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THE CLIFFE 

Statement 
HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [10.11 pm]: I have a couple of things I wanted to raise tonight. 
One was about an inquiry that the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations is currently 
conducting into Tourism WA’s involvement in a major tourism event. This is not by way of a formal report from 
the committee, but I just pass on, for members’ information, that our terms of reference for that inquiry indicated 
that we were intending to report by 30 June. I wanted to indicate to members who may have an interest in this 
inquiry that we overshot that intention, and we now intend to report on 24 November. That is just by way of 
information. We will be amending our terms of reference to reflect that. 

The other thing I wanted to talk about was a heritage building that I have taken a keen interest in, and I know it 
has been subject to debate in this place—namely, The Cliffe in Peppermint Grove. Members may have seen in 
the media that the house is now up for sale, and there was a home open last Sunday. I took the opportunity to 
actually go inside the building, and it was the first time that I actually had been able to go inside the building. 
Again, members might recall the debate we had in this place on the delisting of that property from the list of 
heritage properties in WA. That was a delisting that the Greens (WA) vigorously opposed, but it went through 
both houses of Parliament.  

Members will probably remember that one of the key arguments in that debate was the state of the building. I 
understood, from what was said in the debate and on the public record, that certainly the now Premier, the then 
member for Cottesloe, Colin Barnett, and, I think, Michelle Roberts, had been through the property with the 
owner to see what state it was in, and partly on that basis they made the decision that they thought that the 
heritage values of the building had deteriorated and it was beyond repair.  

Hon Alison Xamon: Hardly experts! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes, I made the point during that or a subsequent debate that I could not understand how 
the opinion of two non-experts—not even carpenters or builders—could be considered to carry more weight than 
that of the Heritage Council’s own advisers.  

I took it upon myself, because I was interested—it is a unique building in Western Australia; built in about 1895, 
and all-timber construction—to have a look at it, particularly to assess its state of repair or disrepair. I was quite 
pleasantly surprised at the state of the building. It goes without saying that there has been some deterioration. 
Certainly, the verandah is in need of quite a lot of work, which is often the case in a building of that age. There 
had been some subsidence of some of the stumps, which had obviously settled, therefore there was some slope 
on some of the floors. There was a small amount of damage to a couple of walls and in a couple of places the 
ceiling had obviously had damp and had collapsed. But, the substantial area that was in disrepair was the 1950s 
addition on the end of the building. In fact, it was interesting to see in the presentation from the real estate agent 
that it was recommended that that part be demolished because it would actually detract from the value of the 
property. If that area was part of the appraisal of the property at the time, it really was not anything to do with the 
heritage value of the original 1895 building, which would really have a better value renovated without that bit on 
it. It is a very large building anyway, with a substantial number of bedrooms, three bathrooms, a huge kitchen 
and a scullery; it is quite an extraordinary building. There is an amazing sense of being transported back into 
another period in the history of WA.  

I went to the building—I did not actually take my tape measure!—with a view to considering the feasibility of 
renovating a building like that; and I have renovated buildings of a similar age in the United Kingdom. 

Hon Alison Xamon: And of course, you are a registered builder with some expertise! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes, thank you for the interjection!  

Hon Simon O’Brien: There is new legislation pertaining to that coming in! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I suggest that the building would be very eligible for renovations. I do not suggest that it 
would be cheap, but it is certainly not a building that is on the verge of collapse, as was suggested during that 
debate. I joked to my partner that if I was not in Parliament, I might even have put in a bid and could really enjoy 
renovating a building like that, because it was so well built in the first place; I could tell from the quality of the 
building and the detail that has gone into it.  

I wanted to put on the record, now having actually had the chance to go in there and have a look, that I was 
pleasantly surprised at its state of repair. Indeed, the roof looks totally sound and relatively recent, and that is the 
critical factor. If the roof can be maintained on a timber structure, unless there are some serious problems 
underneath the building, or termites, the chance of renovating it is very good. I really hope that someone puts in 
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an offer and buys the property. I understand that if there is a buyer, the current demolition licence attached to 
that building does not go to the new owner; it attaches to the current owner and it is one of the conditions of the 
sale that if a buyer wanted to demolish the building, they would have to apply for a new demolition licence. It is 
very clear in all of the material that has been put out that a buyer is being sought to renovate. The only downside, 
which I thought was rather interesting, is that there is a lot in the real estate agent’s material about the 
magnificent river views, and if anything detracts from the building, it is the fact that the neighbours in front have 
practically built out all the river views. It is a magnificent building, but perhaps with river glimpses rather than 
river views! That is not to suggest that real estate agents ever exaggerate certain attributes! Interestingly enough, 
in the brochure that the agents provided, a nice big glossy brochure with photographs, the detail of the 
photograph that showed the site plan, which was taken from an aeroplane, shows the building in the front under 
construction. I think the photo that they included of the river view was taken before that neighbouring building 
was constructed. Now there are just glimpses of the river over the top of its roof. Again, I think it would be 
fantastic if there was a buyer for the property who would invest the money to renovate it. The estimated cost of 
renovating this property, again based on the material and what was said at the home open, is somewhere between 
$800 000 and $3 million depending on how well someone wants to renovate the property. If $800 000 was spent, 
the buyer would have an extraordinary property that would stand as a tribute to those who constructed it just 
before the turn of the twentieth century. I really enjoyed having the opportunity to look around it. I can 
understand now why people in the community have fought long and hard to maintain it as a heritage building. I 
hope it will now be maintained.  

I should acknowledge that the owner has put the property on the market. He has not enacted the demolition order 
that he has. That is to his credit and also to the credit of the Shire of Peppermint Grove, which has worked hard 
to look for alternatives so that the building can be restored and kept for posterity for all Western Australians.  
 


