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LAND INFORMATION AUTHORITY BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 14 June. 

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [4.02 pm]:  The Liberal Party sees the merit of the bill and will be supporting it with 
some amendments.  I have already placed on the notice paper one amendment of which the minister is aware.  
Before speaking on various clauses of the bill, I take the opportunity on behalf of members on this side to 
express my appreciation to the minister and staff of the Department of Land Information for the informative 
briefing we were given and for the tour of the Floreat and Midland offices of the department.  It was a very 
enlightening experience.  I give full credit to the departmental staff at those offices.  It was most inspiring, most 
impressive and showed the outstanding effort that is going into the running of that department.  I place on record 
our appreciation of that.  I also commend the chief executive officer and the staff of the department for hosting 
us on that day and for the way in which they approach the business of running a government department.  It is 
very pleasing and very refreshing to see the enthusiasm and the excellent work that is being done.  The work is 
of a world-class standard; there is no question whatsoever about that.  My colleagues and I were blown away by 
some of the technology we saw that day.   

Without reflecting on previous employees of the old Department of Lands and Surveys, with the technology, 
advancement and approach to providing information, which principally the bill is about, the department has 
come a very long way since those days.  Information technology is one of the most fantastic advances of today.  
The information technology industry is providing the community with levels of efficiency and information to 
degrees of accuracy that people in lands and survey administration in years gone by could only have dreamt of.  
There is no question that Big Brother is truly able to watch us now.   

The briefing provided by the Department of Land Information at Floreat was amazing.  I forget the exact number 
of satellites that are at this moment floating around this planet at varying altitudes, but they are delivering 
information in such fine detail that Big Brother can keep an eye on us.  I asked for verification, but did not 
receive it, that the military of certain superpowers can read newspapers with the aid of satellites in space.  I do 
not know whether that is an exaggeration; I will leave that to the judgment of others.  

I was amazed at the detailed information available that can help us manage our land, our environment and our 
agricultural production.  For example, a program called Fire Watch is provided for the benefit of emergency 
services.  The detailed imagery from satellites of the outbreak of wildfires the entire length and breadth of this 
state is amazing.  Satellites can track wildfires as they burn.  The benefit of Fire Watch will be felt in the 
Kimberley where, sadly, it appears that more than 50 per cent of the area is burnt every one or two years.  That is 
a classic example of where the environment can benefit from forward planning to contain outbreaks of bushfires 
from lightning strikes or other causes.  
DOLI can provide a range of information services apart from that, such as Landgate, which encompasses aerial 
photography and satellite imagery; property information; land inquiries; title searching; and online services for 
professionals in urban planning, land and property development, real estate, conveyancing, emergency services, 
surveying, environmental management, and agriculture and asset management.  Another service is called 
SLIPS - shared land information platform service.  That program assists in areas of emergency management and 
natural resource management, land ownership, usage and land development.  As a former farmer without the 
capacity to see via satellite what my crops or pastures looked like all those years ago, it was amazing to see the 
detail that can be shown today by satellite imagery from outer space of pasture management and crop vegetation 
densities.  In fact, farmers can see the early warning stage of a disease or pest infestation in their crops that they 
could not see by external examination.  A farmer could be unaware of a disease that has started in the middle of a 
significant-sized paddock.  An example was given at the briefing on the bill of a farmer who was made aware of 
such a disease.  I imagine the farmer was most grateful for the briefing that he received from the departmental 
people.  On top of that, there is Agimage which, as I said, measures the biomass, disease and pest control, and 
can also be used as a productivity tool.  I have also mentioned FireWatch and VegetationWatch.  A range of 
fantastic services are provided by the department. 
This bill, therefore, is really about the organisation changing from a department to an authority.  We on this side 
of the house have no problem with that.  We endorse it and regard it as an advantage.  I assume that one reason it 
is an advantage is that the satellite imagery technology to provide the information service was developed in-
house in the department and is leading Australia and, I believe, the world in satellite imagery and planning tools.  
I wondered how that information and technology would be retained by those in the department who developed it 
if it remained a department.  That was one problem Telstra faced in developing its communications technology.  
I believe a lot was lost, because of its corporate structure at the time, to overseas interests and other parties; 
although I may be wrong on that.  However, it will be a very good and positive move if that is the case.  I hope 
that the bill will ensure that the technology developed in Western Australia by amazingly competent people who 
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are doing a fantastic job can be better retained and that we can capitalise on it for the greater public good and 
that it can improve the functionality of the now department and future authority.  We must work at not only 
ensuring that that capacity is retained but also maximising the opportunity to further develop the technology, 
being confident that if need be we can capitalise on it and shift the income-earning capacity of the authority to a 
wider field.  It therefore makes good economic and future planning sense to me. 

