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EXCISION FROM CLASS A RESERVE 29813, WIRELESS HILL PARK, ARDROSS 
Motion for Disallowance 

Resumed from 3 December on the following motion moved by Mr J.P.D. Edwards -  

That the proposal contained in submission No 17 of 2003 - Excision from Class “A” Reserve 29813 - 
Wireless Hill Park, Ardross, tabled in the Legislative Assembly on 11 September 2003, under section 
42(4) of the Land Administration Act 1997, be disallowed. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [8.05 pm]:  I support the disallowance motion.  I thank Hon Jim Scott 
and the Greens (WA) party for also not supporting the excision of the land at Wireless Hill Park.  I also thank 
members of the Liberal Party for listening to the concerns of the community in this instance, in particular Hon 
Barbara Scott and the member for Greenough, Mr Jamie Edwards.  When the minister presented the proposed 
excision to the Parliament, she said that the City of Melville requested the excision of the dwellings and the 
access road.  The member for Greenough has given a very good historical overview of the importance of 
Wireless Hill to my electorate and to Western Australia, and also nationally, because it is the only wireless hill 
station that was built in that era that is still in existence.  Although the minister tries to push the blame onto the 
City of Melville for the fact that this proposed excision has come before the Parliament, the Government must 
also accept responsibility, because the Government was well aware before the minister presented the proposed 
excision to the House that the community vigorously opposed the excision of the land at Wireless Hill Park and 
the possible sale of those houses and development of that area.  That development could have been in a similar 
vein to the development that is about to occur on the Raffles Hotel site.  Although the minister said that would 
not happen and there would be a memorial, the papers tabled by the minister state “it is intended to restrict”.  
That may be the intention now.  However, I am sure that two years ago there was no intention to give approval 
for a 17-storey tower on the Raffles Hotel site.  A similar thing could have happened on the land behind those 
four heritage houses at Wireless Hill Park.  The community believes that Wireless Hill Park should be kept as a 
complete entity.  It was given to the State Government by the Commonwealth, at a 50 per cent discount, and 
vested in the City of Melville.  The City of Melville must share the blame with the minister for this proposed 
excision coming before the House.  It is not the first time that either the Government or the City of Melville has 
not listened to the community.  Both will eventually learn their lessons, because the community is watching very 
closely what is happening.  At the moment the City of Melville and the Government appear to be in cahoots 
again over the land that is part of the Melville site.   

It was really interesting yesterday to hear the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure attack the City of Melville 
over the Fremantle eastern bypass.  One minute she is attacking it and the next minute she appears to be in bed 
with it, doing deals over the Raffles site, Wireless Hill Park and Melville Primary School.  I am astounded when 
I hear the minister attack the City of Melville.  The Melville Primary School land also was crown land that was 
purchased by the Department of Education and Training.  Now, because the minister would like to build a new 
school on that site, she and the City of Melville are trying very hard to sell the land, with no consideration for the 
community’s feelings about it.  There is approximately four per cent public open space in that one suburb.  As 
you know, Mr Speaker, there is supposed to be 10 per cent public open space in all areas.  People have signed 
submissions and have written to the Government saying that they do not want these houses excised from 
Wireless Hill Park.  In approximately eight years it will be the centenary of Wireless Hill Park, and we hope to 
find some funds before then to possibly return those houses to their former glory.  I know that some community 
groups are interested in having those houses vested in community groups.  They are concerned that in six or 18 
months a similar deal may be put by the City of Melville to whichever Government happens to be in power, 
contrary to the community’s wishes.  There will be an approach to the minister next year to determine whether 
we can get some assurance that those houses will be protected.   

Again, the City of Melville has requested this excision and the minister has given it the go-ahead.  Many people 
in the community are not very happy when they hear about the salaries of the chief executive officers of the 
various local government councils.  The Government’s response when people say that chief executive officers 
have too much power is to say that the previous Government did it.  They blame it on the Liberal Government.  
This Government has been in power now for two and a half years.   

