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VALUATION OF LAND AMENDMENT (ASSESSED VALUE) BILL 2009 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 19 August. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [3.37 pm]: I rise to speak to the Valuation of Land Amendment (Assessed 
Value) Bill 2009 on behalf of the shadow minister in the other place, Hon Sally Talbot. I will say upfront that the 
opposition will support this legislation. I must note at the outset that the Minister for Lands’ second reading 
speech was a very good second reading speech, because that is the only document that I have been given to refer 
to for this bill! 

This is a very short bill indeed. It is one page and contains four clauses, of which there is really only one that is 
substantive—the amendment to section 4 of the Valuation of Land Act 1978. I will spend a little time, not a huge 
amount of time, not my full 60 minutes, going over what this very short piece of legislation will do. As the 
minister has pointed out, the most common type of property for which the assessed value is applied is vacant 
urban land. Other categories of property include specialised property such as industrial areas. By way of 
example, in my electorate of Victoria Park, Welshpool springs to mind; and if the member for Balcatta were 
here, he would agree that his electorate contains areas of industrial land that this legislation would have some 
impact upon. I am getting a disconcerting look from the Minister for Water.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: It must be your conscience.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I must have done something wrong! Other specialised and unique areas of land include land 
set aside for community sporting interests or public purposes. In his second reading speech the minister gave an 
example of the diverse range of vacant urban land, and one example he offered was the vacant land that sits next 
to the oil refinery. Those properties would have very different possible rental values. I am led to believe that that 
five per cent over time has resulted in a significant number of complaints. The minister would be aware of this, 
as he is the person who receives these complaints from owners about the gross rental value of their land being 
assessed at several times more than that of neighbouring properties and otherwise similar land that is assessed on 
rent. Without the application of the single five per cent, that divergent range of properties that I have referred to 
previously for which an active rental market does not exist are valued on the same basis. Clearly, having that 
significant range of uses of property to which I referred previously means there has been an unequal application 
of the one-size-fits-all approach to the Valuation of Land Act 1978. Clause 4 of this bill permits the Valuer-
General to prescribe more than one percentage range by regulation allowing for an amelioration of those 
distortions in the market that have caused concern for property owners over a significant period, and over the 
past four or five years this issue would certainly have been exacerbated.  

The Labor opposition will be supporting this legislation; however, I will raise two points that were raised in our 
party room. I do not intend to require that the bill go into consideration in detail, but perhaps the minister can 
consider those two issues: firstly, the possible impact on the housing market—and the minister might consider a 
review in the future; and secondly, the need for transparency in the Valuer-General’s exercise of his discretion. 
This bill gives the Valuer-General, quite rightly, a strong power and a significant discretion to prescribe more 
than the one percentage rate. Certainly, the amendment that is proposed to the Valuation of Land Act 1978 
proposed in clause 4 to delete the word “prescribed” and to insert “in respect of land generally;” or “in respect of 
a class of lands which includes the land;” will allow the Valuer-General to identify particular classes of land and 
to apply by regulation a set percentage to allow the calculation of gross rental value of land on that basis.  

There is not an electorate in the state that these amendments will not impact on, and that is why the opposition 
will be supporting the bill. As I said, and as the minister has pointed out, it will allow for the amelioration of 
those significant problems and distortions in respect of properties that may sit side by side but have outcomes 
that are quite different from the market applications of rent.  

I do not intend to speak much longer on the bill, and I hope the minister will allow me to deviate for a brief time 
on another topic for which there is some connection to land value. Two or three weeks ago I travelled to the 
Kimberley with my colleagues the members for Rockingham, Warnbro and Pilbara with the prime aim of 
attending the Kimberley Land Council annual general meeting. We visited Broome, Fitzroy Crossing, 
Lombadina and One Arm Point for the AGM and then back to Broome and then back to Perth. I want to 
comment on Fitzroy Crossing. The first time I visited Fitzroy Crossing was in the late 1970s or early 1980s when 
my dad was based in Derby with the commonwealth Aboriginal affairs department. That trip was the first time 
that I chased barramundi, and I think it was the late 70s, not early 80s. Fitzroy Crossing then was a very different 
place to what it is now. All members will be familiar with June Oscar and Emily Carter, who have become 
internationally famous over the past couple of years. June was in Canberra when we arrived in Broome and 
Fitzroy Crossing, so we did not get to meet her, but we had a chance to speak with Emily on her land about what 
she is up to and what she hopes to do in the future. The impression I got and the impression that my fellow 
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members of Parliament got when they travelled to Fitzroy Crossing was that it is in an interesting space. It has 
taken a significant pause, and there is now a very strong level of hope in Fitzroy Crossing that the community 
can recover from a significant period of alcohol and drug abuse—mainly alcohol abuse—and the flow-on effects 
of significant alcohol abuse that have had such a debilitating impact on that community. I am sure that every 
member has met Emily Carter and June Oscar a number of times. Their leadership has been incredibly 
significant. The only way that the current community-led alcohol restrictions have come into effect in Fitzroy 
Crossing is by the leadership of those two women. We had a wonderful meeting with Joe Ross, a significant 
leader in Fitzroy Crossing, who made the point that Aboriginal men feel they have had the chance to step back 
from the abyss of alcohol abuse and to start thinking about their own role in the community and wanting to re-
engage in a meaningful way in the traditional way in which Aboriginal men have in the past, but which has been 
fundamentally undermined by the insidious impact of alcohol.  

