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LAND INFORMATION AUTHORITY BILL 2006 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

Clause 30:  Disclosure of material personal interest - 
Debate was adjourned after the clause had been partly considered. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 31 to 39 put and passed. 

Clause 40:  Voting by interested board member - 
Mr G. SNOOK:  The matter of the interest is carried over from our discussion of clause 30.  The minister said 
that the conflict of interest is material, personal and financial. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is right. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I thank the minister. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 41:  Section 40 may be declared inapplicable - 
Mr G. SNOOK:  As I understand it, this clause specifies that section 40 will not apply at any time provided the 
board passes such a resolution.  I will go back to the point of the register.  It is stated in the minutes that no 
correlation is made between discussions such as this and the register.  I again go back to the issue about the need 
for a register and the need to maintain public confidence.  Will the minister confirm that there will be no public 
access to the minutes? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I thank the member for the question.  I again remind him that members must declare to 
the board each matter of interest as it arises.  Clause 41 states that the board can make a specific resolution when 
it is in the possession of the details of the interest.  The board can decide that clause 40 should not apply because 
the board is satisfied that the interest should not disqualify a member from voting on the matter.  I again draw the 
member’s attention to clause 188, which makes the authority’s board of management liable under the Statutory 
Corporations (Liability of Directors) Act 1996.  I am confident that jail terms, let alone significant financial 
penalties, are applicable for non-compliance of requirements under that act.  That places a very strong onus of 
responsibility upon board members and very significant penalties apply there.  I am satisfied that under this 
legislation there is an onus to declare all interests.  Clause 41 provides the capacity for the board as a whole to 
determine that an interest is insignificant or that a person should not be disqualified because of that interest.  The 
board can make that decision in full knowledge of the facts.  The provisions of the Statutory Corporations 
(Liability of Directors) Act 1996 will also apply to the board. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I hear what the minister says about the provision of penalties, but there are plenty of examples 
of people who were once in the corporate world and who are now cooling their heels at Her Majesty’s pleasure.  
I emphasise again that the board of management is deliberating in a way that leaves it exposed to having its 
accountability judged to be without question or reproach.  A register would fix this problem, and the register 
should be held in the minister’s possession for the minister’s scrutiny. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I made reference when we were dealing with the earlier clause to the fact that 
procedures for meetings of this board mirror the procedures for meetings of other boards and committees and the 
related powers of the minister.  I said that this was consistent with other legislation, such as the Zoological Parks 
Authority Act 2001 and schedule 1 of the Forest Products Authority Act 2000.  However, perhaps one example 
that might provide a more valid comparison is that it mirrors the provisions in schedule 1 of the Western 
Australian Land Authority Act 1992, which is essentially the LandCorp act.  I think that that could be regarded 
as providing for an equivalent board.  Those provisions have applied to LandCorp since 1992.  I am reasonably 
satisfied, therefore, and given the fact that the member has raised the matter of a register, I have undertaken to 
have a look at it and see whether it would be necessary.  In the intervening period between the bill being in this 
house and being introduced in the other place, I will look to see whether we would like to include in the bill 
provision for a register.  If we were to determine that we would like to incorporate a register, I would consider 
having it as a government amendment in the other place, which would then achieve both ends of not delaying the 
bill’s passage through this place and giving proper consideration to it over the next couple of weeks and, if 
considered appropriate, making an appropriate amendment in the other place. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 42 to 62 put and passed. 
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Clause 63:  Consultation - 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Subclause (2) provides that the authority’s board of management must consult the 
minister before the authority enters upon a course of action that in the board’s opinion amounts to a major 
initiative or is likely to be of significant public interest.  The subclause uses the words “must consult”.  Are we 
talking about consulting and getting the approval of the minister, because the subclause uses the word “consult” 
and not “approval”? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The clause uses the word “consult” because what is required there is consultation with 
the minister.  The course of action that would then be open to the minister would be to direct the board in respect 
of the matter on which the minister had been consulted.  Having provided the information and having consulted 
the minister, the minister could either provide advice informally to the board or issue a ministerial directive. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  In that situation there would not be the possibility of something slipping through the net, if I 
may put it in that way. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, there is a clear obligation on the board to consult the minister.  The bill also 
contains clear provisions that allow the minister to direct the board.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 64 to 71 put and passed. 

