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FESA HOUSE SALE 
Question without Notice 140 — Supplementary Information 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Warren–Blackwood — Minister for Regional Development) [2.54 pm]: Pursuant to 
standing order 82A, I wish to provide some additional information to the answer I gave to question without 
notice 140 asked by the member for Girrawheen on Thursday. The member’s question referred to a document 
obtained through a freedom of information application regarding the sale of FESA House to BGC. The document 
states that staff from LandCorp and Landgate should “discuss how the transfer(s) might be conducted to conceal 
the transfer value.” The member was quite rightly concerned at the prospect of public servants seeking to 
conceal the transfer value of the property. I have sought further information from my agencies on this document 
and, having received this advice, I am satisfied that the reference to “concealing” the transfer value was simply 
an unfortunate choice of words. An assessment of LandCorp’s actions in this matter and the available 
documentation demonstrates there was no desire by LandCorp to conceal any information. 
To provide some background, members would be aware that the lack of quality hotel accommodation in the 
Perth central business district has been identified by the government as a serious problem for the state. The 
proposed development of the FESA House site is the first to be progressed under the government’s hotel 
incentives package. The development comprises a 350-room hotel, along with retail and office accommodation. 

Point of Order 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: On a point of order, Mr Speaker. Can I seek your ruling as to whether this is really a 
correction to information given in this house or whether the minister is now getting into argument. 

The SPEAKER: We are allowing it on the basis that it is further information. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Under what standing order is that? 

The SPEAKER: It is under standing order 82A. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: During negotiations, one proposal was that the hotel and mixed-use development were to 
be constructed on two separate titles, potentially resulting in two separate transactions. This, however, was 
problematic. In isolation, the mixed-use development was considerably more viable than the hotel development. 
To ensure the hotel development was ultimately delivered, which was the government’s primary objective, the 
mixed-use development would have to be linked to it. The bundling of the transactions was considered to be the 
best option to protect the state’s interests. 

The language used in the email exchange to “discuss how the transfer(s) might be conducted to conceal the 
transfer value” was meant to refer to the issue of how to represent the combined value of the whole site, taking 
into account the differing feasibilities of the two proposed developments in the one transfer document. I am 
satisfied there was never any conversation, documented or otherwise, about concealing information in regard to 
this transaction. I have discussed this matter with the chief executive of LandCorp and he assures me that the 
officer responsible for this communication will be counselled about the need to use more accurate language in 
future. At the end of the day it is not possible to conceal the price paid for land. This information is registered at 
Landgate and is available for public search. 

I trust this additional information satisfies the member for Girrawheen, but if she would like further advice, 
I would be happy to arrange a briefing with LandCorp. If following that meeting with LandCorp the member still 
has issues, I will be happy to talk to her about further accountability measures I might take to have her satisfied 
on this issue. 

The SPEAKER: Minister, I have given you some latitude under standing order 82A. In future, when the 
minister has an explanation—this goes for everybody—it is to be succinct. I do not want ministers making short 
ministerial statements. 
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