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  Three years.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It has been in power for almost three years, during which time one complaint after 
another has gone to the Minister for Local Government about various councils.  What is the Government doing 
about it? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Is the City of Melville one of the councils that concerns you? 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I was not going to take interjections because I thought we might finish the debate a little 
earlier if I did not, but I will respond to the minister.  The City of Melville is one of those councils.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you think Mr McNally is a worry?   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Many people who have come into my office have been very unhappy with the fact that 
the City of Melville, just like the Gallop Labor Government, has not been listening to the community.  Many 
people in the community would like to see changes in the leadership of both the City of Melville and this 
Government.  I am very disappointed that this Government, which knew that the community did not want this 
excision to go ahead, again refused to listen to the community, just as it refused to listen to the community over 
the Raffles tower.  Thousands of people did not want the 17-storey apartment block on the Raffles Hotel site - 
our precious river foreshore.  Thousands of people did not want the Government to sell Duncraig House.  Did 
this Government listen?  No.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am sorry, I am trying to listen but I am getting a bit distracted.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am combining my Loan Bill speech with my contribution on Wireless Hill Park so that 
people are able to go home a little earlier.   

As I said, I am very pleased that the Greens (WA) listened to the community.  The member for Greenough was 
not in the House earlier when I congratulated him for all the hard work he did for the Liberal Party on behalf of 
the community of Alfred Cove.  I hope that the Liberal Party will continue in this vein.  Possibly next year the 
Labor Party may follow the Liberal Party’s example.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We hope so!   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I hope so too. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That will be my New Year’s wish.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Not, all I want for Christmas is more police, but all I want for Christmas is -  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  More police and a different Government!   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  - more police and a Government that listens to the community!   

I believe I have thanked on behalf of the community the people who needed to be thanked.  The member for 
Greenough has put on record why Wireless Hill Park should be kept as an entity.  I believe the minister is aware 
that the community is very disappointed in this Government because the Government has failed to listen to it 
time and time again.  That might be my Christmas wish: that next year, instead of making strategic, unilateral 
decisions, the Government will fulfil the promise it made to the community.  I wish that the Government would 
consult with the community and follow its wishes.   

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [8.19 pm]:  That was an entirely 
predictable contribution by the member for Alfred Cove.  Frankly, I am sick of listening to the diatribe from the 
member on every issue.  There is never a scintilla of substance to them - not one.  All we hear from the member 
is that the Government did not listen to the community.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Just a minute.  Don’t shout at my cow!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The community - the capital “K” community to which the member refers - is a group 
of her mates that hang around her office.  That is the community in the member’s mind.  The member for Alfred 
Cove is the “Liberals for greenhouse gases party”.  She opposes every development that will do something to 
curtail urban sprawl.  She opposes the development of rail and she supports the development of more roads, and 
she has the cheek to stand on a platform of liberals for forests.  She is undoubtedly the candidate and member of 
the “Liberal for greenhouse gases party” in this Chamber.   

Although the member for Greenough played politics, at least he tried to put forward a case for the heritage value 
of this site.  The heritage value of this site is undisputed, and the Government absolutely supports it 100 per cent.  
The Government wants to preserve the heritage value of the site.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Like you did with the Raffles Hotel.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I would like the member to describe to me how selling historic houses with heritage 
zonings, covenants and zoning restrictions placed on them will in any way, shape or form have an impact on 
their heritage value.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  I remind the minister that the Raffles Hotel site -  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I am talking about the four heritage houses on the Wireless Hill site.  The member is 
implying that the Government’s actions will negatively impact on the heritage quality of those houses.  The 
buildings were constructed and designed to be houses.  They were designed to house people.  The Government 
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wants to ensure that that is what they do.  We do not want them to remain empty; we want them to live up to and 
fulfil their true heritage destination.  The member does not want that because the capital “K” community does 
not want it.  How would the member know?  She said that the community does not want the Raffles site 
developed.  Who is the community? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Could you explain capital “K”?  My Mildred doesn’t understand.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will give the member a lesson.  The member has been listening to the cockney for too 
long.  If we are to have a serious debate, I urge the leader of opposition business to keep his quivering hand still. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It is Mildred who is quivering, not me.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will make a serious point.  The four buildings were designed and conceived as homes.  
The Government recognises that they are buildings of historic and heritage significance, and that they must be 
protected by heritage covenants.  Indeed, the Government would support their listing on the heritage list as 
individual properties.  The Government has no intention in any shape or form of changing that.  Indeed, we want 
to give these buildings an opportunity to meet their historic destiny and to continue to be homes.  However, this 
is to be denied to the capital “K” community of the member for Alfred Cove because the member for Alfred 
Cove wants every other building in the city of Melville to become an arts or community centre.  I want to point 
out to the member for Alfred Cove, as I have tried to before, that the absurd posturing she engages in, that she 
and she alone is the sole arbiter of the community voice, is absolute nonsense.  We must recognise that in our 
community we have a diversity of voices.  Quite frankly, in my assessment - I have been in politics longer than 
the member - the overwhelming majority of people in the State would support the proposal.   

