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Division 44: Planning, Lands and Heritage — Service 3, Heritage, $14 525 000 — 
Ms L.L. Baker, Chair. 
Mr D.A. Templeman, Minister for Heritage. 
Mr V. Davies, Acting Director General, Heritage and Property Services. 
Ms A. Siew, Acting Assistant Director General.  
Mr M. Hanrahan, Chief Finance Officer. 
Mr G. Hamley, Chief of Staff, Minister for Heritage. 
[Witnesses introduced.] 

The CHAIR: This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard. The daily proof Hansard will be available 
tomorrow. The Chair will ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and that both questions and answers 
are short and to the point. If an adviser needs to answer from the lectern, will they please state their name prior to 
their answer. The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those 
items for which a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated account. Questions must be clearly related to 
a page number, item program or amount in the current division. Members should give these details in preface to 
their question. If a division or service is the responsibility of more than one minister, a minister shall only be 
examined in relation to their portfolio responsibilities.  
The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, and I ask the minister to clearly 
indicate what supplementary information will be provided. I will then allocate a reference number. Supplementary 
information should be provided to the principal clerk by Friday, 30 October 2020. I caution members that if a minister 
asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge that through the online questions system. 
The member for Hillarys. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I refer to pages 743 and 744, the total cost of services of the Heritage Council of 
Western Australia, and then the explanations of significant movements. I note that both the cost of services and 
the income generated from those services has reduced significantly between budgeted and actual, and it is the same 
for this coming year. The explanation states — 

The decrease in Total Cost of Service … is due to the Heritage Works program, which has encountered 
various delays and feasibility issues during the year resulting in no expenditure being incurred in 2019–20. 

Can the minister explain what those various delays and feasibility issues were, and whether they will be ongoing 
into 2020–21 and beyond? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I thank the member for the question. I believe that the member is referring to note 1 
under “Explanation of Significant Movements”. I will ask Mr Davies if he can make some comment in answer to 
your question. 
Mr V. Davies: Thank you. A number of projects were identified for the heritage works program in the previous 
budget. There were some delays and some projects did not get done. Through the heritage works program, essentially, 
we are doing works on state-owned places on the register that are administered, owned or managed by other 
departments. There are a variety of reasons a number of those projects do not get done. It may be the other department’s 
capacity, willingness or appetite to get the works done. Those departments obviously have asset sales programs 
that they need to carry forward, and the assets that we identify might not match up with their asset sales program, 
so sometimes it is just a timing issue. The three projects that we had identified were exactly that—there were issues 
around the timing of those. 
[4.30 pm] 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Are we able to get a list of those projects, or can the adviser tell us what those projects were? 
Mr V. Davies: There were three projects.  
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: We are just seeking out the three projects that were impacted. 
Mr V. Davies: Sorry, it was two projects. It was Maylands Brickworks and the Highgate ventilation stack. An 
amount of $1.1 million was identified for Maylands Brickworks and $480 000 was identified for the Highgate 
ventilation stack. 
Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: Does that account for the reduction in income as well? There is an anticipation that 
there will be a contribution to the upkeep from the agency responsible for those and some contribution from the 
Heritage Council of Western Australia; is that a fair explanation? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes. 
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Mr W.R. MARMION: I refer to page 741 and the total appropriation for heritage. I refer to heritage buildings, 
and I am specifically thinking of Harvey House, which is shown on the $50 note. Was there any involvement by 
the Heritage Council of Western Australia to support its famous turrets? Harvey House is on Department of Health 
land, but it is a very significant building. Some funding has been allocated. Was that funding allocated through the 
Heritage Council or the health department? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: The member is referring to Harvey House, which of course sits within the confines of 
King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women. I am not 100 per cent sure of the site’s current status. My understanding 
is that it is on the register, but I do not know which register; I am not 100 per cent sure whether it is municipal or 
state. I ask Ms Siew to respond to the question on Harvey House. 
Ms A. Siew: Harvey House is part of the registered curtilage of King Edward Memorial Hospital. In terms of grant 
funding, which I believe was the member’s question, the land is not owned by the Heritage Council or the department. 
I believe the Department of Health is managing that at the moment. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I refer to the adviser’s expertise. Did she have any involvement or support the Department 
of Health in allocating the substantial funds to preserve the historic facia of Harvey House? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am happy for Ms Siew to respond to that question. 

Ms A. Siew: Through the department’s heritage officers, we provided some heritage expertise and advice. 

Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS: I refer to page 751 and the National Trust of Western Australia. 

