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Division 40:  Heritage Council of Western Australia, $4 936 000 - 
Dr S.C. Thomas, Chairman. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts, Minister for Heritage. 

Mr I. Baxter, Director. 

Mr E. Munro, Manager Corporate Services. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I draw the minister’s attention to the third dot point on page 715, which says -  

The Heritage Grants Program continues to be oversubscribed with a 5:1 ratio of funding requested, and 
demand for grant assistance as an effective conservation incentive for significant places will continue to 
grow, and demand will increase in tandem with an increase in registered places. 

If the heritage grant program is oversubscribed by a ratio of 5:1, why has the government slashed the grant 
allocation in the 2007-08 budget by two-thirds, or over $2 million, on last year’s expected actual figure? 

[7.40 pm] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will make it clear that the current heritage grants program is a $1 million program.  
That is the fund that is referred to there.  The member talked about a slash in grants, but that is not the case.  
Some one-off grants have been made separately, including the grant for St Mary’s Cathedral.  Cabinet decided to 
give funds to the St Mary’s project, and that fund comes through the Heritage Council.  It was a one-off grant for 
that year.  A one-off grant was also made the previous year for St George’s Cathedral.  

Mr G. SNOOK:  The minister is not prepared to exclude that from the overall grand total, but she is prepared to 
exclude it by example as a one-off funding.  Is that what she is saying?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  These matters of exclusion or inclusion are not a matter of my choice.  We have a 
defined budget and the defined amount for heritage grants is $1 million.  If a very worthy project comes along, 
as cabinet deemed the restoration of St Mary’s Cathedral to be, and I do not have the amount of funds within the 
heritage budget to provide a suitable grant, I must take a separate minute to cabinet to secure additional funding 
from the budget.  It is then belatedly included in my budget.  I cannot ask Treasury to keep it in its budget so that 
it does not look like a decrease the following year.  This is apparently the open and accountable way that 
Treasury determines money should be placed in budgets.  I understand it is a technicality; once cabinet agreed to 
that $2 million for St Mary’s Cathedral, the money went to the Heritage Council and from the Heritage Council 
to the restoration of St Mary’s Cathedral fund.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  Would the minister not agree that by her comments she recognises the need and that the 
demand is oversubscribed by five to one, yet she tells me that she is unable to recognise and meet that need by 
applying for additional funding?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  People apply for grants one year, and then apply for them the next year.  There are 
probably many examples of how, two or three years ago, people may have been unsuccessful in their grant 
applications, yet in a subsequent year they manage to be successful.  In an ideal world it would be great to have 
lots more money to give out in heritage grants.  However, the government must make decisions about its 
priorities.  There is the Homeswest waiting list, the hospital waiting list, road safety priorities and the need for 
more police and nurses.  They are all priorities for government.  In the overall scheme of things, the government 
has decided to maintain the heritage grants at $1 million.  However, when we have the financial ability to do so 
and there is a major and significant project to fund, I have applied to cabinet for one-off funding for the major 
and significant project.  Most of the actual grants under the $1 million heritage grants program are quite small-
order grants.  Lots of people have yet to avail themselves of the opportunity of the grant.  