Clause 72:  Liability for duties, taxes, and other statutory imposts - 
Mr G. SNOOK:  As I read it, does this clause mean that the authority will be liable for goods and services tax, 
corporate and company taxes etc? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There are no exemptions from taxes and duties under clause 72.  This ensures the 
competitive neutrality of the authority with other agencies that are competing with it.  It is liable for GST and 
fringe benefits tax.  It will pay payroll tax, income tax equivalents, land tax and stamp duty. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  In that case, I would argue very strongly that the authority should also be liable for local 
government rates to be paid, if applicable.  I feel very strongly about the subject.  I have held the view for all my 
time in office in local government, as have my colleagues who have been in local government, that it is an 
anomaly that government agencies, whether those government agencies are authorities or departments, exempt 
themselves from local government taxes; it is grossly unfair.  This particularly applies when an agency, authority 
or department generates income and the government exonerates it from paying taxes.  The services for which 
local governments pay go across the whole sector of the community, including those agencies that function in 
the community.  This authority will have a profit-making commercial arm.  Part of the authority already runs at a 
profit, and that is accepted and supported by those of us on this side of the house; we do not have a problem with 
it.  However, to sit equally with all the other federal and state government taxes that apply to its commercial 
activities, can the minister give me any good reason why the new authority should not be subject to paying the 
same local government dues, fees and taxes if they are liable to be paid by the authority under the Local 
Government Act on any of the properties that it holds? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Having some background in local government, I am very aware of the member’s 
concern.  Clause 72 is what is called a boilerplate clause, which is found in all statutory authority legislation and 
is standard government policy.  What I can say to set the member’s mind at rest with regard to this authority is 
that all of the Department of Land Information’s current accommodation is rented and it pays rates as part of the 
rent.  In the lease arrangement, that is a listed outgoing.  Therefore, in essence this agency is paying rates.  This 
agency is in rented premises, not government accommodation, because it is not government owned; therefore, it 
has to pay the outgoings as per the terms of the lease.  It is paying those outgoings.  It is, therefore, paying local 
government rates. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Do all the offices of the agency rent their accommodation? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes.  

Mr G. Snook:  So it is a leading agency in more ways than one!   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:   Yes!  It is the only one that is paying rates.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 73:  Investment -   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  This clause provides that funds of the authority that are not held as part of the trust 
fund may be invested as the authority’s board of management determines.  Will those investments need to be 
authorised trustee investments, or will the authority be able to make investments as it sees fit, regardless of 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 23 August 2006] 

 p5102b-5109a 
Mr Gary Snook; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr John Castrilli 

 [3] 

whether they are speculative, in order to get the best rate of return?  I am concerned about the need to safeguard 
public funds, because in the past some licensed financial organisations have gone to the wall.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I assure the member that the authority cannot invest anywhere it likes.  As the clause 
highlights, any investment that is made by the authority must be in accordance with the Financial Administration 
and Audit Act 1985.  That act applies to all government departments and statutory authorities, and it places 
significant restrictions on their investments.  Therefore, the member’s concerns are unfounded.  The authority is 
no more able to get involved in speculative investments than is the average government department. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I appreciate the minister’s explanation.  I know that the authority will be required to 
obtain the minister’s permission in order to invest in shares and in other corporations.  However, obviously there 
will need to be some regime for how the authority will make a decision about what is a good investment and 
what may be a bit speculative.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Again, I assure the member that the same high standards that apply to other government 
agencies and departments will apply to this authority.  To give an example of the kind of investment the 
authority might make, the authority might decide to invest in the Public Sector Mapping Agency.  That is a 
provider at the national level, and although it is set up as a private company, the shareholders are all the state 
governments.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 74 and 75 put and passed.   

Clause 76:  Guarantees -  
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Under what sorts of circumstances would a guarantee need to be given by the 
authority?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Again, I advise that this is a standard clause for government authorities.  The current 
business plan of the authority does not indicate any need for borrowings.  However, if the authority does engage 
in borrowings, the Treasurer will stand behind that in terms of providing a guarantee.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 77:  Charges for guarantee - 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Subclause (1) states -  

The Treasurer may, after consultation with the Authority, fix charges to be paid by the Authority to the 
Treasurer for the benefit of the Consolidated Fund in respect of a guarantee given under section 76. 

