Land Registry consultation

Questions

Name: John Stewart, Director of Economic Affairs. john.stewart@hbf.co.uk

Organisation (if applicable): Home Builders Federation
Address:

27 Broadwall, London SE1 9PL

Respondent type

>< Business representative organisation/trade body

Central government

Charity or social enterprise

Individual

Large business (over 250 staff)

Legal representative

Local government

Medium business (50 to 250 staff)

Micro business (up to 9 staff)

Small business (10 to 49 staff)

Trade union or staff association

Other (please describe)

1. Do you agree that the ownership of the Registers should remain in government?

[e]Yes [INo ] Not sure

Comments:

For the reasons outlined in the Consultation
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2. What steps should government take and what safeguards should it put in place to

ensure continued and improved access to high-quality and reliable Land Registry
data?

Comments:

Our view is that the operation of the Land Registry should remain within the public sector. If necessary, government could carry out

a consultation on the current arrangements and quality of service and, if necessary, introduce further safeguards and/or measures
to improve access to LR data.

3. How could government use this opportunity to improve the quality and
accessibility of data produced by Land Registry for all sectors of the economy?

Comments:

See answer to Q2.

4. On what basis should government manage the relationship with a privately
owned Land Registry to ensure Land Registry meets, as far as is reasonable, the
data quality and availability requirements of all stakeholders?

Comments:

Not relevant if LR remains within the public sector.

5. Do you agree that the suggested safeguards should be included in any model?

LIYes LINo ] Not sure
Comments:

Not relevant if LR remains within the public sector.
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6. Are there any other safeguards that you think should be included?

[lYes [INo ] Not sure

Comments:

Not relevant if LR remains within the public sector.

7. Do you agree with the preferred option?

[1Yes [e]NO [J Not sure

Comments:

Because the format of this document restricts the room for comments, we have attached a supplementary page with
comments on Question 7.

8. What are your reasons for your answer to question 7?

Comments:

See answer to Q7

9. Do you think an alternative model would be better and why?

LIYes [INo ] Not sure

Comments:

Not relevant if kept in the public sector
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10. Are there other key costs and benefits that you think we might have missed?

[lYes [INo ] Not sure

Comments:

Do you have any other comments that might aid the consultation process as a whole?
Please use this space for any general comments that you may have, comments on the
layout of this consultation would also be welcomed.

Comments:

The consultation questions pre-judge the outcome of the consultation. It provides no opportunity to comment on the alternative
approach, namely leaving the LR in the public sector, and it provides no room for more general comments.

At a very practical level, it has proved extremely difficult to complete this form, given the way it is laid out and its IT format. Our IT
expert has struggled and our submission is far from satisfactory in terms of layout and format, but it is the best we can do.

Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views. We do not intend to acknowledge
receipt of individual responses unless you tick the box below.

Please acknowledge this reply i
At BIS we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations. As your views

are valuable to us, would it be okay if we were to contact you again from time to time either
for research or to send through consultation documents?

[elYes [INo
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