Mr S.R. HILL:  I refer to the fourth dot point on page 718, which refers to an issue close to my heart; namely, 
$105 000 has been allocated to the Shire of Greenough for the conservation of Maley’s Bridge.  When will that 
work be undertaken?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I think the member probably knows the answer to this question.  Has he noticed 
whether work has commenced yet?   
Mr S.R. HILL:  It had not commenced as of last Sunday.  
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I have some good news for the member for Geraldton.  The plans were received by the 
Heritage Council only within the past fortnight.  Today the Heritage Council approved the plans so, hopefully, 
work should start on Maley’s Bridge very soon. 
Mr S.R. HILL:  That is very good.  
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Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  I refer to the final dot point under “Significant Issues and Trends” on page 715, which is 
about the growth in heritage tourism.  Over the page is the budget for cultural heritage conservation services.  
Given the minister realises it is a big growth area, why the 27 per cent decrease in budget from the 2006-07 
estimated actual to the 2007-08 budget estimate, and nothing in the forward estimates, although it is a growth 
area?  That seems like double-dutch to me.  
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will explain again.  On page 716, members can see what appears to be about a 
$2 million shortfall in the budget.  Exactly $2 million was given to St Mary’s Cathedral for its restoration fund.  
This does not indicate a reduction in the heritage tourism strategy.  I draw members’ attention to page 716, 
which contains the 2006-07 budget of $4.911 million, and the estimated actual way up at $7.036 million.  The 
difference represents the $2 million for St Mary’s Cathedral.  The budget of $5.120 million is, if anything, a 
marginal increase on the $4.911 million.  
Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  That does not explain the fact that there is nothing in the forward estimates.  
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It does actually.  The total cost of services on page 716 indicates that all the forward 
estimates are amounts of more than $5 million; whereas, in the 2006-07 budget it was less than $5 million.  
Again, there is always the potential in those future years for special or additional funding to be provided for 
heritage projects, such as St Mary’s Cathedral.  In the past, money has been given to St George’s Cathedral and 
St Patrick’s Cathedral in Fremantle.  
Mr G. SNOOK:  Why indicate at the fifth dot point on page 715 recognition of the need for heritage tourism, 
that it is a growing area and that it has potential for additional income for the state, while not recognising it with 
an allocation of funds?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Members may or may not be aware that in August last year I launched a heritage 
tourism strategy with the Minister for Tourism, Hon Sheila McHale.  We believe that this is an important area.  
We can promote our built heritage and our natural heritage.  We have established an innovative heritage tourism 
grant worth $100 000, which, granted, is not a lot of money but it is a start.  We believe this will provide some 
seed funding for people in the heritage tourism sector to further promote their quite unique products.  The 
Heritage Council has also recently appointed a tourism coordinator, who has a substantial background in tourism 
development.  Relationships are being set up with a range of industry and public sector partners, and quite a 
number of projects are being pursued.  Not all heritage is about handing out more money for people to promote 
their projects.  A lot of it is about building relationships and partnerships with people and providing advice so 
that people can better promote some of our assets. 

Some of the projects that will be delivered in this financial year include an assessment of the economic value of 
heritage tourism to Perth, as well as the sponsorship of a “look up Perth” campaign, which will encourage people 
to look up at buildings in Perth.  Members may have heard about that campaign already.  Basically, it will 
encourage people to look up and acknowledge some of the great buildings in our city.  There will also be a 
contribution to the employment of a project officer to deliver the Monsignor Hawes heritage project in the mid-
west region.  In addition, a website promoting the state’s heritage tourism experiences is being developed in 
conjunction with Tourism Western Australia.  That website will feature many regional areas and will encourage 
visitors to stop and take their time when they explore our vast state.  A new image bank showcasing Western 
Australia’s heritage tourism assets is also to be created.  We believe heritage to be an important drawcard for 
both interstate and overseas visitors.  We believe that we are working pretty hard to assist in the development of 
the heritage tourism industry here.  I am delighted to be able to do that with the full support of the Minister for 
Tourism and the Tourism Council Western Australia.   