The clarification of a number of clauses in the bill has caused me concern.  I have highlighted one clause in the 
amendment standing in my name on the notice paper, which endeavours to broaden the capacity of the 
information.  The shared land information program is an excellent innovation.  It is an excellent opportunity 
from which an excellent benefit will flow to broad sections of the community, particularly landowners.  
Currently it is acknowledged that 184 separate agencies can place a notification of interest on the title of a 
private property.  A notification on the title of a property can by issued by a range of government departments, 
agencies and authorities; for example, notification of a heritage listing.  Policies are developed in the Department 
of Environment and Conservation, such as the Swan coastal plain wetlands policy, and the department can list 
wetlands notifications on the titles of properties.  I imagine that landowners who want to know the interest an 
authority or agency has in their land would not want to go department or agency shopping 50 or 60 times, or at 
an extreme 184 times, to get information on that interest.  That could have ramifications for the disposal of 
property.  Further, it could have other ramifications because a person functions on his or her property in a 
manner that he or she perceives to be lawful.  I know of particular examples.  When the Swan coastal plain 
wetlands policy was designed, the department carried out its assessments using satellite imagery, aerial 
photography and some ground truthing.  Of course, assessments do not always get things right.  When dealing 
with an area as big as the Swan coastal plain, oversight and inaccuracies can occur.  Some constituents have 
approached me, dismayed by the fact that after a prescribed time of response, they were not notified of a 
wetlands listing on their property.  After contacting the Department of Environment and Conservation to 
determine how this came about, they were told that the department was unable to find their addresses.  That is 
quite amazing because the local shire is able to find them at least once year to serve a rate notice and the 
postman is able to find them to deliver their mail.  I do not know why those situations arose.  They clearly 
demonstrate that there are faults and shortcomings in the system of notifying people.  A person can function in 
an innocent way on his property and enjoy and use the land according to its zoning and how that person sees fit.  
However, there could be an easement notification on that property from one of the utility providers, a wetlands 
policy notification from the Department of Environment and Conservation or a notification of interest from any 
of the 184 agencies.  Unbeknown to the property owner, he or she could be breaking the law.   

The idea of the shared land information platform is to provide a one-stop shop.  That is a brilliant and fantastic 
idea.  There is no doubt - it was made clear during the briefing we received the other day from officers of the 
Department of Land Information - that the capacity already exists for the listing of interests to be in one place 
and readily accessible electronically.  As often as the register or information document is updated, people will be 
able to access reasonably accurate information about what is listed on their property.   

I have difficulty with another part of the bill.  A clause in the bill refers to the payments of rates and charges, 
which I long viewed as a bone of contention during my time in local government.  Many members on the other 
side of the house have been involved in local government.  In fact, the Minister for Land Information was a 
councillor at one time.  It is a bone of contention for local government that government authorities and agencies 
do not pay local government rates.  It is a pain and an inequity.  It may be argued that rates and charges should 
not apply to departments that function as a service to taxpayers and the community.  However, when an 
organisation changes from a department to a profit-making corporate entity, so to speak, but it is still attached to 
the government by the umbilical cord - which is fine - we need to raise the question of how we get around the 
issue of obtaining some equity.  If the entity makes a profit, that is great; I do not have a problem with that.  If 
the government takes a dividend, that is fine; I do not have a problem with that.  If the organisation runs well, it 
saves taxpayers’ money.  However, if the entity owns land that is taxable, I ask the question: why should it not 
pay rates to the local authority if they are due?  I will raise that issue with the minister in consideration in detail. 
Another area in which the opposition will seek some clarification is dividends.  The corporatisation of 
government departments is really a new field that we are moving into.  The Water Authority, or the Water 
Corporation as it is now called, is an example.  It has moved from being a typical, standard government agency 
that provided a public service - it was the supplier of a much-needed utility; that is, water - to being a quasi 
corporation.  The playing field is somewhat uneven.  I am talking about the capacity to have it level so that 
private enterprise can function out there.  In performing their duties as local members of Parliament, members 
may have received questions from some corporate entities, because there are some problems. 

