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GUILDFORD HOTEL 

Statement 

HON LINDA SAVAGE (East Metropolitan) [9.02 pm]: Recently I spoke about concerns raised with me about 

the Guildford Hotel. Since I spoke last week and wrote to the Minister for Heritage some weeks ago, I have 

found that more and more people are coming to speak to me about this issue.  

As I said last time I spoke about it, one concern has been the failure to cover the building, and the building is 

about to enter its fourth winter uncovered. When I spoke last time, I referred to the brief of Structerre Consulting 

Engineers, which is the engineer’s report that the owners have relied on. I will read into the record what was 

provided to one of my constituents from Structerre Consulting Engineers about its actual brief when it inspected 

the building. The document states — 

Structerre Consulting Engineers was engaged by the City of Swan on 14 December 2009 to inspect and 

report on the Guildford Hotel following the fire event that occurred on 1 September 2008. 

The scope of works requested was, in summary, to: 

– Identify any safety risks to public pedestrians and road users 

– Determine whether the Guildford Hotel structure was in a ―dangerous state‖ per the provisions 

of Section 403 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1960 

– Provide recommendations for securing and making safe the building façade to protect public 

safety 

On the basis of this engagement, an inspection of the building was carried out on 16 December 2009 

and a report addressing the above requirements was issued to City of Swan. 

… 

A further inspection was carried out for the Owners of the Guildford Hotel on 16 November 2010. This 

inspection was to advise on the ongoing safety of the building in accordance with the monitoring 

programme agreed between the Owners of the Guildford Hotel and the City of Swan. 

As I mentioned last time, the concern of Guildford residents and others concerned about the building is that this 

report and the brief were not directly on point about the preservation of the building and the fact it has been 

uncovered and subjected to the elements. It is entering its fourth winter.  

A more recent concern raised with me is about possible vandalism and theft from the hotel. In particular, 

concerns were expressed about the possible loss of pressed tin panels. In fact, there was a report in the Echo 

in February with the title ―Damaged beyond repair?‖ by Rashelle Predovnik. I will read some of that — 

Previously unreleased photographs showing the neglect eroding the Guildford Hotel have been given to 

the Echo with a plea for someone to move on protecting the interior from the weather, thieves and 

vandals.  

… 

The concerned resident who took the photographs has asked to remain anonymous because he admits he 

had to trespass on private property to take them. 

He said getting into the building was easy access and his pictures show the progressive theft of pressed 

tin from the wall, which was first noticed a year ago. 

… 

―People can walk onto the crumbling site and take what they like,‖ … 

This concern was raised with me. In fact I raised this concern in a letter to the Minister for Heritage, Mr Castrilli, 

in February. In that letter I asked about a number of things, including the pressed tin panels and the steps that had 

been taken to look into what is called ―shrink wrapping‖, or processes that could protect the building. After three 

winters, and now coming into the fourth, it seems inconceivable that anyone could believe that the full force of 

rain in the interior of a building would not have some detrimental effect.  

I also wrote to the Heritage Council. I asked a number of questions, including the specific question: had the 

Heritage Council given any consideration to providing funds towards protecting the hotel from water damage; 

and, if the Heritage Council had not considered taking this action, how did it reach the conclusion that no action 

would be taken? I received a letter in response from the minister, which indicated that all inquiries in future were 

to be directed to him and that I was not to write directly to the Heritage Council. I found that quite an interesting 

response.  
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In my opinion, although the minister did not actually directly respond to the questions I asked, he made the point 

that he understood that one of the weaknesses in the current legislation was that neither the Heritage Council nor 

he as minister had the power to direct the owners to undertake work such as protecting the hotel by covering it. 

He said he had initiated a comprehensive review of the Heritage Act in April 2011. That is coming up to a year 

ago. I seem to recall, when some other legislation went through this place, the point was made that this was quite 

an urgent matter which needed to be addressed. I am wondering when that review will be completed and when, if 

it is possible, legislation will be introduced? I intend to write again to the minister to raise a number of questions. 

I will again seek an answer to some of the questions I previously asked including: has the Heritage Council given 

any consideration to providing funds towards the protection from water damage of the Guildford Hotel; and, if 

the Heritage Council has not considered taking this action, how did it reach the conclusion that no action will be 

taken? 

Specifically, was an inventory taken after the fire of salvageable material such as the wood and the pressed tin 

panels? A concern was raised recently about whether the pressed tin panels had been removed. I would assume 

that an original inventory was carried out, the property was inspected and what had to be left on the site was 

recorded. I do not think it would be that difficult to check those records to see if any of the pressed tin panels had 

been removed, which is of particular concern. I would be very concerned if an original inventory was not done 

but, if that was the case, there is no reason why an inventory should not be done immediately. Despite 

development plans for the restoration being approved, with some conditions, they are now subject to an 

application in the State Administrative Tribunal, which could again take some considerable time and take us into 

another winter. Obviously the concerns about vandalism and theft and the fact that other things could be 

removed remains an issue. There are a number of other questions that I do not think are unreasonable to seek a 

direct answer to. The constituents who have come to see me about the hotel have waited patiently since 

September 2008. They are losing faith in the project. They should expect a comprehensive answer or at least an 

attempt to answer the question directly. That letter will be sent to the minister shortly. I look forward to his reply.  

 