I raise this because I want to emphasise my very strong support for Emily and June and the Fitzroy Crossing 
community. I firmly believe that they are on the right course. My impression is that the community has 
enormous faith in those two women. I know that the Minister for Racing and Gaming is a strong supporter of 
that community, as is the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition. The vast majority of members of this place 
are strong supporters of that initiative. It is something I want to emphasise for Hansard. I am greatly in awe of 
those two women and what they have done in the face of much resistance. I want to put on the record also that, 
prior to entering Parliament, I sat on the board of Indigenous Business Australia, a wonderful organisation. 
Under the Howard government it grew in great strength and influence because it was achieving a lot for housing 
and success with its commercial business front. It is continuing to do so. It has certainly been leading the federal 
government, firstly under John Howard and now under Kevin Rudd, in the implementation of a number of 
private ownership housing initiatives that the federal government is attempting to initiate. I do not know whether 
it still has but it did have an ownership interest in Fitzroy Lodge, which has been the supplier of a lot of the 
alcohol in that area.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: The Crossing Inn is another one.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Yes. I should have mentioned that, but I did not. Both organisations have a role to play, but I 
want to make it very clear that, led by June and Emily, the community has taken up arms against the decay 
caused by alcohol abuse. I do not accept for one minute an argument that commercial interests override the 
health and wellbeing of members of a community—any community, whether it be Fitzroy Crossing or my 
electorate of Victoria Park.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: I met Jenny Macklin, and encourage you to do so. In looking at the housing program, the 
commonwealth government should look to communities that have taken charge of their destiny, and they should 
receive very special extra attention from commonwealth and state governments when they look at the provision 
of housing programs and so forth. They are the ones that have said they would draw a line in the sand. We, as 
state and federal governments, should be recognising that they are trying harder than anyone else.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is interesting to hear the minister say that. We were in Fitzroy Crossing for a day and a 
half. The day we arrived was the day the Council of Australian Governments team happened to be in town. The 
director general of Jenny Macklin’s department—whose name I forget—the coordinator general of the remote 
communities under COAG, the director general of the Department of Indigenous Affairs, Patrick Walker, and a 
senior person from the Department of Families, Housing, Community Services and Indigenous Affairs based in 
Broome just happened to be there when we arrived. Most of the senior leadership was at One Arm Point for the 
Kimberley Land Council annual general meeting. It was very interesting to see because the next generation of 
leaders from across Fitzroy Valley attended that meeting. The United States Consul General was with us on this 
trip, and the community allowed us to sit at the back of the meeting and listen. It was wonderful to see young 
Aboriginal men and women take it strongly up to the senior bureaucrats. The first statement was made by Joe 
Ross, who thanked the bureaucrats for coming to Fitzroy Crossing and Fitzroy Valley and then put the question: 
“Is this going to be a meeting where you talk all the time and we don’t get any chance, or are we going to get a 
chance to tell you what we want?” It was very impressive. It set the tone wonderfully well and showed the 
bureaucrats firmly that they were there to service and assist that community. The minister is bang on. The role 
now of local, state and federal governments, as much as they can, is to get out of the way and not obstruct, but 
assist in the provision of what they need to ensure that the current pause in alcohol abuse, courtesy of the alcohol 
restrictions, can be grown into something much more significant. Since my return from the Kimberley, I have 
called Barry Sargeant to let him know that he has personally my very strong support for what he is doing—he is 
under pressure from both sides of the argument—and the strong support of the Labor Party. I wanted to put that 
on the record, even though it does not have a direct relation to the legislation, and I appreciate the minister 
giving me that opportunity.  
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Coming back to my concluding remarks on this legislation, I again state the opposition’s support. It is good 
legislation; it is short legislation. It will have a significant impact on people in every electorate in Western 
Australia.  

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Lands) [3.54 pm] — in reply: I thank the opposition 
for its support of the bill. For the information of members who are interested, I will describe what we are trying 
to solve with the bill. There are two ways of calculating land value: gross rental value and unimproved value. 
Obviously, valuations are important for local and state government taxing through land tax and local government 
rates. The issue had reached the stage whereby if a person had a house built on some land and was being charged 
rates based on gross rental value and then demolished that house and the land became vacant, rates would be 
charged based on the unimproved value. Sometimes the local government rates bill increased considerably 
simply because the house had been demolished. This has been a major problem for a long time. I thank the 
member for South Perth who first raised this with me very early in my time as a problem for one of his 
constituents. He has confirmed to me that, although we are solving the problem today, it will not solve his 
constituent’s problem because it is not retrospective. I apologise to the member for South Perth, but we are 
moving to create flexibility for the Valuer-General so that he can look at a varied percentage, rather than the 
fixed five per cent, to provide some way of somewhat similar rates being paid in local and state government 
taxes for a piece of land regardless of whether it has a house on it.  

I am aware that the previous government looked at this legislation in, I think, 2006. It obviously did not make it 
to Parliament at that time. I am happy to say that we have managed to introduce this bill into the Parliament and 
it has opposition support. The bill will move through this house today and that anomaly in the way in which the 
value of land is calculated will no longer exist, and I think that is a good thing.  

Question put and passed.  

Bill read a second time.  

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr B.J. Grylls (Minister for Lands) and transmitted to the Council. 
 