We will need to keep a careful eye on the dividends.  I appreciate that there are related provisions in the bill.  A 
public service entity that becomes a corporate entity is still required to deliver a service to the community as a 
typical government agency, and yet it must function as a corporation.  We need to make sure that structures are 
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in place so that down the track we do not lose direction regarding which is the prominent driver.  Governments 
like dividends.  Treasurers of all political colours love to grab dividends, and that is fine.  However, when I 
support this bill, I will need to make sure that I am comfortable - I am sure that my colleagues would agree with 
me - because I know that a mechanism is in place under which there are checks, balances and objectives for the 
board that will run this operation under the auspices of the minister, and we can make sure that we are all sailing 
down the same river, that the correct services are being delivered and that there is the balance that we require. 

One other area that I draw to the attention of the house is that of policy making.  Once again, a clause in the bill 
refers to the capacity of the authority and the board to develop policy.  The explanatory memorandum deals with 
this matter under clause 9(7).  It states -  

This subclause enables the Authority to develop policy, provide policy advice and participate in various 
forums on behalf of the State.  It will ensure continuity of the role currently performed by the 
Department (which will cease to exist).  These policy functions are limited to the Authority’s land 
information functions and the provision of advice on very specific operational legislation under the 
administration of the Minister for Land Information.   

I get some comfort from the next part, and I will question the minister about surety.  The explanatory 
memorandum further reads - 

 They are not in the nature of strategic policy, funding or regulatory functions.   

If that means that there is no statutory capacity under the policy for policy to be developed out of that agency, I 
need to be comfortable about the situation; that is, to be sure the authority does not hold statutory capacity.  I 
have an aversion to policy that is made under legislation because, as is the case under environmental legislation, 
such policy is actually law.  It is something that this Parliament should address in the capacity of that act.  It is 
totally wrong that policy is developed, although with good intent, by a government agency or a board that is 
neither elected by the people nor answerable to Parliament, yet that policy stands as law.  To me that is against 
the spirit of the Westminster and democratic systems.  I need to be assured that the policy that will be developed 
in this case will be made under this legislation, and I have not found any mention in the bill to that effect.  That 
is fine, but I need to be sure that that is not the case.  It is of serious concern to me that our democratic process is 
being sidestepped. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The example given at subclause 9(7) of the memorandum is that it enables the agency’s 
participation in national electronic functions. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  Yes.  I raised this issue in good faith as a matter of principle because I do have a problem with 
where the policy stands in its statutory capacity.   

Before I conclude my remarks to allow other members to participate in the debate, I reiterate that the opposition 
will support the bill.  It has a series of points on which it will seek clarification at the third reading stage.  I will 
submit my amendment at the appropriate time, but I will not speak to it now.  It is a great program and the 
department has the capacity to deliver this service.  As we proceed with the debate on this bill, I encourage 
members to consider the capacity for us to ensure that, under the minister’s guidance and direction, other 
agencies that have an interest in property have that information placed on the shared land information platform.  
Therefore, people will be able to go to one place to check interests on their property.  People will then be able to 
go away in the clear knowledge that they do not have to go departmental shopping.  My amendment has been 
drafted with the view that the minister has complete control.  The authority does not compel nor direct; it allows 
the minister to, on advice from the department, implement the regulations that will determine how it will 
function.  I left that open for that reason.   

