRWAs and SUAs so that variations can 
apply only to certain classes if required. 

Next steps 

1. Determine appropriate management responses to manage extraction through placing 
variation conditions in WRWAs and SUAs linked to an appropriate RCT. 

2. Develop provisions in the WAP that allow for other variations to WRWAs and SUAs to be 
made when required. 

5. Transfers 

Background 

 Currently the WAP does not provide for the direct transfer of allocations between the confined 
and unconfined aquifers. However a confined allocation can be surrendered to receive an 
equivalent unconfined allocation. 

 The transfer of allocations between management areas is also restricted. Allocations may be 
transferred for up to 5 years to an adjacent management areas within or outside of the PWA 
(except Padthaway PWA) if that area is not over allocated. Permanent allocation transfers 
may be made to any management area within the Tatiara PWA (except into the designated 
area) provided the allocation is coming from an over allocated area to an under allocated 
area.  

 These restrictions are designed to ensure that the level of allocation in each management 
area remains sustainable. 

 Some users consider the current transfer provisions too restrictive. 

The issue 

Control of the location of taking of water and the volume taken is required to prevent localised over 
extraction and to enable compliance with the Border Groundwaters Agreement. 

In a bundled licensing system the location of water taking is managed by a certificate of title 
endorsement on the license which restricts the taking of water only to those properties endorsed on 
the license. 

The unbundled license system* is designed to free up the ability to transfer allocations/entitlements by 
decoupling them from a specific property or location. The location of taking/extraction is controlled by 
a separate licence instrument not directly linked to the allocation.  

Unbundled licensing should free up the ability to transfer water allocations or entitlements between 
owners and locations. There will still however be a need to ensure that localised over-extraction does 
not occur and that transfers into the Designated Area (Border Zone) do not occur while 
allocations/entitlements are above the Permissible Annual Volumes set for each Zone.  

An unbundled license system that reduces entitlement/allocation transfer restrictions to only those 
considered absolutely necessary to achieve appropriate management of the water resources is 
desired. There will still be a need to manage the location and volume of extraction across the PWA 
and this can be managed using the hydrogeological assessment process as part of the WRWA and 
SUA process and through placing appropriate conditions on WRWA and SUA. 

* More information on unbundled licensing can be found in Issue Discussion Paper 1 - Overarching 
Issues prepared for the review of the Tatiara WAP. 
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Desired outcome(s) 

The WAP and licensing system enables freer trading of entitlements/allocations across the PWA 
whilst providing compliance with the Border Groundwaters Agreement and preventing localised over 
extraction. 

Water management options 

 Maintain the same transfer rules as in the current WAP 

 Make transfer rules more flexible/less restrictive, including by: 
 
o removing all restrictions including hydrogeological assessment on entitlement/allocation 

transfers and/or 
o using WRWAs and SUAs to manage the location and volume of water extractions, and/or. 
o introducing a requirement for a hydrogeological assessment as part of the approval 

process for WRWAs and SUAs. 

Next steps 

1. Review all transfer principles and determine the required level of license transfer control to 
achieve the desired level of resource management. 

2. Develop unbundled license principles in the WAP that provides for more flexible 
entitlement/allocation transfers that include appropriate controls to manage the location and 
volume of extraction. 

6. Temporary Transfers 

Background 

 There are two types of temporary transfers available under the Tatiara WAP. 

  Temporary transfers for seasonal variation 

o The WAP provides water users with a means to manage seasonal variability by 
providing temporary access of up to 20% of additional water every three in five years. 

o These temporary transfers to manage seasonal variability are exempt from 
hydrogeological assessment, expire at the end of the water use year and must be 
from another licensee’s unused water allocation for that year and in that management 
area. 

o The use of this type of temporary transfers allows water users to sustain their 

enterprises in drier years and is considered by most licensees to work well. 

 Temporary transfers for rotational crops 

o This allows for a temporary transfer of water from another management area, if water 

use in that area is below 90% of the TML, to irrigate a rotational crop for a maximum 

of 5 years. 

o This provides flexibility for managing water requirements for rotational crops. 

o This type of transfer is subject to hydrogeological assessment and must be applied 
for each water use year. 