[7.50 pm] 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  With particular reference to my electorate, in what ways is the Carpenter government 
conserving and protecting Western Australia’s heritage places for the future?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I thank the member for Perth.  It is rather unusual for him to be promoting his own area 
so strongly!   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  What line item is the member referring to?   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  More than 700 assessments are done under the statutory requirements.  Five of those are listed 
under the sixth dot point on page 718 of the Budget Statements.  I am sure that not all those 700 would have been 
in the member for Geraldton’s electorate.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is probably fair to say that the member for Perth has more than the lion’s share in his 
electorate. As the member has correctly identified, the principal way for the government to protect heritage 
places is through the state heritage register.  In the first instance, sites go onto an interim register and then, prior 
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to the end of the year in which they are placed on that list, a decision is made about whether to place something 
on the permanent Register of Heritage Places.  That register is maintained by the Heritage Council.  In the past 
year, I directed the Heritage Council to enter some 60 new places onto the heritage register, which takes the total 
number of registered places to 1 200.  They include buildings, archaeological sites, landscapes, jetties, structures, 
monuments, gardens and cemeteries.  It is important to note that a nomination for heritage listing does not 
necessarily result in a heritage listing.  The process for assessment is very rigorous.  Every care is taken to ensure 
that places on the register are genuinely of state significance.  We also attempt to work with the owners of 
places, but some people have fears about heritage listing.  We try to convey to people that heritage listing is not 
necessarily a barrier to future development, but does provide a sensible context for development.  The member 
will be aware that quite a number of the 60 new places on the register are probably in his electorate.  We would 
be more than happy to provide the member with a full list of what is on the heritage register.  I expect that the 
member would find that a significant percentage of buildings on the register are in Perth, which, with Albany, 
Bunbury, Midland and Guildford, was among the first places to be settled in this state.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I am aware that one of the excellent roles that the Heritage Council undertakes is to give 
specific heritage advice about places that are listed on the state register.  One of the tenets of that is the context 
of a heritage building.  For instance, if somebody were planning to build a skyscraper behind the old Treasury 
building, the Heritage Council would always have a view about that.  I noticed a story on the Channel Seven 
news tonight.  As I predicted, the only way that a football stadium would fit in East Perth would be if the old 
power station were in the forward pocket.  Some of the visuals I saw on Channel Seven were of an ugly stadium 
with no grandstand in a little bit of the right forward pocket, so that people in the old East Perth power station 
site who were not already in the forward pocket and resting would be able to watch the rest of the game.  Firstly, 
would advice be sought from the Heritage Council on any proposal for a building within the building envelope 
of the listed East Perth power station site?  Secondly, what sort of advice would come from the Heritage Council 
on that sort of intrusion into the heritage space?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I think the member for Perth has led me into this question since I have spoken about the 
context of heritage listing.  I can confirm to the member for Perth that which he already knows; that is, that the 
old East Perth power station is certainly on the Register of Heritage Places.  The Heritage Council has been 
intensely involved in works that have already occurred on the general site, and I would expect the Heritage 
Council to be consulted on any development that might in any way impact upon that heritage-registered place.  
As to what its conclusions would be, it would be pre-emptive of me to guess at that.  I would certainly expect 
that any proposal would need to be referred to the Heritage Council and that it would certainly have a view on 
such a proposal.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  My question follows on from the member for Perth’s observation about the old Treasury 
building, as noted in the sixth dot point on page 718.  The member for Perth mentioned the old Treasury building 
in his overview, when he started playing football in the forward pocket or was left right out - I am not sure which 
it was.   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  He was a star; I can attest to that.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  Yes, but has he ever been reported?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I hear that all the best players have been.   
The CHAIRMAN:  Members, we are digressing from the point a bit.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  Sorry, Mr Chair.  I refer to the comments the minister made about looking up and enjoying 
Perth, in terms of its cultural tourism amenity and the benefits that would bring.  Is the minister confident that 
the development of the old Treasury building, the plans for which were published, will fit the dimensions of the 
minister’s cultural tourism “look up and enjoy” statement?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Is the member referring to the crystalline-style, modern-looking building that was 
projected to go into the old Treasury building?   
Mr G. SNOOK:  Was that the latest one?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is no latest one.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  Has it been scrapped?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  What do we have now?  What design will be used, minister?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Members asked me about the old Treasury building during last year’s estimates 
hearings, when I had newly become the Minister for Housing and Works.  The building that was on the books at 
that time was the rather modern-looking one with a crystalline entrance.  It was proposed that the Department of 
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Treasury and Finance and the Department of the Premier and Cabinet would have office accommodation within 
the building.  It is fair to say that there were a number of very vocal opponents to that proposal, including the 
Lord Mayor of Perth, Dr Peter Nattrass, and others.  Although that design received the approval of the Western 
Australian Planning Commission, there was a lot of consultation about and many opportunities for people to look 