In summing up, I give full marks to the department.  The minister must be really enthused by its efforts and 
pleased that she oversees a department that runs a fantastic service.  It does a really good job.  I am not just 
saying that; I genuinely mean that.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It is an excellent agency. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  Absolutely.  I believe that people from other states who come to WA are quite amazed at the 
level of proficiency and the quality of technology that has been developed by the department.  The foresight 
shown by the department is a credit to it and its employees.  I cannot say enough.  As a person coming from 
private enterprise, it is good to see that element of professionalism and enterprise.  I am fully aware that the 
department is looking at work done overseas.  There are no comparable examples of the level of technology that 
we have in Western Australia in other parts of the world, where we would expect to find it, such as Europe or the 
USA.  We are leading in that field.  Members on this side of the house will do all they can to encourage that and 
to ensure the department goes ahead.   
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A number of issues need clarifying.  The amendment is a genuine attempt to get more information out to the 
people in a more concise way that is practical and workable under the control and auspices of the minister.  It 
will give a lot of people the opportunity to get accurate information.  The information that is placed on the 
department’s web site is guaranteed, so a lot of work needs to be done to make sure that the information that 
comes from other agencies is accurate and up to date so that the department’s integrity is kept at the level that it 
is today.   
I have a question that officers of the department or the minister might want to note.  The beginning of the bill, 
where it mentions the functions of the authority, refers to information a lot.  The minister mentioned the delivery 
and provision of information a number of times in her speech.  Perhaps we need to make sure - I will take advice 
on this - that the definition of information is sufficient to make sure that the information provided is precisely 
about land.  I feel that it is.  Some members on this side of the house queried whether there may be a slight 
opportunity for people to misinterpret what information really means.  People have said to me that they do not 
want to have personal or any information other than what is about land on that site.  I make those comments so 
that the minister can respond accordingly in her closing address.   
I conclude my remarks on that point.  I thank the minister once again for the briefing that we had and the 
courteous manner in which we were treated by the CEO and all the staff.  Well done to the department.  We look 
forward to moving through this bill reasonably quickly. 
MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [4.34 pm]:  I want to make a small contribution to this debate.  Like my 
colleague the member for Moore, I support the Land Information Authority Bill 2006.  I support the thrust of the 
bill and what the bill is endeavouring to achieve.  Whilst I was not at the briefing and did not get an opportunity 
to visit the headquarters because I was tied up with other matters in Bunbury, my colleagues expressed to me the 
exact sentiments of the member for Moore.  They were very impressed with the operation of the Department of 
Land Information and the way it is handled and with the chief executive officer and the staff.  From all accounts, 
it is a department that is working very well.  I offer it my congratulations.   
The bill will set up a statutory authority to undertake land titling, land information and land valuation functions.  
The authority will also have a commercial arm that will be able to sell its database systems outside Western 
Australia.  It will be able to develop new systems and new technologies and, I presume, it will also partner with 
other countries to develop their systems.  This issue has been spoken about for a couple of years now, and I think 
it is a very good thing to do.  The authority will also be able to operate in a commercial environment, patent its 
technologies and obtain a commercial return from some of its activities.  I presume that it will operate along 
similar lines as the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, and perhaps, in time, the 
authority will also be self-funding. 
I am glad that the bill provides safeguards for the fees that will be paid for searching and registering 
encumbrances over land and for notifications on titles such as mortgages, caveats, transfers of land, discharges of 
mortgages and those sorts of instruments.  The fees will remain regulated and will be subject to the normal fee-
setting procedures and criteria that are currently in operation. 
I will refer to some of my concerns with the proposed commercial activities, one of which is the sale of 
databases.  What sort of databases will be sold?  Will they be the current databases that show all the relevant 
information on landownership etc, will they be databases of new information that is gathered after the act comes 
into operation and that builds up over time, or will they be databases with a combination of both sorts of 
information?  Reference is made in the bill to immunities, and I will explore this issue a little more during the 
consideration in detail stage.  However, as a statutory authority that will have a commercial operation, what 
exactly will be the extent of those immunities and how will they apply within the confines of the Corporations 
Act? 
I also want to explore the sorts of taxes, duties and other charges that the authority will be liable for or exempt 
from.  The role of the department today is to develop and refine the land information system and the other 
information services that the department has provided since 1829 for the benefit of Western Australians.  Will 
further developments and system improvements be done under the guise of a commercial activity and will it 
move from cost recovery to commercial profit activities?  In other words, how will the interests of Western 
Australians and the services provided by the department be safeguarded?  I also ask the minister to give me the 
parameters within which she will allow the authority to hold shares or units in a business concern.  Will it be 
allowed to invest in businesses that fall within the scope of activities or businesses that the authority operates, or 
will it be allowed to invest in diverse companies and business concerns?  That it not spelt out in the bill, and I 
would like the minister to give me some information on the parameters that will be specified, who will make the 
final decision on those parameters and at what level, and who will ultimately be responsible.  I presume that the 
full ramifications of corporations law will be applied.  Who will be the responsible public officer?  Will it be the 
chief executive officer or the minister? 
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My colleague the member for Moore mentioned local government.  The old chestnut of local government comes 
up again.  I support the member for Moore in his position.  As the minister knows, we old local government 
people stick together.  It does not quite leave one’s veins!  There is still a bit there.  When something about local 
government comes up, one is still trying to protect it and to do the best he can for local government whatever 
sphere he operates in.  We are dealing with a commercial operation or at least half a commercial operation, 
because one arm will be commercial and the other will be government.  The operation will be exempt from 
paying rates to local government.  However, it will still be required to pay the tax equivalent to the government.  
It is about time that we recognised that we should support local government concerning commercial enterprises.  
We must help local government recoup some costs because they need infrastructure and must provide services to 
the public and various departments and authorities that operate in a commercial environment.  The government 
still receives interim and final dividends.  I know that it is a long bow to draw - and we will probably not get it 
through - but I am hopeful that some time in the future we may be able to sneak one in and help local 
government. 
Mr G. Snook:  With the goodwill of the minister. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Yes.   
Mrs M.H. Roberts:  And the goodwill of the Treasurer! 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  I paid him a compliment 12 years ago and it wasn’t worth it! 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Is that right?  If we have to pay the Treasurer a compliment, we might not get 
anywhere!   
I also strongly agree with my colleague the member for Moore’s amendment.  As we know, the Torrens system 
is one that we rely heavily on.  Titles and property ownership are fundamental and are at the core of our financial 
institutions, lending institutions, banks etc.  Researching titles gives interested parties the information which they 
seek and on which they base their legal documentation, such as transfers of land, mortgages, caveats, discharges 
of mortgages and all those sorts of things.  It is also the basis of settlements and the buying and selling of 
property. 