The CHAIR: That is a bit later. You are as enthusiastic as I am, member for Hillarys, but it is too soon. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: I am very interested in the expenditure on the Sunset Heritage Precinct. I know that there 
was previously a revenue source through, I think, one of Andrew Forrest’s foundations. Has that revenue source 
stopped, and what is the future for Sunset hospital? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I need to point out that this is not a line item for this current division. As I mentioned 
in the previous division, it is now the responsibility of the Department of Local Government, Sport and Cultural 
Industries. However, I can truncate, to give you an answer. There are ongoing negotiations on lease arrangements 
over the Sunset Heritage Precinct that, if ultimately achieved, will include not only commitments for activation of 
a cultural and artistic nature for the site, but also heritage restoration of additional buildings that have not already 
been restored. There are still significant buildings to be restored, and ongoing negotiations are taking place with the 
Minderoo Foundation and others to achieve an outcome for not only culture and arts, but also heritage. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I refer to page 743, “Outcomes and Key Effectiveness Indicators”. Under “Outcome: Conservation 
of cultural heritage places in Western Australia, for the benefit of present and future generations” there is a measure 
on the bottom line, “Percentage of additional private investment generated from grant-assisted conservation projects”. 
That was at 170 per cent for the actual in 2018–19 and the budget for 2019–20, but was only 48 per cent for the actual 
for 2019–20. The budget target for 2020–21 is 100 per cent. Can the minister explain the variances in those measures? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes. Member, in the previous budget, the heritage grants—I think that is the correct title—
for that year were directed towards restoration works and important conservation works for Fremantle Prison, 
because it was identified that some urgent works were required there. For that period, there was a redirection of 
those heritage grants for that year to those urgent works. Subsequent to that, in this budget period, there have been 
announcements of $1.6 million additional funding for Fremantle Prison, as well as an allocation to the Roundhouse, 
which is obviously an important significant heritage site in Fremantle. Through the Fremantle Prison strategy or 
strategic plan, we have also been seeking a contribution from the federal government, because some important works 
will be required at Fremantle Prison in the coming years to ensure that not only the important conservation works 
are completed, but also opportunities for additional activation of Fremantle Prison can take place. There is a strategic 
plan that I think I released earlier this year, before COVID, which maps out the future conservation requirements 
and also activation opportunities for Fremantle Prison. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: Therefore, that means that most of that money is government money of some sort or other, hence 
the fall in the contribution from the private sector? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes, that is right, because it is matched. Normally, it is matched, so if a site is the 
successful recipient of a heritage grant, there is a matching requirement from the owner. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I am trying to find the section that deals with those small grants that are made; I think it is $1.2 million 
each year. It is page 742, “Significant Issues Impacting the Agency”, the second point under “Heritage Grants 
Program”, with an allocation of $1.2 million for those grants. That is ongoing. Has that actually increased at any 
stage in recent times, or is that the same amount of money that has been available for a long time? 

[4.40 pm] 
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Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: My understanding is that the $1.2 million annual heritage grant has been stable at that 
amount for some time. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: There were some changes to the Heritage Act, going back. I think the minister introduced those 
changes. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes. 

Mr R.S. LOVE: I understood that there would be some further assistance where required, because this was about 
making sure that sites were kept at a better level. I understood from that discussion that there would be an increase 
in available funding. Correct me if I am wrong, but that does not seem to be happening. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Look, I suppose in going forward, considerations of increasing grant programs directly 
related to assisting owners in the upkeep of the maintenance of their heritage homes and/or assets is a consideration 
for the government from budget to budget. But the reality is the grant program currently in place has not had any 
additional moneys added to that for some time, but that is not to say that the consideration of increasing that cannot 
be made in future budgets.  

Mr R.S. LOVE: Is any information available that the minister could provide in terms of how much application is 
made to that fund and how much is left disappointed, if you like, in a particular year? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: It is quite often a highly contested grant program, from memory, and I think it is important 
to note that an owner may be a successful grant recipient, but they pay over and above what the grant is and 
sometimes 10 times as much. It really is a grant program that allows some leverage for the recipients to complete 
or undertake important restoration or conservation. It is a grant program that is very much a leverage program, but 
it is highly contested from memory. I think it can be a highly contested grant program from year to year. I could 
not tell you the number of applications. We could provide a snapshot of perhaps the 2018 year, if you would like 
that, as supplementary information. I am happy to provide, Chair, supplementary information of the number of 
applicants and successful applicants for the 2018–19 period. 
Mr R.S. LOVE: Perhaps we could have the dollar values of the requests? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Yes. That would be on there, so it would be the amount of money per the successful 
applicants. 
[Supplementary Information No B7.] 
The CHAIR: Members, looking at the time, we are dealing with division 44. 
The appropriation was recommended. 
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