The issue 

The ability to temporarily have access to more water in drier years or for rotational cropping and to 
avoid penalties associated with overuse is seen as a necessity by most water users. 

The current provisions that exempt the requirement for a hydrogeological assessment normally 
associated with transferring water allocations for seasonal variations, but limiting these transfers to 
only three in five years, appears to still provide a level of protection against any lasting effects of 
localised over extraction. 

In an unbundled license system the temporary transfer of allocations should be easier as the 
allocation will not be tied to a property and should be able to be traded more freely. Managing any 
potential impacts that could be caused by a change in the location of extraction will need to be 
controlled by variations to WRWA and SUA and setting appropriate extraction volumes as part of their 
varied conditions. 
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The key to enabling temporary transfers and gaining maximum benefit from their use is to ensure that 
the administrative transfer process is straightforward and timely. Any new provision in the WAP 
relating to temporary transfers and the variation of a WRWA and SUA must be practicable to apply. 

Desired outcome(s) 

The WAP and licensing system enables the efficient and effective temporary trading of allocations 
within the PWA. 

Water management options 

 Maintain the same temporary transfer seasonal variability provisions. 

 Reduce restrictions related to temporary transfers to manage seasonal variability. 

 Remove all restrictions on temporary transfers to manage seasonal variability. 

Next steps 

1. Review all temporary transfer provisions and determine the required level of license transfer 
control to achieve the desired level of resource management. 

2. Develop unbundled license provision in the WAP that provides for the temporary transfer of 
allocations that includes appropriate controls to manage the location and volume of 
extractions. 

7. Certificate of Title Endorsement 

Background 

 In the bundled license system a certificate of title endorsement provides the means to identify 
and control the location where an allocation may be taken. 

 The allocation is linked to a well location / allotment, and transfer principles aim to prevent 
further concentration of extraction in areas with already high concentrations. 

The issue 

Endorsement of certificates of title on licenses is provided for in the WAP to ensure the parcels from 
which allocations can be taken are clearly identified. It also enables the location from where the 
allocation may be extracted to be controlled. The endorsements are considered in the assessment of 
the hydrogeological effects and the tracking of transfer approvals. Feedback from licensees received 
as part of the Upper South East WAP consultation process in 2016 indicated that the contents of the 
current provisions in the WAP relating to these endorsements are difficult to understand and further 
clarity is needed to better support the assessment and transfer processes. 

In an unbundled licensing system the water entitlement and allocation are not linked to or recorded 
against a property. Instead, the location of the taking of water will be administered by a water works 
approval (WRWA) or site use approval (SUA).  

Desired outcome(s) 

Provisions in the WAP relating to the identification, management and administration of the point of 
taking are easily understood and practicable to manage. 

Water management options 

 Maintain current or similar certificate of title endorsement provisions. 

 Remove all certificate of title endorsement provisions. 

 Identify the authorised point of take by WRWA or SUA. 

Next steps 

1. Review of all WAP provisions related to certificate of title endorsements.  
2. Determine the ongoing need for certificate of title endorsements in an unbundled license 

system. 
3. Develop any necessary amendments that may be required in an unbundled license system.  
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8. Management Area Boundaries 

Background 

 Establishing management areas across the PWA gives the WAP the ability to set and apply 
different provisions for different areas, apply different monitoring regimes and allows for more 
specific assessments to be undertaken. 

 Management areas also provide an opportunity for different sets of WRWA and SUA 
provisions, which are specifically tailored to address a localised issue associated with the 
taking and extraction of water, to apply only within the relevant management area. 

The issue 

One of the major current uses of management areas is to control the transfer of allocations within the 
PWA from one location to another. Transfers from or to certain management areas within the PWA 
are subject to the destination management area not being over-allocated above the target 
management level (TML) set out in the WAP or, in the case of the Designated Area (Border Zone), 
the PAV established under the Border Groundwaters Agreement.  

In an unbundled licence system managing extraction is regulated through WRWA and SUA and 
different management areas will still be required if there is a need to manage localised extraction 
issues. 

When determining management area boundaries in relation to site extraction and use, the pattern of 
current extraction and use so that distinct areas of over-allocation, high extraction and/or high risk use 
may be grouped into a management area(s) if required to achieve appropriate management. 

