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Division 41: National Trust of Australia (WA), $2 775 000 — 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts, Minister for Heritage.  

Mr T.E. Perrigo, Chief Executive Officer. 

Mr P. Cirillo, Manager, Finance and Audit.   

The CHAIRMAN: I call the member for South Perth. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: This is a general question, so I will refer to the delivery of services on page 667. What is 
the situation with the Old Mill in my electorate? I have been told that it is registered with the National Trust but 
that it was ceded to the City of South Perth to maintain. I note that the federal government has just provided a 
grant of $70 000 or $80 000 to fix the windmill, which is badly in need of repair. The people of South Perth are 
quite happy to maintain the Old Mill as well as they can, but given that it is an icon of our state and city, who 
does the minister think should be responsible for its future maintenance? Should the Old Mill go back on the 
Western Australian heritage list or should the National Trust be doing more for it?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I confirm that the Old Mill in South Perth is on the state Register of Heritage Places. It 
is also on the register of the National Trust of Australia. It is currently vested in the City of South Perth. I am 
aware that Mr Perrigo has some further information, so I will ask him to address the question.  

Mr T.E. Perrigo: The National Trust took control of the Old Mill in 1992, at the same time as it took control of 
East Perth Cemeteries. Prior to that, the land was vested in the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management. Around 1994-95, the City of South Perth requested a transfer of the vesting of the Old Mill from 
the National Trust. At the time, the chief executive officer in particular felt that the Old Mill should be the 
responsibility of the City of South Perth, so we gladly transferred that vesting to the City of South Perth upon its 
request. Unfortunately, with that transfer went responsibility for ongoing maintenance costs. We have a heritage 
agreement with the City of South Perth. We obviously support that when we can and assist the city in getting 
grants, particularly Lotterywest and other grants. However, the City of South Perth has primary responsibility for 
the Old Mill, upon its request.  

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Is the minister aware that visitation numbers to the Old Mill have dropped off 
substantially? It used to be a place to which Perth schoolkids would be taken to learn some of the history of our 
early colony. Is the minister aware there is some concern about the future of the Old Mill? It is a building that 
has to be maintained, and that costs money. I personally think it should be like Captain Cook’s cottage in 
Melbourne, to which both tourists and locals go. Does the minister have a view on that? Can she make any 
suggestions about how to take this matter forward? Should an approach be made to the state government, 
through the Minister for Heritage, to look at upgrading the Old Mill site? Perhaps a museum could be developed 
there for the region. The Indigenous history of the area could be highlighted at such a museum, as Aboriginal 
people used to fish and hunt around the Old Mill. It is part of the early history of white settlement. Has anyone 
thought about the future of the Old Mill? This great icon once stood out but now, because of freeway traffic and 
the railway line, it is no longer the stand-out beacon that one used to see many years ago when Perth was not as 
developed as it is now.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: As Mr Perrigo has already suggested, the initiative probably needs to be taken by the 
City of South Perth. The city took the initiative some time ago to take possession and charge of the Old Mill. If 
the City of South Perth wants to initiate discussions with appropriate government agencies, that is really up to it. 
Obviously, some of the things the member suggested would potentially involve the arts and tourism portfolios. 
Museums and related activities fall within the arts portfolio. The Old Mill is, without question, a significant 
building and site for Western Australia. It is of interest to people outside the City of South Perth. That is why it 
is on the state register and the register of the National Trust. At this stage, the City of South Perth would have to 
either relinquish its custody of the Old Mill or come to an arrangement with another government agency.  
Mr G. WOODHAMS: Can the minister describe the relationship her department has with the City of Geraldton-
Greenough, particularly with the rebuilding of Maley’s Bridge, otherwise known as the Convict Bridge?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That question does not pertain to the division on the National Trust. Money was 
allocated for Maley’s Bridge under the heritage portfolio.  
Just going back to the question asked by the member for South Perth, the heritage minister and the Heritage 
Council do not actually run buildings or sites as museums or tourist ventures. That is not part of the brief of the 
Heritage Council or the heritage minister. The National Trust, on the other hand, is involved in such things and 
previously had responsibility for the Old Mill at South Perth. I thought I should clarify that.  
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In terms of Maley’s Bridge, the government determined to provide a grant. That was done through the Heritage 
Council and not the National Trust.  
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I refer to the house in Jarrad Street, Cottesloe, that was the home of former Prime Minister 
John Curtin. I had a little to do with the decision in the early 1990s to purchase that house. At the time it was my 
view, perhaps as someone who was ignorant of heritage issues, that it would be good to relocate the house to 
Curtin University of Technology, given that the university held the furniture, memoirs and all the other bits and 
pieces from John Curtin’s life. However, I was convinced along with others that it should remain in situ. 
Although the house is intact, it looks out of place. People do not visit it or use it to record John Curtin’s life. 
Where do we draw the line between the high principles of heritage and using that house as an active museum 
that can celebrate the life of John Curtin? What is the minister’s view? Is that house best left where it is or 
should it be moved to Curtin University of Technology so that we can make something of it?  
[4.40 pm] 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I share the member’s concerns. For something to be of value it has to accessible to and 
utilised by the community. Given its current location and the way it is managed, the house is not attracting 
people and it is not a fitting tribute to the former Prime Minister. There is greater prospect of it becoming a more 
fitting tribute at Curtin University. The National Trust of Australia has been involved in this issue.  
Mr T.E. Perrigo: We share the view that it should remain where it is because of its social significance to not 
only John Curtin, but also his wife, who was instrumental in the Labor movement. However, having said that, I 
share the member’s view that it is currently not being utilised in the best way possible. The house is jointly 
vested in Curtin University and the National Trust. We have taken the lead in that and hold it in a holding 
pattern. We are in negotiations with Curtin University to determine how to best utilise the house. A number of 
options are being considered. One option, which involves a significant amount of investment by Curtin 
University, is to turn the house into a place at which visiting scholars can stay. When it is not being occupied, the 
house could be opened to the public three, four or five times a year. It is only in a holding pattern. It will never 
be a highly visited tourist attraction because it is in a residential neighbourhood, and visitation by a large number 
of tourists would have an adverse effect on the amenity of the neighbourhood. In its current location it is a 
special place. It remains to be seen how our negotiations with Curtin University will unfold.  

The appropriation was recommended.  
 