I assume that if, under this clause, the authority does at some future time give a guarantee, the Treasurer will 
charge the authority a fee while that guarantee is in force.  I assume the Treasurer will charge that fee because 
the authority will have a contingent liability against consolidated revenue. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes; the member is right.  However, under our forward business plan for the next five 
years, there is no indication that we will need to take that up. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  Does the minister have any idea of what percentage of the cost the Treasurer would charge 
for a guarantee for a contingent liability?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Treasury has a standard fee and a standard arrangement.  I think that has been applied 
for the Forest Products Commission and other authorities.   

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  Is that for the life of the guarantee?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is actually benchmarked for competitive neutrality so that a government agency is 
given no competitive advantage against a competing business. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  How does that work in practice?  I can understand the need to charge a fee for providing a 
guarantee for a contingent liability, because there may well be a charge on consolidated revenue down the track 
if the guarantee is called in.  However, in light of the minister’s comment, how would that affect the competitive 
neutrality of the business?  I assume that in making those contracts there would be competitive neutrality 
anyway.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That would be determined by Treasury.  It uses a certain model to achieve that.  It is to 
ensure that if an authority is involved in a commercial business, it is not given an unfair advantage in the 
marketplace. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  I agree with that.  
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Although we are not anticipating in the foreseeable future that this will apply to this 
authority, part of the reason that this applies to statutory authorities is so that the authority is not given an unfair 
advantage over like businesses.  Another part of the reason is - as the member has correctly said - that there 
could be issues down the track with the guarantee that has been given.  Treasury is pretty tough on these things.  
If Treasury thinks an agency will not be able to live up to a guarantee, it is unlikely to sign off on it. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I understand that.  I thank the minister for that explanation.  I will be interested to see 
how it works.   

Clause put and passed.   

Clause 78:  Authority may extend credit -  
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Can the minister give me an explanation of what the words “provide credit” mean?  I 
presume “provide credit” means that if the authority engages in business with a person, it may give that person 
time to pay.  If that is the case, will the authority be charging interest; and, if so, at what rate?  Does it include 
the advancement of moneys?  Obviously, the advancement of moneys on credit would probably need to be 
licensed under regulations governing financial institutions.  I need clarification on that point. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  We do not provide advances of money.  The authority provides a line of credit.  It 
currently extends credit on monthly accounts and no interest is payable on them. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 79:  Notice of financial difficulty - 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The clause states in part - 

The Authority’s board of management must notify the Minister if it forms the opinion that the Authority 
is unable to, or will be unlikely to be able to, satisfy any of its financial obligations from the financial 
resources available or likely to be available to it at the time the financial obligation is due. 

That is a fairly major statement.  To quote an example, that is like in a commercial environment saying, “Here I 
am, a company, operating and still incurring debts while I am basically insolvent.”  If that is the case, what sort 
of scrutiny is there if a commitment is made and the authority is not in a position to cover that liability through 
its funds?  There is nothing in the clause that states the Parliament will be informed of that.  Will the minister 
consider a provision to enable the Parliament to be informed if such an event were to occur, and will a report be 
tabled in Parliament on why it happened and the ramifications and so on?  If it happened, would the authority 
also be subjected to Corporations Law?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I highlight again clause 64 headed “Minister to be kept informed”.  Before the matter 
gets to the point of the issue of a notice of financial difficulty, there are obligations to keep the minister informed 
under clause 64, which states - 

The Authority must - 

(a) keep the Minister reasonably informed of the operations, financial performance, and financial 
position of the Authority, including the assets and liabilities, profits and losses, and prospects 
of the Authority; 

