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THE CLIFFE — REMOVAL FROM REGISTER OF HERITAGE PLACES 
Motion 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [4.04 pm]: I move — 

That this house resolves, pursuant to section 54(7) of the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990, that 
the property known as The Cliffe, which was permanently entered into the Register of Heritage Places 
on 19 July 2005, notice of which appears in the Government Gazette of 29 July 2005 at page 3365, 
should be removed from the Register of Heritage Places. 

I spoke some time ago through a grievance debate on the issue of The Cliffe and I do not propose to waste the 
time of the house by going through that again, although I will take two or three minutes to remind members of 
the circumstances.  

The Cliffe is a rambling timber home that was built in two stages between 1894 and 1898 by an engineer, Neil 
McNeil. It was built as a display home to demonstrate that timber houses could be built in Peppermint Grove. At 
the time Peppermint Grove had placed a ban on building with timber. McNeil was a timber merchant and 
obviously had an interest in displaying the merits of timber housing. The house has a long history. Part of the 
property was subdivided in 1915 to create 20 lots, which were sold. The property was subsequently sold by Neil 
McNeil’s wife following his death. It was then owned by an industrialist, Sir Lance Brisbane. In 1962 the 
property was further subdivided into six lots by a group called Cotswold Investments. A Dr Harold McComb 
then owned the house. Sharon and Mark Creasy purchased the house for $2.7 million in 1995 and they are the 
current owners of the house; I think the house is in the name of Sharon Creasy. At the time the Creasys 
purchased the house there was no mention of any municipal or state heritage listing of the property. They bought 
the house believing there was no heritage issue, with the intention of demolishing the house and developing their 
home on that site. It has had a long history, covering successive governments and ministers, and I think it is a 
history that now needs to be brought to a conclusion. Without going through this again, it was the Creasys’ 
intention to develop the property, and they would still like to do that. That would require the demolition of the 
existing timber structure.  

Shortly after the Creasys purchased the house, the Heritage Council took an interest in the property, and it was 
placed on the heritage list on an interim basis. That situation has continued for quite some time. In 2004, after 
many disputes and some nine years after the Creasys purchased the site, the Heritage Council placed the house 
on permanent heritage registration. There have been legal disputes and actions through the Supreme Court, and 
the Creasys estimate that they have spent something like $225 000 in legal costs on this property. In fairness to 
the government and to the Creasys, every effort has been made to find a perfect solution, if one could be found. 
Investigations were made into whether the house could be relocated. That is effectively impractical, and the 
bottom line is that no-one particularly wants it; certainly not the local governments of the area. The cost of 
restoring the property has been estimated at $2.8 million. People might say that the state could purchase the 
property. Again, that has been looked at over the years, but I do not think anyone could justify the expense of 
restoration or purchase. There are many far more deserving and important heritage issues in Western Australia, 
bearing in mind that this is a private property and a privately owned house. The Minister for Housing and Works 
has visited the house on two occasions and she might agree with me that it is basically uninhabitable at the 
moment. The house was no doubt attractive in its former glory days. From a distance it can certainly look 
attractive, but if one walks through it today, it is clearly dilapidated; ceilings have fallen down and the floors are 
hopelessly uneven. Interestingly, it was built as a display home. The first time I walked inside the house I 
expected it to be full of magnificent ornate fireplaces and wooden panels. It is not. It is basically bare and always 
has been.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: Roughly what area of land is involved?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I think there are several titles on the property. There is an extended area of land. It is a 
valuable piece of real estate. I could not guess at the full market value of the site. If it were unencumbered, it 
would be worth many millions of dollars.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It was subdivided down to about a twentieth of the original size.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There are still parts of the old stable network. I would describe it as an interesting old 
property. I do not, as a layperson, consider it to have great heritage value. It is a private property and it is never 
going to be available to the public. The Creasys are not interested in trying to restore it as it is not practical or 
worth it to do so. 

In summary, the house was placed on the heritage list after it was purchased by the current owners. It is an 
interesting, but not exceptional, property. It is a private house. It is in extremely poor condition, requiring at least 
$2.8 million to make it safe, let alone habitable. The state quite correctly is not interested in purchasing the 
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property—I do not think anyone could justify that—nor is the state able to relocate the house. Indeed, there have 
been private attempts to see whether that is viable and, despite good intentions, it has come to nothing. It is not a 
home that is open to the public, it is not visible from the street, and it is very hard to find a public benefit or use 
for this building. It is certainly not worth the millions of dollars that would be involved in any attempt to relocate 
or restore it. Members will agree that there are far more significant and worthy heritage causes in Western 
Australia than this house. The owners have no intention of restoring the building in any way.  

I thank the Minister for Housing and Works for visiting the site. I know it would be a precedent to have a site 
removed from the heritage list and would require a resolution of both houses of Parliament before that could 
happen. I commend the minister and others who have looked at it. If the house is struck from the heritage list, 
there will be some anguish amongst proponents and supporters of heritage properties, but we have to be sensible 
about these issues. Although I have supported other heritage projects in my electorate and continue to do so, in 
good conscience I do not think this is worthy of support. I think the cost is way beyond the merit or value of 
what is now a dilapidated and essentially broken down, old wooden house in Peppermint Grove.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland — Minister for Housing and Works) [4.12 pm]: I thank the member for 
Cottesloe for moving this motion. The member first raised this issue with me about a year ago. I too, like him, 
had an impression prior to looking through this house that I was really going to see something spectacular and 
something that I hoped would be in better condition. I did hope, when I first looked at this issue, that we could 
find a solution. People have been trying to find a solution to this situation for some 12 years now. It has gone on 
for a very long time.  