We have the chance of preserving the historic value of these homes and ensuring that they no longer form a 
liability to the City of Melville and the State.  They can be properly used rather than simply rented out and 
become run down - and they are run down.  Each of these homes probably needs $250 000 spent on it to properly 
restore it.  Where will that money come from?  Will the member’s capital “K” community contribute to it?   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  If you had not spent so much on the railway line, minister, the Government could be 
spending more money.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Okay, we should not be spending money on the railway line but we should be buying 
up old houses in Melville.  I note that the member for Greenough has gracefully retreated at this point.  There is 
a fundamental disconnect about what they are saying.  There is absolutely nothing incompatible about a building 
being in private ownership and its heritage value being preserved.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  What has happened with the Raffles site, minister? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I do not know how often the member has drunk in Raffles Hotel.  Mr Speaker has 
spent a lot of time in Raffles.  He has pointed out some of the very interesting architectural features in Raffles - 
architectural features that I would never be in a position to see unless I misread the labels on the doors. 

Raffles is a very interesting case in point.  It is a building that has gone into decline and now has an opportunity 
to be preserved.  I hope that we do not see the same mistakes made there as were made at the Palace Hotel with 
the hotel functions on that site being removed.  I hope that with any future development we will see the social 
heritage as well as the built form of heritage continue on that Raffles site.   

Many heritage buildings - in fact, the majority in the State - are in private ownership.  The fact that a building is 
going into private ownership does not in any way jeopardise its heritage value or integrity.  The member has 
spoken about the age of these houses.  I live in a house that is much older than these houses but, nevertheless, I 
respect the historic value of these places, which is not at threat.  The only other vague argument is that maybe 
there would be a Raffles house at the back of these houses.  That is a complete nonsense.  We are simply carving 
off those blocks.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Is the promise that you will not redevelop on this site and that you will not abuse the 
Heritage of Western Australia Act in the way that you abused the Act with the Raffles redevelopment?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It is integral to the whole proposal for this site, which is simply to sell the areas off as 
four home sites and they will be zoned as single residential sites.  There would be no capacity -  

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Trust me, I’m a politician!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I might point out that also applies to the member.  If she takes that level of cynicism to 
its ultimate conclusion, she should not be in this place.  If she does not believe that in government or in 
Parliament we can do anything constructive, she is committing a fraud on the people she is representing.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  You have abused the heritage Act.  You knew that a heritage site was being abused and you 
did nothing about it.   
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member refuses to apply her intellect in any way, shape or form to the tasks before 
us.  All she does is bleat about the community as though the community is a monolithic thing.  The fundamental 
insight that everyone in politics should have is that there is a diversity of voices, interests and views within the 
community.  Our job is to try to weave these together and arrive at an outcome that will deliver the optimum 
result for the whole community.  There should not be this absolute nonsense that if members do not agree with 
the member for Alfred Cove, they have not listened to the community.  What a lot of twaddle.  I am sick of it.  
Every single debate by the member is exactly the same.  There is no substance whatsoever; there are only 
absolute rampant claims that we have not listened to the community.  I am at a point at which I am not prepared 
to listen to her anymore.   