at the plan.  Ultimately, it was my view that the proposal did not have widespread community support.  I had 
some concerns about it.  I then discussed those concerns with some of my cabinet colleagues.  As a result, I took 
an item to cabinet and asked cabinet to not continue with that proposal.   
[8.00 pm] 
In the interim, I asked the Department of Housing and Works to liaise with the City of Perth on alternative 
proposals and have a fresh look at the Treasury buildings.  I am very concerned to ensure that the heritage of that 
precinct is maintained.  There is a great opportunity to have a heritage precinct in that area.  I was previously a 
council member of the City of Perth and there has been discussion for years about getting rid of the brown brick 
building - the Law Chambers building - on Hay Street and creating a proper precinct.  We have St George’s 
Cathedral.  We also have the ugly brown building.  We want to create a public square in its place.  Certainly, the 
view put by the City of Perth is that it is very interested in having a fresh look at the whole block.  I have 
concurred with that, and the Department of Housing and Works is, I think, working productively with the City of 
Perth.  It will involve expenditure by the Department of Housing and Works.  We have asked the City of Perth to 
commit funds to it.  It has a significant investment in that precinct through the town hall and it will want to reach 
a good outcome.  What was a good proposal a year ago is now being discontinued.  We are currently engaged in 
what will be productive discussions with the City of Perth.  Perhaps we can get rid of the old brown building and 
develop a cathedral square.  We will need to somehow replace the office space within the brown building 
because it is not owned by the state government.  We will get an outcome that will be much better than what was 
proposed a year ago.   
[Mr A.P. O’Gorman took the Chair.] 
Mr G. SNOOK:  If I am hearing the minister correctly, I support what I think she is saying; that is, that she will 
be a minister who will champion the traditional heritage design values to hold that theme.  Is that correct?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That is certainly correct and I think that is the view of the City of Perth.  I want to work 
with it towards that.  We have canvassed the idea of perhaps having a taller, thinner building within the town hall 
precinct.  It is possible that it could have an office and/or hotel use.  There are some good examples in Sydney 
and Melbourne of heritage buildings that have been properly conserved at the lower levels and a hotel or office 
development has been incorporated in an unobtrusive way.  That would be necessary if we want to achieve what 
would be a fantastic outcome; that is, getting a cathedral square and getting rid of the ugly rectangular brown 
building.   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I refer to the cash flow statement at page 722 of the budget estimates.  The line item of 
“Grants and subsidies” under “Payments” shows a figure of $4.776 million.  I am having trouble reconciling that 
with the total figure of $1.276 million under “Details of Controlled Grants and Subsidies” at page 723.  The 
forward estimates seem to be okay except for the 2007-08 financial year.  Will the minister explain the reason 
for that?    
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  If members turn their attention to page 722 and to the 2007-08 budget estimate column, 
“Service appropriations” total $4.812 million.  The advice is that the reduction of $1.956 million reflects the 
previous year’s funding for St Mary’s Cathedral.  If we go to “Grants and subsidies”, which is the line item the 
member highlighted in the cash flow statement, the total is $4.776 million.  That is an anticipated increase of 
$1.666 million in grant payments, and accommodation is down by $1.666 million as well.  That represents an 
increase of $3.5 million for office fit-out costs.   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I cannot follow the minister.  I am referring to grants and subsidies.   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The “Grants and subsidies” entry shows an anticipated increase of $1.666 million, 
whereas, the member referred to the figure of $1.276 million on page 723.  That is a reduction of $2.5 million in 
2006-07 due mainly to the St Mary’s funding.   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I still do not follow that explanation.  I thought those two figures should have 
corresponded with each other.   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will ask Ed Munro to explain the technicalities of how the money goes in and out.  
Mr E. Munro:  When the grants are committed, they appear in the income statement.  The figure on the income 
statement will match the figure at page 723 of the budget estimates.   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The income statement shows a line item for grants and subsidies of $1.276 million in 
the 2007-08 financial year.   
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Mr E. Munro:  Is that on page 720 under the “Income Statement”?   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  That is right and it matches the figure of $1.276 million on page 723. 
Mr E. Munro:  Of the controlled grants.  The cash flow statement is cash going out.  When the commitment is 
made, the money is recorded in the income statement and the liability is recorded in the balance sheet under 
payables.  It is recorded as a liability.  When the cash goes out, the liability is reduced.  If the member looks at 
the balance sheet, he will see that the cash at bank is high and the liability is high in payables because it contains 
all the grant commitments and the cash flow grant commitments sitting in the bank.  When we pay out the 
grants, that figure is reduced.   
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The cash flow statement will carry approximately $3.5 million of previous budgets to 
be expended in 2007-08.  Is that correct?   
Mr E. Munro:  Yes.  If the member looks at page 722, the net decrease in cash is $3.558 million, and that 
reflects the reduction in grants.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  I refer to the line item of “Grant and subsidies” under “Income” at page 720.  What is the 
source of the $70 000 and from where does this income come?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That relates mainly to local government contributions for heritage advisory services.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  In what form?  Will the minister elaborate?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member would be aware that we have regional heritage advisers, an arrangement 
that involves a partnership agreement between the Heritage Council of Western Australia and local governments.  
That is the local government contribution.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  Why is that not in fees and charges?  It is shown as grants and subsidies.  If that is a 
contribution from local government, why is it not shown as income for fees and service or charges?   

