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FISH RESOURCES MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT (FEES) BILL 2010 
FISH RESOURCES MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT (FEES) BILL (NO. 2) 2010 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Minister for Fisheries) [5.07 pm] — in reply: Before 
question time I was summing up the second reading debate and indicating to the house that the government is of 
the view that the fees being charged under the Fish Resources Management Act are in fact fees akin to a royalty. 
As Hon Jon Ford quite clearly pointed out, it is the price paid to access a resource owned by the state and it is 
only appropriate that that should be paid for. The amount of money raised under the levy is approximately the 
same as the money that was raised under the old fee-for-service cost-recovery system. There is no intention, 
certainly on the behalf of this government, to change that level of fee. I also draw members’ attention to 
evidence given to the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation by the Deputy State Solicitor, Robert 
Mitchell, on 14 March 2011 when he explained the government’s position in respect of the legality of the fee and 
why he was of the view that the fees are not taxes, as was indicated in the report by the committee. However, we 
have taken the view that a bit of a belt-and-braces approach will not do any harm and to satisfy the concerns of 
the committee, we bring these two bills forward today, and I hope that this will satisfy those concerns.  

In respect to the matter raised by Hon Giz Watson, my understanding is that funds can be allocated for 
conservation purposes, as has been the case in the past, and that is provided for under the current legislation. But 
a very solid argument would need to be made for me to suggest that any money would be paid to the 
Conservation Council, which, when I listen to it from time to time, suggests that we are doing too much fishing. 
Why commercial fishers would want to fund the Conservation Council is beyond me. However, that is an 
argument for another day. My understanding is that such an allocation of funds has been made in the past and is 
covered by the current law. I thank members for their support of the legislation and ask that the second readings 
be supported. 

Questions put and passed. 

Bills read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bills read a third time, on motion by Hon Norman Moore (Minister for Fisheries), and passed. 
 