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We know the history of the matter and the reason the City of Melville has proposed 
this excision.  We know that a group of doctors, supported by the member for Alfred Cove, launched an 
extraordinary campaign against the sale of the lower land at the Heathcote hospital site.  It was very important to 
preserve the views of that group of medical practitioners.  The City of Melville became concerned about that, as 
did the then member for Alfred Cove, who was about to face an election.  They considered how they could deal 
with this problem.  It was a problem because the sale of the lower land was to provide funding for ratepayers.  
The good working folk from Willagee who pay their rates were under the impression that all the money that was 
spent on restoring Canning House and all the other heritage sites for community purposes was to be recouped by 
the sale of that lower land.  However, a group of vested interests, led by doctors and anaesthetists, protested 
against it, so it could not happen.  The council decided that because those people were rich and powerful, they 
should leave them alone.  It decided to sell $6 million worth of sites located elsewhere in the City of Melville, 
preferably in areas were there are no anaesthetists and surgeons to lead protest campaigns.  It decided to sell the 
public open space of communities in which people are not necessarily rich and powerful and therefore not 
important.  People in those communities are not part of the capital “K” community about which the member for 
Alfred Cove is so worried.  It does not matter if the people who live in Willagee lose their public open space and 
the people in Riverton lose bushland.  The council does not care because the people in those areas are not 
surgeons or anaesthetists.  They are not part of the capital “K” community.   

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The City of Melville also proposed to sell four houses on Wireless Hill.  This is one of 
the identified sites in the agreement.  We are proceeding with the sale because we think it makes sense.  Those 
four houses are currently privately leased to individual households.  They are fenced.  They are not subject to 
public access.  People live in those houses.  They were designed as houses and we should let them reach their 
heritage destiny.  There will be no loss whatsoever to public amenity and community assets or value by allowing 
this land to be sold.  These houses are subject to the most stringent heritage covenants ensuring they are properly 
heritage listed, but all these protections are not enough because the capital “K” community does not want them.  
There is no logical reason for this position.  People will not get access to the land or the houses.  They just do not 
want it.  That is good enough for the member for Alfred Cove.  She will never have to explain it or put forward a 
rational argument.  She just says that we do not want it because the capital “K” community does not want it.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  With a capital “K”.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That is the community with a capital “K”.  In the meantime, if the disallowance were 
successful, the ratepayers and residents of the City of Melville would forgo $2 million of revenue already spent 
on restoring the old buildings on the Heathcote site.  Now we will see the heritage buildings continue to decline.  
Who will put up the minimum quarter of a million dollars that each of these homes requires to be restored to a 
reasonable standard?  The capital “K” community will not pay.  The member for Alfred Cove will go out and 
celebrate when she wins saying it is a fantastic outcome.  However, nobody will have access to the homes, which 
are going backward and continue to deteriorate, but she will claim it to be a great benefit to the community of 
Melville.  I hope the City of Melville puts on its rates form that that is a Janet Woollard-Liberal Party levy so 
people will understand why rates will increase.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The Liberal Party? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Unbelievably, the Liberals have deserted Dougie and his plan.  I hope the member for 
Kalgoorlie will cross the floor and support us.  This was Dougie’s plan.  As he was rattled by the anaesthetist - 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  What did the anaesthetist do?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I explained, member for Peel, how an anaesthetist ran a campaign against the sale of 
the lower land.  It was decided that this was okay, and they did a deal to sell all the land in the working class 
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areas.  They could sell off their public open space and bushland.  They did not care as people who use this land 
are not part of the capital “K” community that surrounds the office of the member for Alfred Cove.   

The Government subscribes to every statement made by the member for Greenough about the heritage value of 
the Wireless Hill site in general, and these homes in particular.  There is no conflict between what is proposed by 
the City of Melville and what is endorsed by the Government.  If members do not support this proposal, they will 
require the City of Melville ratepayers to pay $2 million for the restoration of Canning House and other 
buildings.  Members are certain to see the demise of the buildings as no money will be available for their 
restoration.  It would be a stupid and silly outcome.  Members could then congratulate themselves on having 
achieved it. 

Question put and negatived. 
 