Without doubt, the owners of this property are people of means. Advice from lawyers so far has cost the owners 
more than $200 000 to look at how they can deal with the heritage issues. I understand they have also been quite 
amenable to assisting financially with the relocation of the house to other sites, preferably within the local shire 
or to a neighbouring shire, or indeed anywhere. I know through the member for Cottesloe that the owners have 
indicated a preparedness to pay a considerable amount of money to have the house relocated and restored at 
another site. The restoration cost, mind you, at its existing site has been costed at $2.8 million; a considerable 
amount of money. The owners too, in order to get out of this protracted issue, offered to sell the property to the 
state. It is not something that I could justify spending money on as Minister for Heritage. As the Member for 
Cottesloe has suggested, there are much more significant priorities.  

If I can just put matters in context, each year as Minister for Heritage I administer a fund of some $1 million for 
heritage grants. Those grants are shared between local government authorities and individuals right throughout 
the state of Western Australia. The expenditure of a lot of money on one individual property very rarely happens. 
On occasions, our government, and no doubt previous governments, has singled out some particularly significant 
buildings and made grants outside that million-dollar grant program. I cite by way of example the grants that 
were given for work on St George’s Cathedral, St Mary’s Cathedral and I think also St Patrick’s. Maley’s Bridge 
in Geraldton was another project that received a one-off grant. From time to time government does consider the 
particularly worthwhile purposes of such grants. That is usually where there is some contribution by local 
government, federal government and sometimes a fundraising appeal as well. The house in question is not one of 
the iconic heritage buildings in Western Australia and I do not think that we could justify spending public money 
to assist in the relocation of this house.  

The owners have made it quite clear that they do not intend to restore it, and indeed that was not the reason they 
bought the building. Looking through the history of the house, one sees that a number of things have occurred. I 
can see why the Creasys are aggrieved at the position they have found themselves in. As the member for 
Cottesloe pointed out, this property was not heritage listed when they purchased it. I understand that when they 
purchased the property, it was not even on the municipal inventory, so they bought it for the purpose of 
redeveloping the site to a family home. I think Mr Creasy’s mother may have an adjoining property or a property 
in the immediate vicinity. They have opposed the heritage listing of The Cliffe but the matter has gone on for a 
number of years. They have been involved in litigation with the state. There has been a lot of advice from state 
solicitors to government over the years about this. Indeed, I think prior to my suggesting that I would be 
amenable to considering removing The Cliffe from the Register of Heritage Places, the Creasys had a court 
action listed in the Supreme Court that they were intending to proceed with. What the result of that litigation 
might be, I am not sure, but legal advice can be obtained both ways. It is not really my intention to get into that.  

As the member for Cottesloe suggested, this issue might be a precedent. It is not every day that places are 
removed from the heritage register. I think I have probably added a couple of hundred places to the register in 
the year or so that I have been Minister for Heritage. This will be the first occasion on which we have moved to 
take something off the register. It is not a step that I have taken lightly. I did look through the house in some 
detail. I was expecting to form a contrary view—that this was a place that should be conserved or that we should 
make other arrangements for. I have now satisfied myself that that is not practical in the circumstances and that, 
on balance, this is a place that should be removed from the heritage register.  
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As a result of forming that view, last year I caused a notice to be placed in the Government Gazette, which I 
know the member for Cottesloe is aware of. It was published in the Government Gazette of Friday, 7 September 
2007 as follows — 

The reason that the Minister for Heritage has proposed the removal is as follows— 

“Given: that the Hon. Member for Cottesloe, the Hon. Colin Barnett has raised with me in the 
Legislative Assembly the protracted dispute with respect to this property;  

that this property is dilapidated beyond reasonable repair, compromising its heritage value; and 

that there is no perceived public utility in maintaining the heritage listing; 

I propose to remove this property from the State Register of Heritage Places.”   

The heritage act requires that a motion be passed in both houses of Parliament. That is why the member for 
Cottesloe has moved the motion in this house today and why a motion will also be required in the other house.  

I indicate my support for the member for Cottesloe’s sensible motion. I know that people who are proud 
supporters of heritage in our state will be disappointed to see this heritage listing removed. I know many of those 
people have not had the opportunity to inspect the property, which is not highly visible from the street. The 
Cliffe is a private property that most people have not had the opportunity to see. However, many people will see 
this as a sensible and practical heritage decision. We must determine our priorities on heritage matters in order to 
protect and preserve priority buildings, not all of which will necessarily be grand buildings. Some of the 
buildings that need protection will be of value for an assortment of reasons and some, no doubt, will be quite 
humble buildings or places. 

This decision has been made after much consideration has been given to a whole range of issues. If it were 
practical to do so, I would have liked to find another location to transport and relocate The Cliffe and re-establish 
it to its former glory. That would have been good to do, but it is neither practical to do nor would it be a cost-
effective use of heritage dollars. If we were to have significant amounts of money to spend on heritage issues it 
might be different, but my view is that there are much higher priorities. 

Question put and passed. 

Request for Council’s Concurrence 
On motion by Mr C.J. Barnett, resolved — 

That the Legislative Council be acquainted with the resolution and be invited to pass a similar 
resolution. 

 


