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This Determination, to the extent that it is capable of being a 'public ruling' in terms of Part IVAAA of
the Taxation Administration Act 1953, is a public ruling for the purposes of that Part.  Taxation Ruling
TR 92/1 explains when a Determination is a public ruling and how it is binding on the Commissioner.
Unless otherwise stated, this Determination applies to years commencing both before and after its date
of issue.  However, this Determination does not apply to taxpayers to the extent that it conflicts with the
terms of a settlement of a dispute agreed to before the date of issue of the Determination (see
paragraphs 21 and 22 of Taxation Ruling TR 92/20).

Taxation Determination
Income tax:  in a primary production business what is the
correct taxation treatment for expenditure on unsuccessful bores
and wells?

1. The expenditure should be written off over three years in accordance with section
75B of the Income Tax Assessment Act 1936.

2. This Determination applies to bores and wells that are drilled or excavated, but do
not supply water or supply water of an insufficient quality or quantity, to be used in a
primary production business.

3. The expenditure on an unsuccessful bore or well is not deductible under subsection
51(1).  As the purpose of the drilling or excavation is to bring into existence a capital asset
the expenditure will be of a capital nature whether successful or not (see 10 TBRD Case 89).

4. The expenditure does not bring into existence 'plant or articles' and will therefore
not be eligible for a depreciation deduction under subsection 54(1).  In 15 TBRD Case 48
the Board found that unsuccessful bore holes;

'...were not used during the year of income for the purpose of producing assessable income
nor were they held in reserve during that year ready for use for that purpose, if required.
They have no effective life and in their useless state have no value whatever.'

Furthermore, subsection 54(5) specifically precludes a deduction for depreciation where the
expenditure qualifies for a deduction under 75B.

5. Section 75B provides a deduction over three years for certain expenditure of a
capital nature incurred 'primarily and principally for the purpose of conserving or conveying
water'.  The Commissioner considers that the primary and principal purpose of the
expenditure determines deductibility and the fact that the bore or well has failed to produce
water of a sufficient quality or quantity would not disqualify the expenditure under
subsection 75B(3A).
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Example

John, a cane farmer, incurs expenditure of $2,400 on the drilling of two unsuccessful bores
in the year ending 30 June 1995.

John is entitled to a deduction of one third of the expenditure ($800) in each of the 1995, 1996 and
1997 financial years under section 75B(3B).

Commissioner of Taxation
18 September 1996

FOI INDEX DETAIL:  Reference No. I 1015765 Previously issued as Draft TD 96/D8
Related Determinations:
Related Rulings:
Subject Ref:
Legislative Ref: ITAA 51(1);  ITAA 54(1);  ITAA 54(5);  ITAA 75B;  ITAA 75B(3A);  ITAA 75B(3B)
Case Ref: 10 TBRD Case 89;  15 TBRD Case 48
ATO Ref: NAT 96/5589-1;  Tow58

ISSN  1038 - 8982


	pdf/1330046d-be46-454b-9bee-88ea4d9f7305_A.pdf
	Content
	page 2