The member can read the rest of the clause himself.  Additionally, under clause 79 there is this provision for a 
notice of financial difficulty.  This clause reinforces the authority’s accountability back to the minister.  The 
clause is there so that we can protect the state’s financial position and so that the Treasurer and the minister 
responsible are appropriately informed and can take appropriate action.  I expect that any significant change of 
this nature in terms of the authority not being able to meet its financial obligations or, for example, being in need 
of an injection of additional capital would form part of the annual report of the authority and therefore be known 
publicly.  The authority will have a budget in the same way as the Fire and Emergency Services Authority and 
other authorities have a budget at the start of the financial year.  Any major discrepancy in the authority’s budget 
will be open and accountable.  For example, FESA is scrutinised by way of its annual reports and by the 
parliamentary estimates process.  If there is a significant issue, therefore, I expect that would be highlighted in 
the annual report and an additional amount of money from the budget would need to be allocated.   
Mr G. Snook:  Does that report come before Parliament? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes, that will be tabled in Parliament. 
Mr G.M. Castrilli:  The minister must be informed and so on under clause 64.  However, everything might look 
nice up front when an authority enters into a business agreement or contract, but something could go wrong and 
the authority would be locked into the contract.  There might be circumstances in which the minister is informed 
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about it but she cannot do anything because a contract is in place etc.  I am asking about circumstances that go 
beyond that.   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I suppose this clause is about retaining options for government.  Let us say that 
something went horribly wrong, the government would have to work out whether to let the contract continue and 
continue losing money on it, for example, or terminate the contract and become involved in legal processes and 
whatever.  Essentially, this clause will ensure that those decisions are not left to the board, so that the Treasurer 
can step in on behalf of the government and make decisions that he believes are in the best interests of the 
taxpayers of Western Australia to protect their financial interests; whereas, for example, in one of the worst case 
scenarios the board might decide to trudge along for some time and trade its way out in the hope that the 
situation would improve.  However, the moment that it becomes aware of an issue, it is required under this 
legislation to inform the minister, and the minister in turn to inform the Treasurer, so that a decision can be made 
to ride out a matter, to terminate it, to take legal action or whatever.  It basically gives the state control of the 
situation, as essentially it is public money that is at risk. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  The government may therefore be in a situation in which it needs to top up the original 
budget item. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes, that could be the situation. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 80 and 81 put and passed. 

Clause 82:  Protection for disclosure or compliance with directions - 
Mr G. SNOOK:  Obviously, this is an exoneration clause for releasing the authority from liability.  Under 
subclause (1)(b), who would be responsible for a commercial loss?  What is the chain of checks and balances 
through the agency that makes people accountable for losses? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This clause does not deal with the people who are accountable for losses; it is limited to 
providing some protection to board members when a direction has been given.  It has no effect on the 
responsibility of those board members to act honestly and with due care to meet the provisions, for example, of 
the Statutory Corporations (Liability of Directors) Act 1996.  It does not therefore deal with the position that the 
member asked about. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  In a way it does.  Correct me if I am wrong.  I understand that if the board makes a 
commercial decision, it is responsible for that commercial decision.  It has made the decision in good faith, it 
functions within the statutes, such as the Corporations (Western Australia) Act and any other laws that apply 
outside this bill, as the minister explained.  In that case, if a decision fails and a loss is made, who will be 
accountable?  What process is there to give the minister comfort that the board acted in good faith?  Where does 
the responsibility for that rest? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The explanatory memorandum states - 

These circumstances involve disclosure of information or documents via: 

•  a duty under clause 63 (consultation with Minister), clause 64 (Minister’s directions), clause 67 
(Minister’s access to information), clause 79 (notice of financial difficulty) or clause 80 (half-
yearly reports; 

•  a duty imposed by the Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985; and 

•  the carrying out of a Ministerial direction. 

These provisions are reasonably standard for statutory authorities.  The protection offered by clause 82 has been 
deliberately limited to the circumstances outlined in order to avoid creating a general protection for the 
disclosure of any information - given that the agency’s primary activity is information!  The member is looking 
at disclosure of information.  I am not sure why he is focused on this clause on profit and loss. 

Mr G. Snook:  Because it makes them not liable. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No.  The board is liable, under the Financial Administration and Audit Act, for public 
funds.  It is also accountable to the minister.  It also has to provide an annual report to the Parliament. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 83 put and passed. 

Clause 84:  Third parties may make assumptions - 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I am just trying to see where this clause goes.  It states - 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 23 August 2006] 

 p5102b-5109a 
Mr Gary Snook; Mrs Michelle Roberts; Mr John Castrilli 

 [6] 

(1) A person (the “third party”) having dealings with a person (the “new owner”) who has 
acquired, or purports to have acquired, title to property from the Authority (whether directly or 
indirectly) is entitled to make the assumptions described in section 85. 