[8.10 pm] 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Munro has advised me that it is because it is income.  That is why it is listed as 
grants and subsidies halfway down the page under the heading “Income”.  If the member looks above there is a 
grants and subsidies - 

Mr G. SNOOK:  Is it a grant, minister? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is income.  It would be regarded more as a subsidy than anything else, so it is an 
income contribution by way of subsidy. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  A subsidy in what way, minister? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Baxter will answer the question. 
Mr I. Baxter:  Essentially we get a recoup.  We actually pay for the regional heritage advisers, but it is on a 
contractual arrangement with various local governments.  Therefore, a local government might contribute 
$10 000 towards a $20 000 service; we pay for half of it and the local government pays for half.  We pay for it; 
that is, we pay the salary of the person concerned and we recoup the money from the local government. 
Mr G. SNOOK:  I ask that the minister give consideration to the idea that that is an inappropriate title for a 
payment.  It is not a grant or a subsidy, but it is a payment to the department, and it does not fit.   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I cannot say that I agree with the member because equally we could push that 
responsibility on to local government.  We could tell local government to put the advisers on the payroll and we 
will pay it.  To use the example Mr Baxter used, we could say if the person cost $20 000 to engage to do a 
service, put them on the local government payroll, and then we will give it a $10 000 grant to do it.  At the end 
of the day, it all becomes a little matter of semantics as to who engages the person, whether it is the local 
government authority or whether it is the Heritage Council.  Either way the wages have to be paid.   
Mr G. SNOOK:  It is in the wrong spot. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I think it is probably to the local government’s advantage that that person is paid in the 
first instance through the Heritage Council, and then the money is recovered by way of subsidy from the local 
government authority. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Just to clarify, the heritage advisers are full-time positions at each local government, so 
is it a payment for a service or is it a subsidy for wages?  Is it a subsidy for a service that it may pay as and when 
the service is required, or is it fixed - 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is a service. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  As required, so it is a fee and charge. 
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Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  Again, I refer to that dot point about regional heritage advisory services, and in particular to 
the one established in York.  In York at the moment, the heritage-listed Imperial Hotel lies in rack and ruin 
because the owner had some work orders put on it by, I think, the racing, gaming and liquor department.  Those 
works were unable to be undertaken because of a lack of financial resources.  I would be interested to know what 
has happened with the Imperial Hotel in York.  I know it is just one case, but I think this will occur from time to 
time because there is increased heritage listing.  What is the future; how do we handle this situation going 
forward? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I will ask Mr Baxter to respond. 
Mr I. Baxter:  The Imperial Hotel in York has been a bit of a saga.  It has been through a process of liquidation, 
and as the member is probably aware, a change of ownership.  It has virtually been in only the past 12 months 
that we have had an owner who is prepared to seriously look at doing some conservation work.  As a matter of 
interest, they have submitted an application under our heritage grants program to undertake work, which will be 
seriously considered.   
Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  Through the minister, is the situation now that the hotel might be able to open up?  It is an 
eyesore now, but a terrific building. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Mr Baxter. 
Mr I. Baxter:  Yes. 
Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I refer to the third dot point on page 718 of the Budget Statements.  What steps has the 
government taken to assist owners of heritage property? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Is the member asking about the heritage loan scheme? 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  Yes. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That scheme has been going very well.   