As we have heard, there are approximately 184 agencies that can have an interest in or impact on people’s 
property.  They can place a notification.  Of course, that is totally voluntary.  Most of the agencies do not.  To 
have some sort of central register whereby agencies are forced to do so will be of great benefit.  I believe that 
every property owner has the right to know whether any department or agency has a claim or impact on his land.  
A lot of owners simply do not know.   
This bill is timely because a case was brought to me by someone last week.  The person concerned had sold his 
property and put an offer and acceptance on another property subject to the sale of the first property.  When he 
went to settle, the purchaser found that there was a notification by a department of an interest in the property.  
However, that notification was not registered on the title.  The purchaser just happened to find it.  The owner of 
the property did not know anything about it.  I assume that the bank that held the mortgage over the property did 
not know anything about it either, because it was not registered on the title.  It was only when the bank did a 
search of the title for the mortgage that it found out about it.  I am sure that had the bank known about it, it 
would have asked some questions about what impact that notification would have on the value of the property, 
and it would have made those decisions before it advanced the money for the mortgage.  The local council did 
not know anything about it either.  The local council had commissioned a consulting company to prepare a 
structure plan for the whole area, which includes this property, and it had given that consulting company 
information that it thought was right, and that was from the same department.  However, as I have said, it did not 
know anything about it either.   
As members can see, some problems can arise.  Therefore, for the benefit of all involved, all agencies that may 
have an interest in a person’s property should be forced to register that interest so that, as the member for Moore 
has said, people do not need to go from department to department to see whether any claims have been made on 
their property.  Most people would not even know where to start, nor would I expect them to know where to 
start.  Imagine how difficult it would be to have to go from one department to another and wait for an answer.  
There are 184 government departments.  Imagine the enormous amount of time that would take!  I would not 
have the time to even start the process!  If everyone had to go through that process before they bought or sold a 
property, the real estate industry would grind to a halt.  Imagine the financial implications and ramifications that 
could arise if government departments have an interest in land, and that interest may affect its value, yet the 
people who own that land, and the financial institutions that have loaned money to those people, do not know 
about that interest.   
This problem can be resolved quite easily by requiring any government agency that has an interest in a person’s 
property to register that interest on the shared land information platform.  People will then know where that 
information can be found, and they can search the title.  It will be a one-stop shop.  There will be no hassles.  
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Everyone will be operating on the same level playing field.  Everyone will know that the information on that 
database is right, and there will be no misunderstanding.  I have raised some of my concerns about this bill.  I am 
sure my other concerns will be explained during consideration in detail. 