I am just trying to get my head around that.  Is this for new land for which titles have been issued by the 
authority or is it for titles of land when a person is buying and selling property? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  This is not to do with the titles register.  It is for when the authority itself owns property. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  And the authority then wants to sell it to private individuals? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  We are assuming that the title the authority gives to someone who buys property from 
the authority is true and correct in all respects.  If there is any liability on the title, it is just on the title. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is right. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  There are 184 departments and agencies that can have a claim or effect on property 
that people may or may not know about.  The claim or effect may be put on the title after the authority gives the 
title to somebody.  If I sell the property to somebody, how does that transaction stand in terms of liability? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  In this context, property does not mean land.  We are not talking about land titles.  
“Property” is used in a more general sense than just referring to land. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  As I understand it, under the act, when a person buys property, he buys the land and 
the improvements on it.  Is that not title? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It could be anything.  It could be a range of physical things.  It could be computing systems 
or intellectual property.  It could be a motor vehicle. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Let us just assume that it is land.  If I obtained the land and a department has placed a 
notification that I may or may not be aware of but it is not registered on the title or a second register or on the 
shared land information platform that we have been talking about, I will have a title to a piece of land that may 
be affected by any one of 184 agencies.  That may affect the value of the land.  If I sell the land without knowing 
that there is an effect on my land, there will be consequences.  The person buying it from me may find that there 
is a charge on the land that is not registered on the deed of title. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Those obligations would be defined by the other pieces of legislation that apply, if the 
member is talking about other agencies. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The 184 we are talking about. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  There are not 184 agencies; there are about 30 agencies but potentially 184 interests. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Yes, potentially there are 184 interests.  I would have to go shopping all around the 
place to find those interests.  If I buy from the authority, what do I do?  Do I go to 184 different sites to find out 
whether the land is affected before I buy it from the agency?  There is a duty of care.  If we have the shared land 
information program, the interest on the land should be registered there.  Under clause 85, how does that affect 
me being able to assume that everything is right with the land and that there is no other claim, notification, 
liability or impact on the land?  That is the point I am trying to make. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is still a fair bit of confusion about this clause.  I do not think that most of the 
member’s argument fits with this clause.  I can understand the member’s concerns but I do not think that they 
relate to this clause.  However, I can certainly say that there is nothing in this clause that will have a detrimental 
effect on the present situation.  The situation is only enhanced by what is proposed here.  Can we always 
guarantee everything?  Probably not.  In terms of the certificate of title, my advisers have passed me an example.  
The following is recorded on the title: “The state guarantees . . . ”.  The state guarantees the correct recording of 
limitations, interests, encumbrances and notifications. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  The state guarantees that whatever is on the title, does it? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I want to pursue this a little further.  The state guarantees interests and notifications.  If 
I obtain a mortgage on land and the bank decides to search the title to make sure that if it is going to provide a 
mortgage it will be the first registered encumbrance because it wants its interest protected, I am sure that if, for 
example, the Department of Indigenous Affairs had some claim on my land, it does not have to register that 
anywhere. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is correct. 
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Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The bank will tell me that it should have known that there was an encumbrance on the 
land that will affect its ability to get its money back in case I could not repay the mortgage.  The bank is relying 
on title searches at the department to say that the title is clear.  We are talking about the titles office being the 
pillar of our financial administration.  I am looking for a mechanism to let me know whether a mortgage is the 
only encumbrance on land that I might buy.  I am buying land at a certain value because I understand that there 
are no encumbrances on the land.  If I turn around tomorrow morning and find that two or three other 
organisations have potential claims on the land that impact on the value of the land, I have lost money by virtue 
of the fact that I relied on the authority to provide me with an exact statement of what does and does not affect 
the land.  There are some anomalies in clauses 84 and 85.  I am trying to get an assurance.  I know that the 
minister says that clause 85 does not impact on clause 84, but I am still not convinced that she is right.  If a 
provision in the bill stated that under the shared land information platform everybody had to register their 
