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GUILDFORD HOTEL 

Statement 

HON LINDA SAVAGE (East Metropolitan) [5.42 pm]: I rise tonight to bring to the attention of the house 

concerns that continue to be raised with me by the residents of Guildford and others about the Guildford Hotel, 

which was severely damaged by fire on 1 September 2008. By way of background, in the immediate aftermath 

of the fire, the Guildford community and the wider community were anxious to find out whether the hotel, which 

has the equivalent rating of Government House, had been lost or whether it could be saved and restored. In the 

weeks following the fire people felt reassured by promises made by the hotel’s owners and statements made by 

the Minister for Heritage that the Guildford Hotel could be and would be substantially restored.  

Six months after the fire, on 11 March 2009, The Sunday Times reported one of the hotel’s owners as saying that 

they decided to rebuild right from the start and they hoped to start rebuilding that year. He went on to say that 

they were taking advice on how to ensure the hotel did not suffer further damage. He was also reported as saying 

that it might be necessary to ask for heritage grants because the insurance payout would probably not cover the 

cost of the whole restoration. 

At a public meeting on 24 March 2009 one of the owners told the Guildford community that they were 

determined to restore the hotel, although it was likely to cost them around $10 million. At that meeting, as it was 

reported in the press, community members voiced their concerns that the burnt-out parts of the hotel were 

uncovered and unprotected, and concerns were raised about the upcoming winter rains. I am told by the people 

who have come to see me that they were told that the owners did not think leaving the building over the winter 

would add significantly to the damage that had already been caused by the fire. As it happened, fortunately we 

had a fairly dry winter in 2009 and the Guildford Hotel went through that winter unprotected and uncovered. 

On 3 February 2010 it was reported that one of the owners had said to The West Australian that red tape was 

holding up the work and forcing up costs. The owners called for assistance from the state government, the 

Heritage Council and the City of Swan. It was also reported at that time that the restoration cost was estimated at 

being substantially more than $3 million.  

As the winter approached in 2010, understandably, residents became more concerned about the vulnerability of 

the hotel to water damage. On 6 April 2010, again, it was reported that one of the owners said — 

There is nothing to cover up … 

He said he was not concerned about water getting into the cellar.  

I understand that shortly after that, a meeting was held between the Minister for Heritage, Heritage Council 

architects and the owners. It was reported that, based on that advice and the advice of engineers, further action 

would be considered. 

Around this time an engineer’s report was done by Wood and Grieve Engineers. That report was paid for by 

Western Australian taxpayers and presented to the Heritage Council on 28 August 2009. I asked a question about 

that report in June 2010 because it still had not been tabled at that time. At least from August 2009, the minister, 

the Heritage Council and perhaps the owners had access to that report. I make the point that, as that report was 

done for the Heritage Council and was paid for by Western Australian taxpayers, everyone in Western Australia 

has an interest in the issue. The recommendations by Wood and Grieve were quite specific. Wood and Grieve 

was commissioned specifically to examine the structural integrity of the remaining fabric of the building and to 

recommend any action that should be taken to preserve what could be retained. Crucially, that report indicated 

that most of the building’s walls, including the external walls, could be retained if the hotel was made watertight 

and allowed to dry out. The report by Wood and Grieve recommended protection from the elements, regular 

pumping out of the below-ground parts of the building, and removal of debris from the building and, in 

particular, from the loadbearing parts of the building. The report has been available since August 2009. As it 

happened, the winter of 2010 was again relatively dry. At the end of that winter, the Guildford Hotel was still 

uncovered and unprotected and had not had any restoration work done to it. 

The residents who have been coming to see me since I entered Parliament, which in a couple of days will be two 

years ago, were becoming increasingly concerned about what they said was the visible deterioration of the hotel. 

They were repeatedly asking for the building to be covered and protected. It was reported in The West Australian 

of 13 August 2010, nearly two years after the fire, that the owners’ engineers, Structerre Consulting Engineers, 

had told the owners that it did not need to be roofed for another couple of years. There were subsequent reports 

at different times that the owners were still committed to restoring the hotel. A report in The West Australian in 

October 2010 indicated that the owners were exploring options, including selling the hotel. 

I attended a public rally at Guildford just across the road from the hotel in November 2010. One of the owners 

was present at that rally. The owner spoke about the advice they had received from Structerre and told the crowd 
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that the integrity of the building had not been compromised by the lack of cover, despite the fact that two winters 

had passed without it being covered. Some cynicism is growing about this statement because subsequently 

information has become available that indicates that the purpose of Structerre’s November 2010 inspection and 

subsequent report was to advise on the ongoing safety of the building in accordance with the monitoring program 

agreed between the owners of the Guildford Hotel and the City of Swan.  

This appears to be a somewhat different brief from the brief of Wood and Grieve. Whilst the report by Structerre 

is the property of the owners and therefore theirs to do exactly what they wish with, including keeping it private, 

I must say that it would go a long way to alleviating Guildford residents’ concerns about the future of the hotel, 

and the fact that the owners do not believe that it is being damaged by remaining uncovered, if some details of 

the Structerre report were made available to them. Because I have quite a bit more to say about this matter, I look 

forward to continuing to speak about this when I next have the opportunity. 

 


