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THE CLIFFE - HERITAGE LISTING 
Grievance 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [9.15 am]:  My grievance is directed to the Minister for Heritage, and 
concerns a property in my electorate, at 25 Bindaring Parade, Peppermint Grove, known as The Cliffe.  I 
emphasise that this is a private home.  The Cliffe is a very rambling old timber home.  It was originally built in 
two stages between 1894 and 1898 by an engineer by the name of Neil McNeil.  He was a businessman with 
extensive interests in timber, including the Jarrahdale Timber Company.  He built this house out of wood to 
demonstrate what could be done with wood.  It was very much against the wishes of the local community at the 
time.  When the house was originally built, it was quite grand.  It had a billiard room, tennis courts, a croquet 
court, extensive gardens, a summer house, stables and cottages for staff. 

The property, however, is now nothing like it would have originally been in the 1890s.  As long ago as 1915 the 
land was subdivided to create 20 lots.  When McNeil passed away, the property was bought by prominent 
industrialist Lance Brisbane.  In 1962, the property was further subdivided into another six lots.  It was then 
purchased by Dr Harold McComb, who owned it until 1995, when it was bought by Mrs Sharon Creasy for 
$2.7 million.  It is an extensive area of land in a very valuable location.  Mrs Creasy bought the property with the 
intention of demolishing the house and building a family home on the site.  She purchased the site by public 
auction in March 1995.  There was no indication at that stage that this property would be subject to any form of 
heritage listing.  Indeed, it was not even included on the municipal inventory list.  Mrs Creasy had absolutely no 
reason to believe that there would be any sort of heritage issue on this property.   

The issue arose when Mrs Creasy signalled her intention to develop the property, which would have required the 
demolition of the old timber structure.  At that stage the Heritage Council of Western Australia placed a 
conservation order on the property, and subsequently placed it, on an interim basis, on the Register of Heritage 
Places in October 1995 - 12 years ago.  The Creasys contested that interim listing for nine years, and in 2004 the 
Heritage Council removed the house from the interim listing and placed it on permanent register.  There was a 
legal dispute about whether that was done correctly, and a case was mounted by Malcolm McCusker, QC, on 
behalf of the Creasys.  As a result of that, the Heritage Council removed the property from the interim listing and 
re-registered it as a permanent listing in May 2005.  The dispute has continued, and proceedings are currently 
before the Supreme Court.  The Creasys estimate that, to this stage, they have spent over $225 000 on legal 
costs. 

The Creasys have done everything humanly possible to resolve this issue.  They have looked at restoring the 
property.  They have offered to gift the structure of the house, if it can be relocated to another site, and they have 
offered to contribute financially to the relocation and restoration of the building on another site.  They have also 
sought to resolve this issue through the Supreme Court.  They have taken action through the State Administrative 
Tribunal on the basis that, if this property is of such immense importance, perhaps the state should be required to 
purchase it at market value.  That is not about to happen.  As I said, they have offered to contribute to the 
relocation and restoration of the building at another site.  