interest in one particular area so that I could say with surety tomorrow morning that only two or three people had 
an interest in my land, that would be a different story.  I could say yes, it is on the title and it is in the bill and the 
minister has done her job.  If I do not do my job, that is my problem.  In this case, people genuinely buy a 
property because they think there are no encumbrances on the land but they find the next morning that they 
cannot sell it because there are two or three different notifications on the land that they did not know anything 
about.  That becomes an encumbrance on the person who owns the land that he wants to on sell.  He did not have 
that liability when he purchased the land.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will give this advice: a person who purchases a piece of land should undertake checks 
that are beyond the information on the title.  The member is aware of that.  I will certainly advise people to check 
with their local government authority to ascertain whether it is aware of any encumbrance on that land.  There 
may well be encumbrances that are not listed on the title, and that is a concern.  However, there is nothing in this 
bill that will change that situation.  A good settlement agent should make a series of checks on the land as part of 
his or her obligation.  Perhaps at some stage in the future we will have a more all-encompassing procedure that 
will allow more encumbrances to be listed so that people will feel more secure.  A range of interests could be 
listed on the title.  For example, a bank that has a mortgage over a property is not compelled to register that on 
the title.  People must make a broad range of checks and they cannot rely on a relatively clear title certificate.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I will not labour the point, but I will make one more point.  I understand what the 
minister said and agree that people should carry out the necessary checks.  I am not that dumb, but if I had to 
search 184 places for encumbrances on a piece of land, I could not do it.  If a settlement agent had to search 184 
places, it would not be done without charging accordingly.  The whole property market would grind to a halt 
because people would be unable to buy and sell property.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Of the 184 interests to which I have referred, at least 50 of them are required to be 
registered on the title under provisions of existing legislation.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  That leaves 134.  Even if there were only 50 left, everything needs to be in writing.  
Can the minister imagine writing a letter to each organisation seeking a reply?  It would take ages.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  We are trying to simplify that process.  However, we cannot deliver it tomorrow.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I know that the opposition’s amendment was knocked back.  When this issue is 
reviewed, the minister should give this issue some thought for the sake of the agency, the public and financial 
institutions.  I have been involved in a few financial institutions and things have gone wrong and I had to be 
careful not to bring the whole system down because of the mistakes I made.  The shared land information 
platform is a genuine attempt to assist in the simplification system for the people of Western Australia.  It will go 
a long way towards achieving that aim.  If a person owns a property for which he paid $10, it is his right to think 
that it is worth $10.  He should not find out when he comes to sell it that it is worth only $5.  That is a genuine 
concern I have.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is already statutory provision for at least 50 interests to be registered on the title.  
The registration of those interests on titles is provided for in a variety of acts of Parliament.  The primary things 
are memorials and notifications; for example, a requirement for a memorial on a title to register conservation 
orders on land is found under part 6 of the Heritage of Western Australia Act.  Acts that require notifications to 
be registered on titles include the Environmental Protection Act, the Planning and Development Act, the Town 
Planning and Development Act, the Contaminated Sites Act, the Local Government Act, and there are others.  
Acts regulating environmental management of land already contain some provisions that require interests to be 
registered on the title.  For example, notifications under sections of the Environmental Protection Act include 
section 65, environmental protection notices, formerly known as pollution abatement notices; section 68A, 
closure notices; and section 70, vegetation and conservation notices.  Notifications required under the Soil and 
Land Conservation Act 1945 include vegetation conservation covenants and soil conservation notices.  This 
demonstrates the kinds of interests that are required under various acts to be registered on the title.  The 
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argument is that not more interests should be registered on titles, but the appropriate requirement for registration 
be included in the relevant agency’s legislation.  There is an overlap between what members expect the shared 
land information platform to do and what is registered on a land title.  The two can, to some extent, sit side by 
side.  Access to the SLIP system, once it has more information on it, will be a colossal valuable tool for 
government agencies.  We have talked about local government and its interests in land.  We are leading the way 
in Western Australia with this system, and members are aware of that.  Like me, they are probably a bit excited 
about it and want to get on with it.  I thank them for their support.  There are great things planned for the future.   

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 85 to 188 put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mrs M.H. Roberts (Minister for Land Information), and transmitted to 
the Council.  
 