Like the member for Moore, I support what the department is trying to achieve in this bill.  I understand that my 
colleagues were very impressed when they visited the department.  It is running a good operation that will 
provide many benefits for the people of Western Australia.  I want to put to bed one of my concerns.  I want to 
reassure myself that proper safeguards are in place between the government and commercial arms of the 
department, so that the interests of all Western Australians, who have been well served by the department since 
1829, and by the refinements that the department has been making to date, will continue to be served into the 
future.  I would not like the department to use this bill as an excuse to say that, from now on, it will be working 
on a commercial basis and will be making a profit in those areas that it traditionally has not been using to make a 
profit.  I am not worried about the future and things such as dealing with China and Vietnam.  Those things are 
great and I support them 100 per cent.  I will leave my comments at that.  I am sure we will receive a bit more 
clarification during consideration in detail. 
MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [4.50 pm]:  I begin my remarks on the Land Information 
Authority Bill 2006 by thanking the Minister for Land Information for briefings from the staff and Grahame 
Searle, the chief executive officer, who showed us around the offices at Floreat and Midland.  I was very 
impressed with what is happening there.  It is a great organisation.  I was most impressed by the computer 
systems that dealt with mapping, aerial photography and things such as growth rates in rural areas that can be 
determined from satellite pictures.  The amount of information is amazing.  The only question I have for the 
minister is: when can I have that same information in my electorate office?  As members of Parliament that 
information would be very important to us. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  You can do mapping of your electorate.  
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Yes, and we can tell where all the information is.  I will also like to congratulate the 
minister’s department on using voice over Internet protocol phones throughout its network, which is great to see.  
I might put a question on notice to find out how much the department’s phone bills are compared with other 
government agencies.  It has taken the lead in using VoIP.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Do you want to know how much they are saving? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Yes.  It is very important.  Members should be doing the same things in their electorate 
offices; that is, using the VoIP phone system to save a lot of money on telecommunications.  We deal with a lot 
of government agencies in our offices, so we could also save a lot of money.  What we saw at Midland was 
fantastic.  Information from all the relevant government agencies is brought onto one screen in one department.  
We can find out where our drainage systems, underground power and other systems are located.  The way of the 
future is to move a lot faster.  Mr Searle explained the process of title transfers, putting a caveat on a property 
and creating a subdivision, and the speed with which this can now be done.  We always seem to be very quick to 
attack the department for not releasing land quickly enough.  We now realise that the department is working as 
fast it can and is producing a very fast turnaround, for which I congratulate it.  The minister has a great 
department that is working well.  There will be some changes at Midland so that the information system is more 
interactive with the customer.  It is working towards delivering what the customer wants rather than telling the 
customer what to do, and that is fantastic.  
In relation to the proposed Land Information Authority, like the members for Moore and Bunbury, I believe 
there are some things that we need to look at.  We may be able to raise these during consideration in detail.  One 
factor in my electorate is how notifications of so-called Bush Forever areas and wetlands end up on people’s 
titles.  In setting up the authority, one thing that we must be very careful of is the information that gets fed to the 
authority.  Someone can walk past a house and say that it should be heritage listed, but there must be a situation 
in which the person who owns that property has a right to appeal, perhaps to the State Administrative Tribunal, 
before he receives the final answer and the information ends up on the title.  That can apply to heritage issues, 
wetlands and local government structure plans.  A man’s home is his castle, and he must have the right to appeal, 
or at least to be informed of what will happen and the process.  The situation referred to by the member for 
Bunbury happens so many times.  When people do not receive sufficient information, they may find out later in 
life when they go down the road of trying to subdivide and sell their land or borrow money against it that the 
land is subject to such conditions.  That is one of the biggest problems members come across.  I will take up 
during consideration in detail the actual functions of the authority, and seek to make sure that information 
transferred to the authority does not automatically end up on the titles.  We must find a way to make sure that the 
owner has a say in what happens, and is aware of the flow of information and how it ends up.  We are not 
arguing what the government or the agency may be trying to do; it is just that landowners have the right to know 
what is going on with their properties.  During consideration in detail, we will take up with the minister the issue 
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of the functions of the authority to make sure that any information the authority gets hold of does not end up 
going straight onto the title documents.  I am sure that the authority could find a way to make sure that an owner 
has control over his property and a say in what happens. 
The members for Moore and Bunbury have spoken in depth about the issues.  It was mentioned that there are 
184 agencies.  The idea of bringing them together under one authority and having a one-stop shop is being 
progressed very quickly.  The government must be seen to be leading and to make sure that it can bring those 
agencies together.  The member for Bunbury made the comment, quite rightly, that visiting 184 agencies would 
take forever.  If we could have a one-stop shop, it would be great.  We must look at the situation and make sure 
that every property owner who has something put on his title deed has the opportunity to appeal against it.   

