
Discussion points  
1. Is the proposed scope of work sufficient to meet the basic plumbing needs of remote communities?  

The proposed scope of works is more than required. Plumbing work could be allowed by non 
plumbers, should be the same as a house owner. NO MORE  

2. Should the Plumbers Licensing Board have the power to add additional tasks to the scope of work 
covered by a restricted permit or licence where a need is identified?  

Not unless they are prepare to do it across the board for all house owners. 

Do we give aboriginal communities different laws because they are too far away? I don’t think so 

3. Are there any drawbacks to introducing a restricted licensing or permit scheme for remote 
Aboriginal communities)? If so, what are they?  
Do this for one do for all. 

The real problem is the charges the Plumbing contractor is invoicing aboriginal 
affairs, None of this has been mentioned in this discussion.  
Aboriginal affairs see a cost saving by persuading PLB to issue wheatie packet licenses. Rubber stamps 
 
I would like to know who drafted this discussion? 
 
Discussion points  
4. Are the three Certificate II qualifications discussed above appropriate to the types of basic 
plumbing repair work proposed to be covered by the Restricted Plumbing Permit (Remote Aboriginal 
Communities) scheme?  

5. If not, why, and what alternative qualifications do you suggest?  
Cert 2 should only allow tap washers, blockages. Emergency maintenance. 
Other repairs should be carried out as is legislated. 
 
 
Discussion points  
6. Is it appropriate to require the holder of a Restricted Plumbing Permit (Remote Aboriginal 
Communities) to maintain a register of all work performed?  Absolutely someone needs to know who 
did it wrong. 
7. Should there be a requirement that community administrators must ensure that a licensed 
plumbing contractor examines the work of the holder of a Restricted Plumbing Permit (Remote 
Aboriginal Communities) within a set period of time after any work is completed? If so, what should 
this period be? Not if they are only allowed washers and blockages. (if they are permitted as this 
discussion suggest then Department of Aboriginal affairs should employ a plumbing contractor to 
inspect all communities concerned) 
8. Are there any other compliance issues that need to be considered in developing the Restricted 

Plumbing Permit (Remote Aboriginal Communities) scheme?  

Show information to substantiate claims that there is excessive time for repairs to take place. 

(excluding the time that the plumbing contractors were not informed) 

Discussion points  
9. Would it be appropriate to create a class of restricted business licence for service providers 
operating in remote Aboriginal communities? If no, why? If yes, what systems should a provider be 
required to have in place to qualify for a ‘Service Provider Licence’?   
These people who drafted this have no idea what a plumber does to protect the community. 
(I haven’t time to go into this deeper) 
10. Do you foresee any issues arising from having a dual system of occupational permits for 
individuals and business licences for service providers? If yes, what are they? Absolutely reply to my 
email Abd I will go through this in more depth, all call me. 
 



11. Would it be appropriate to require that a licensed plumbing contractor must examine the work 
performed by employees of service providers? If yes, within what period of the work finishing should 
the examination be required to take place?  
Already discussed 

4. What is meant by the term ‘remote Aboriginal community’?  
The purpose of enabling trained non-plumbers to perform basic plumbing repairs in remote 
communities is to overcome distance and access barriers that prevent licensed plumbing contractors 
from performing the work on a timely basis.  
For this reason, it is necessary to limit the location where the restricted permits/licences have effect. 

In other words, it is necessary to determine what is and is not a ‘remote Aboriginal community’ for 

the purposes of the restricted permit/licence scheme. 

 

 
 
Discussion points  
12. Should the remote Aboriginal communities be specifically identified in the Plumbing Regulations 
or is a more flexible registration system preferable? Yes 
13. If you think they should be specifically identified, which remote Aboriginal Communities should be 
covered by the restricted permit/licence scheme? More than 400 km from a town site 
 
Discussion points  
14. What funding options do you believe are appropriate to fund the administration and compliance 
elements of a restricted plumbing permit scheme for remote Aboriginal communities? User Pays 
 
General Discussion points  
15. What is your interest in the proposal?  
i) Resident of a remote community.  

ii) Administrator of a remote community.  

iii) Licensed plumbing contractor. Not very active now 

iv) Environmental health worker.  

v) Provider of service to remote communities.  

vi) Other (please specify).   
16. Overall, what impact do you think the proposal will have on you?  nil 

17. Do you have a different model you prefer that ensures the basic plumbing services remain in 
operation in remote communities. Yes send me a reply  

18. Do you foresee any financial benefits or losses arising from the implementation of a scheme to 
enable basic plumbing repair work to be conducted in remote Aboriginal communities by people who 
are not the holders of a full plumbers licence? Of course 

19. If yes, please say why and (if possible) provide an estimate as to how much.  
 
The beneficarys are: 
The Aboriginal affairs who pay the accounts for the contractors currently doing the work. 
The new proposed license holders and more so the company’s who will pay them. 
 
Sorry I didn’t get to this earlier. 
 
Gary Caporn 