Mr J.N. HYDE:  It is a great scheme; it was excellently launched. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Apart from the $1 million that we provide by way of a grant scheme to property owners 
to develop conservation plans or undertake conservation works, as part of that scheme, we also give priority to 
properties that are the most at risk.  Last year, the grants program funded some 42 projects; two-thirds of those 
were located in regional Western Australia.  Obviously in addition to that, we do the heritage loans subsidy 
scheme to which the member for Kimberley referred.  This assists largely with conservation works in privately 
owned heritage properties.  It provides a four per cent interest rate subsidy on loans.  As the member noted in the 
information provided on page 718, the scheme has 22 local governments participating at this stage.  I launched 
last year’s pilot of the scheme at a home in Cottesloe.  The City of Swan, where a lot of my electors live, is 
another of those 22 local government authorities involved.  We also have Guildford, which is a very significant 
place within the Midland electorate and, of course, Midland itself.  It is a great scheme, and I would encourage 
more local governments to get involved.  Certainly, the people I have met who have benefited from taking out 
the loan have been very grateful for the scheme’s existence.   
The CHAIRMAN:  Before I give the next person the call, can I just remind the members that we have two more 
divisions to get through and only 45 minutes left, just to make  members conscious of that.  Member for 
Kimberley. 
Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  I will waive. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I was involved with the launch, I think four ministers ago, at St Alban’s Church in Highgate in 
my electorate.  The philosophy behind it was that with a small amount of money it would become self-
perpetuating.  Therefore, if my reading of the budget figures is right, the government is having to put in only 
$35 000 a year, and the fund is generating enough money to pay for other works as well; I think there are 
42 projects this year. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That is right; the member’s reading of it is correct. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  Do we have a ballpark figure on how much economic activity in terms of heritage work is 
being generated? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I ask Mr Baxter if he has, I am not sure. 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  If not, I am happy to do it on notice or whatever. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  If we put the question on notice, that would be a good idea. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Just a last question from me that will follow up on the member for Geraldton on the 
Maley’s Bridge that he was interested in.  The fourth dot point under “Major Achievements For 2006-07” on 
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page 718 of the Budget Statements says two special allocations of funding were made.  One was $105 000 to the 
Shire of Greenough for conservation works to Maley’s Bridge.  On page 723, the estimated actual figure is 
$105 000, but there is no forward estimate figure shown.  On the one hand, the government is already saying that 
the allocation has been made, which is reflected in the budget for 2006-07, but there is nothing in the budget for 
2007-08.  Has it been made, or is it in a provision account somewhere, or what?  I know a member asked a 
question.  Work will start soon, but it just does not show any allocation or the essence. 
[8.20 pm] 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The allocation has been made of $105 000.  My understanding is that at this moment in 
time, that $105 000 is still in the Heritage Council’s trust fund.  As soon as that money is required, it will be 
transferred to the Shire of Greenough so that the works can commence.  It was only today that the plan was 
approved.  Now that that has occurred, arrangements will be put in place to transfer that money to the Shire of 
Greenough. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  So that money has been transferred from the budget into a trust account? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is currently in a trust account at the Heritage Council.  That money will be transferred 
to the Shire of Greenough. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Will that be done this financial year?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  Yes; we expect to be able to transfer that money this financial year. 

The appropriation was recommended. 
 