I again thank the minister for making staff available, and for our briefing.  The half-day we spent looking at the 
Department of Land Information offices was very worthwhile.  I look forward to consideration in detail and to 
getting some of the nitty-gritty of this bill sorted out.   

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Land Information) [4.56 pm]:  I thank the members for 
Moore, Bunbury and Serpentine-Jarrahdale for their contributions to the second reading debate and their 
thoughtful consideration of the Land Information Authority Bill.  I am very pleased that two of those members 
were able to avail themselves of a half-day at the Department of Land Information’s offices.  To go to look at the 
functioning of the department meant a considerable commitment on their part.  I am glad that they found it 
worthwhile.  The work that the department is doing is fascinating.  It is certainly cutting edge and the envy of 
many countries.  I am delighted with the level of support.  I suppose that I should also thank members on my 
side of the house for not speaking, thus indicating their support and faith in me and this bill and allowing the bill 
to have a speedy passage through the house. 

Members raised a number of issues.  The member for Moore spoke about a number of clauses to which we will 
refer during consideration in detail.  He was concerned about the authority developing policy and so forth under 
the provisions of clause 9(7).  I think the clarification to apply there is that the authority has only the capacity to 
develop policy, and that would be limited to the land information function.  It would be the development of 
policy, not the setting of policy.  That is probably the part that needs clarification.  Although the authority might 
develop policy, it does not mean it would become government policy; it would not be the setting of policy. 

The member for Moore also raised the definition of “land information”.  I direct his attention to page 2 of the 
bill, where the definition of “land information” reads -  

. . . includes information about, or related to, any point, line, surface, or space the location of which is 
fixed by reference to the earth, whether or not it is wholly on, under, or above the surface of the land or 
the sea; 

That would appear to me to not include information of a personal nature.  Hopefully, that will address the 
concerns that the member expressed.  The member for Moore has put an amendment on the notice paper.  I think 
I am beginning to gain an appreciation of why he has done so.  I am sure that his intention in putting that 
amendment on the notice paper and making the suggestion is very good, but I do not think that the government is 
likely to be able to support it.  I am happy to elaborate those reasons for him when he moves the amendment and 
gives a more thorough explanation of his point of view of it. 

The other point I note in closing is that this legislation does not set up a corporation.  Some of the language used 
by members opposite seemed to indicate that they think the bill will set up a corporation similar to the Water 
Corporation.  I make the point that the legislation is not establishing a corporation but a statutory authority with 
some commercial powers.  There is an important distinction to be noted there.   

I thank all members for their cooperation and look forward to the debate during the consideration in detail stage 
of the bill next week. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

House adjourned at 4.59 pm 
__________ 

 