Within the Designated Area (Border Zone), the establishment of management areas will have to 
comply with additional requirements, including the zones established under the Border Groundwaters 
Agreement.   

Another issue to be considered when setting management area boundaries is the protection of 
groundwater resources used for public supply schemes such as the Poocher Swamp fresher 
groundwater lens used to supply water to Bordertown. Protection of public water supply resources is 
critical in providing for community water needs. Establishing a management area or protection zone 
based on a groundwater resource used for public supply is one way to provide extra protection to that 
resource. (See section 9 – Public Water Supply) 

Desired outcome(s) 

The pattern of extraction across the PWA is managed to prevent the occurrence of localised over 
extraction and to maintain, where sustainable, current access to groundwater resources. 

Water management options 

 Maintain current management area boundaries. 

 Develop new management areas boundaries based on distribution of extraction and resource 
conditions limits and triggers. 

Next steps 

1. Review proposed current management area boundaries and identify any differing site or 
extraction management requirements across the PWA. 

2. Assess the proposed management area boundaries in relation to site and extraction 
management issues and ensure management areas will provide the desired management 
outcomes. 

9. Public Water Supply 

Background 

 The Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater lens is currently used to provide the water for the 
Bordertown reticulated public supply system. 

 This scheme is critical in supplying the water needs of this community. 

 The only other feasible supply options would be to extend the Murray River scheme pipeline 
from Keith to Bordertown which would involve substantial capital expense. 
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The issue 

The Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater lens relies on surface water recharge provided from rainfall 
captured in the Tatiara Creek and Nalang Creek catchments. The water from these catchments flows 
into Poocher Swamp and the surrounding area and then drains into a number of natural runaway 
holes that recharge the unconfined aquifer. 

The biggest issue for the Poocher Swamp lens is maintaining its freshness and avoiding any 
increases in salinity. The two main threats to this public water supply are reduced recharge and 
unsustainable extraction. Both of these threats could cause the lens to contract and allow more saline 
groundwater to encroach. 

Recharge to the resource is directly influenced by rainfall within the catchments. Water affecting 
activity provisions in the South East NRM Plan and/or Tatiara WAP can be used to regulate activities 
that may affect surface water flows in the Tatiara Creek and Nalang Creek catchments and help 
maintain recharge to this resource. 

The Tatiara WAP has the ability to include provisions that could regulate the extraction of water from 
within and around the Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater lens. There are two possible mechanisms 
that the WAP could employ to provide protection. 

A protection zone or separate management area could be established around the lens in which 
specific provisions would apply that are designed to limit and control extraction within the zone or 
area. These limits and controls could be contained in the conditions of any WRWA or SUA located 
within the zone or area. 

An alternative is to introduce a method similar to the Dependent Ecosystems (DE) equation currently 
used to determine setback distances for new developments around GDEs. This equation could be 
modified to take into account the location of the lens and the point of take and to determine what 
volume could be safely extracted from that location without impacting the lens’s ability to provide 
sufficient water for Bordertown. These limits would be contained in the conditions of any WRWA or 
SUA issued within the zone or area. 

Desired outcome(s) 

Public supply groundwater resources are maintained and protected. 

Water management options 

 The level of protection afforded Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater lens by the WAP 
remains unchanged. 

 Introduce a new protection zone or management area around Poocher Swamp fresher 
groundwater lens with specific extraction limits. 

 Develop and introduce a new Theis type equation to manage extraction within and near the 
Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater lens. 

Next steps 

1. Explore and assess management options to protect the Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater 
lens. 

2. Determine the most appropriate and practicable management option or options for protecting 
the Poocher Swamp fresher groundwater lens. Including maintaining surface water recharge 
and managing extraction and salinity. 
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Issues links to NRM Act requirements 

Discussion 
Paper 

Section 
No. 

Act 
Section 

No. 
Provisions 

2 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 
(a) Include –  

(i) an assessment of the quantity and quality of water needed 
by the ecosystems that depend on the water resource and 
the times at which, or the periods during which, those 
ecosystems will need that water. 

4, 6, 7, 9 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 
(b) set out principles associated with the determination of water 
access entitlements and for the taking and use of water so that— 

(i) an equitable balance is achieved between environmental, 
social and economic needs for the water. 

