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Division 40: Heritage Council of Western Australia, $6 287 000 — 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts, Minister for Heritage. 

Mr I. Baxter, Director. 

Mr P.A. Panizza, Acting Corporate Services Manager. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call the member for South Perth.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I refer to “Significant Issues and Trends” on page 658 of the Budget Statements. This is a 
general issue that applies to my electorate of South Perth, but I have also noticed that it is a problem in other 
electorates. The issue was recently raised in Shenton Park. With the current high cost of housing in Western 
Australia, people have been required to invest heavily in their homes over other kinds of investment. When a 
property is heritage listed, sometimes that places hardship on the family. Later on in life, when the owner wishes 
to sell the home, he or she may have no savings, but be sitting on a property that is worth a lot of money but for 
the fact that it has heritage listing. What is the minister’s personal view of the situation, given that she has had 
quite a bit of experience with some of these problems? One such problem was raised recently by the member for 
Cottesloe involving a property that had been heritage listed. The minister made a decision that that listing could 
be overruled for various reasons. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will preface my remarks by providing some more information on a couple of earlier 
items. The cable station that the member for Cottesloe referred to is actually owned by the Department for 
Communities. The windmill in South Perth is vested in the City of South Perth, not the National Trust. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There is merit in a building such as that at cable station being controlled by the 
Department of Housing and Works or vested in the National Trust. Some properties such as that are being used, 
rather than appreciated and valued properly. The minister should pull the building into her agency. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I take the member’s point; it is heritage listed. In answer to the more general question 
posed by the member for South Perth, there is a bit of an attitude in Western Australia that heritage listing 
devalues property, but many studies have demonstrated the contrary. Where places are heritage listed, that more 
often than not enhances the value of the property rather than detracting from it. In fact, some studies that I have 
read demonstrate that in communities where a lot of properties are heritage listed—in a heritage township or the 
like—the value of all properties is significantly increased. We need to be innovative and practical in our attitude 
to heritage-listed places. I would like to change the attitude of Western Australians so that they welcome heritage 
listing and recognise that it enhances the value of their properties. I do not think that the heritage listing of a 
building should stifle all development opportunities. We have to aim for a healthy mix. People’s perceptions are 
coloured by some negative examples, in which people can demonstrate that they have been detrimentally 
affected, but there are many good stories of places that have been heritage listed and the owners are very happy 
about it because the value of the property has been enhanced by the listing. They may even have been able to 
qualify for grants and support because of the heritage listing, and in some circumstances they have experienced 
increased development potential for their properties and been given concessions in planning and building 
permissions because of the heritage listing. However, we have a lot of work to do to demonstrate that positive 
attitude towards heritage listing and encourage people to see it positively, working together with owners of 
heritage-listed properties. In the couple of years in which I have been the Minister for Heritage I have listed a lot 
of properties. The vast majority of them, by a long way—well over 90 per cent I suspect—are with the consent 
and support of the owner. I have also worked on a number of occasions with owners when they have not been 
happy with the curtilage within the property that has been heritage listed, and we have made concessions in that 
regard. I appreciate the member’s concerns, but I think there is another message to be told and sold as well; that 
is, many studies within Australia and elsewhere demonstrate that heritage listing can enhance the value of a 
property.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I totally support heritage listing. I think that we in Western Australia have had a knock it 
down mentality for some years. I have seen Adelaide and other cities where that has not been done. I think we 
are much the poorer for it. For my own clarification, when a property is heritage listed, does the listing also 
apply to the surrounds of the property and the lot the property is on; in other words, if somebody had a heritage 
home, could another building be built at the back of it by subdividing the block? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That is quite a detailed question. I am happy to get the member a briefing on the listings. 
Essentially, people can list just the building, they can list a small curtilage around the building or they can list the 
whole lot; so what is listed varies. For example, if a property has vacant land at the back of it and if the land is 
not part of the heritage listing, people can build another dwelling provided it fits within the zoning, R-codes and 
whatever. Even if the whole lot is heritage listed, it is still possible, with approval from the Heritage Council, to 
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build in the backyard or even potentially build an extension to the existing place. In fact, it is possible for a 
heritage place to be all but demolished. It is rare, but the Heritage Council could approve that by the taking of 
photographic and other records, for example. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In relation to service 1 on heritage and the conservation side, could the minister give an 
update on how many properties are currently on the state heritage list? The purpose of my question is that the 
law has been in place for about 15 years. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Since 1991. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Given the relatively small budget of this agency, are we catching up? If the criteria stayed 
roughly constant, one would expect that eventually properties deserving heritage listing would be listed. Are we 
getting to the end of the listing or is there a long way to go? Is there a sense of how many properties we have 
listed, how far through the listings we are and how near we are to ultimately listing those properties that are 
deserving of listing? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I might preface my remarks by saying that there a number of different lists. For 
example, the National Trust has its own list, every council has its own heritage list with its municipal inventory 
and then there is the state register. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am talking about the state register. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: In the first instance, we put places on the interim register and then, after a year, a 
decision is made on whether to put them on the permanent register. I think in those initial years a lot of 
cognisance was taken of those properties that various municipalities identified as being of really high 
significance when they nominated those properties for the register. As for the total number and some of the other 
detail, I will ask Mr Baxter to comment.  

Mr I. Baxter: There are 1 257 places on the State Register of Heritage Places at this time. That includes 
36 heritage precincts as well. In terms of the backlog, we still have something like 540 places that have been 
deemed worthy of further assessment by the Heritage Council. That also includes some 50 precincts. There is 
still a fair amount of work to be done. I might just elaborate. To get to that figure, as the minister said, it 
involved taking priority places from the municipal inventory process. We have been through those thoroughly 
over a three-year period to cull a lot of places that we did not think matched the criteria of the act. 

[4.30 pm] 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO: Mr Baxter referred to there being 36 precincts. Where are those precincts? What sorts of 
areas are we talking about? 

Mr I. Baxter: There are a range of different precincts. We are talking about precincts such as the Murray Street 
area — 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO: Is that all of Murray Street? 

Mr I. Baxter: No.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I will give one example. I recently listed York Street in Albany as a precinct.  

Mr I. Baxter: Stirling Terrace in Albany.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Stirling Terrace, sorry. 

Mr I. Baxter: There are a number of those sorts of precincts. There are also a number of small, local area 
precincts of just a few houses. They are still called precincts.  

The appropriation was recommended.   
 