I have visited The Cliffe a couple of times.  I am aware that the minister has also visited it, and I appreciate that.  
The reality is that this is an old timber house from the 1890s.  It looks impressive from a distance, but on closer 
inspection it is obvious that it is in a state of disrepair.  In fact, it is uninhabitable.  The ceilings have collapsed, 
and there has been further recent damage, and the floors are uneven. It is essentially falling down.  It was never 
the grand house that people might imagine.  It is quite basic and simple inside.  The amount needed to restore the 
house to a habitable condition - not into a modern family home, but just to make it safe to live in - is estimated at 
$2.8 million.  The Creasys have absolutely no intention of spending that amount of money on this old, 
dilapidated wooden structure.  Of course, the state could offer to buy the property at market value.  That would 
be many millions of dollars and I suggest that that would be a misuse of scarce heritage funding.  There would 
be far more important heritage projects around the state than this property.  There is a dilemma.  This has been a 
problem for the 12 years that the Creasys have owned the property.  They cannot sell it, the state will not buy it, 
they cannot redevelop it, the house is not worth restoring and they cannot offer it to a third party.  There has been 
a hiatus.  Meanwhile, the old timber house has continued to fall apart.   
To summarise the case, the house was first placed on the Register of Heritage Places on an interim basis and then 
permanently, after the purchaser had purchased the property.  As a layperson, I can say that the house is certainly 
interesting but that it is not of high heritage value.  It is in an extremely poor condition.  It is not safe.  No-one is 
living in it.  No-one could live in this house.  I would not spend a night in it.  It is simply falling apart.  The state 
is not willing to, nor would I advocate that it should, purchase the property.  It does not warrant that.  The house 
is not open to the public and it never will be.  It is not even visible to the public.  There will be no public benefit 
from any heritage listing of this property.  The house is not worth the millions of dollars needed to either restore 
or relocate it.  The Creasys considered in good faith whether it was practicable to gift the property to the state 
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and move it to some public venue, but that was found not to be feasible.  Most of the heritage architects who 
have looked at the property would agree that it would be virtually impossible to remove it.  It is not worth 
spending the $2.8 million that is needed to restore the property.  That will not happen.  The Creasys will not 
spend that money on a dilapidated house.   
I appreciate the fact that the minister has visited the site.  I urge her to use her powers as minister to remove this 
property from the heritage list.  It is one of the very few private homes placed on the state heritage list.  It is 
serving no useful heritage function.  I believe that after 12 years, the Creasys should have the right to demolish 
the building and redevelop the site for their family home.   

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Heritage) [9.21 am]:  I thank the member for Cottesloe for 
raising this issue in the house.  I am aware that he has been very determined in his pursuit of this matter in the 
interests of his constituents.  He made contact with me about this issue last year when I first became heritage 
minister.  I would also like a speedy and satisfactory resolution to this dispute, which has been going on for 
many years.  Disputes of this nature do not really further the cause of Western Australia’s heritage or the work of 
the Heritage Council.  Instead, they make people afraid of heritage listing.  As minister, I receive letters from 
people who are fearful of the implications of heritage listing.  We should embrace our heritage.  The purpose of 
the Heritage of Western Australia Act is to provide for and encourage the conservation of places that have 
significance to the cultural heritage of the state.  As Minister for Heritage, I wish for the people of this state to 
have a positive view of heritage and heritage listing.  I do not wish them to dread heritage listing.  I would not 
wish for the blind pursuit of preservation of the past becoming a barrier to construction for the future.  

I visited the property in question and share the views of the member for Cottesloe.  I believe that the property is 
dilapidated beyond reasonable repair and that there is no value in maintaining the heritage listing of this derelict, 
decaying property.  I am also mindful of the arguments that the member for Cottesloe has raised.  I am mindful 
that whatever the council has found concerning the property’s heritage value, its heritage utility is very limited.  
The property offers no view from the street, it will not be open to the public and it does not add to or comprise a 
heritage precinct.  As the member is aware, it is open to me as minister to direct the Heritage Council to remove 
the property from the Register of Heritage Places.  The member will also be aware that I can make such a 
direction only after receiving advice from the Heritage Council, and that my direction must be confirmed by a 
vote of both houses of Parliament.  In response to the member for Cottesloe’s grievance and because I am also 
concerned, I inform the member that I intend to write to the Heritage Council as a matter of urgency to seek that 
advice.  It has been said that this action might set a bad precedent because no place has yet been taken off the 
register.  My response to that concern is that while it will certainly set a precedent in Western Australia, I do not 
believe that it will necessarily set a bad precedent.  In fact, it may well be a good precedent.  The Heritage 
Council is composed of experts in their fields.  Their views have weight.  This house is composed of 
representatives of the people of Western Australia, and their views also have weight.  Arguably, they have 
greater weight.  This precedent will demonstrate to the people of Western Australia that they have a Parliament, 
a government and a minister who hear and understand their fears and apprehensions about heritage listing and 
are also prepared to uphold their rights and prerogatives.   
 