4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 
9 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 
(b) set out principles associated with the determination of water 
access entitlements and for the taking and use of water so that— 

(ii) the rate of taking and use of the water is sustainable 

8 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 
(c) in providing for the allocation of water take into account the 

present and future needs of the occupiers of land in relation to the 
existing requirements and future capacity of the land and the likely 
effect of those provisions on the value of the land. 

8, 9 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 

(d) assess the capacity of the resource to meet the demand for water 
on a continuing basis and provide for regular monitoring of the 
capacity of the resource to meet those demands. 

1, 7, 9 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 

(e) identify and assess methods for the conservation, use and 
management of water in an efficient and sustainable manner 

1 

76(4) A water allocation plan must: 

(h) to the extent that the regional NRM plan does not provide- 
(i) set out matters that should be taken into account when a 
relevant authority is exercising a power to grant or refuse a permit 
under Chapter 7 Part 2 

1, 2, 5, 6, 7 

76(4d) A water allocation plan may—  
(a) set out appropriate policies and principles to assist in regulating the 

transfer of, or other dealings with, water management 
authorisations or water access entitlements (which policies may 
include provisions that provide for the varying of any water 
management authorisation or water access entitlements or 
prevent specified classes of transfers or dealings in specified 
circumstances);  

5, 6 
76(4e) A water allocation plan may provide for the variation of site use approvals 

or water resource works approvals of classes specified by the plan in 
circumstances specified by the plan. 

3 

127(5a) Without limiting a preceding subsection, in the case of a prescribed 
watercourse, lake or well or a surface water prescribed area- 

(b) a person must not use water or surface water (as the case may be) 
taken from the relevant water resource unless authorised to do so by a 
site use approval; 
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Issues links to NRM Regulations 

Discussion 
Paper 

Section 
No. 

Reg. 
No. 

Provisions 

3 

14A(1) Subject to this regulation, a person is exempt from the operation of 
paragraph (a) or (b) of section 127(5a) of the Act if the person may lawfully 
take water from the prescribed watercourse, lake or well or surface water 
prescribed area under the Act without holding a water allocation that 
relates to the relevant water resource. 

3 

14A(2) Sub-regulation(1) does not apply in relation to a prescribed watercourse, 
lake or well or a surface water prescribed area to the extent that the water 
allocation plan for the prescribed water resource expressly requires water 
resource works approvals or site use approvals despite the fact that water 
may be lawfully taken without holding a water allocation. 

3 

14A(1) A person is exempt from the operation of paragraph (b) of section 127(5a) 
of the Act if the water allocation plan for the relevant water resource 
provides, in any specified circumstance or situation, that no site use 
approval is required in respect of the water or surface water (as the case 
may be). 
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Desired outcome(s) - links to the WAP’s draft objectives 

Discussion 
Paper 

Section No. 

WAP 
Objecti
ve No. 

Objective 

1, 2, 3, 9 1 
To manage the unconfined and confined underground water resources 
within the PWA and protect their social, cultural, economic and 
environmental values for present and future generations. 

1, 4, 5, 7, 8, 
9 

2 
To ensure that the underground water resources can be sustainably 
used both locally and across the PWA. 

1, 5, 6, 7 3 
To provide existing users sufficient flexibility and equity for access to and 
use of the underground water resources. 

2 4 
To ensure that ecosystems dependent on underground water have 
sufficient access to available underground water to support and maintain 
their healthy function. 

2, 3 5 
To protect the environment generally by ensuring that the taking and use 
of underground water does not cause significant degradation of any 
other natural resource. 

5 6 
To provide principles for water management so that water allocations 
are available to sustain economic development. 

4, 5, 8 8 

To keep at risk and/or over-allocated management areas above 
resource condition limits through managing sustainable levels of 
allocation. 

1, 2, 5, 6, 7 9 
To enable transfers of water allocations so that they are available to 
support economic requirements within (sustainable) resource conditions. 

2, 9 10 

To apply a precautionary approach to management of the underground 
water resources where there is limited scientific information upon which 
to make informed decisions. 

4 11 
To provide for effective and adaptive management of underground water 
resources through regular monitoring, reporting and risk assessment. 

9 12 
To protect public water supply and stock and domestic access to water 
for communities. 
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