COUNCIL BRIEFING AGENDA 11 AUGUST 2026

5.1 OUTCOME OF ADVERTISING AND ADOPTION OF HERITAGE LIST
Attachments: 1. Recommended Amendments to the Heritage List
2, Summary of Submissions
3. Amended Heritage List (Extract)
4. Swan Maternity Hospital (fmr) Updated Place Record Form
5. House No. 6 Money Street Perth Updated Place Record Form
RECOMMENDATION:
That Council:
1. In accordance with Schedule 2, Part 3 Clause 8(1) and 8(3) of the Planning and Development

(Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015:

1.1 ADOPTS the addition of the following places onto the Heritage List included in
Attachment 1 (Table 1) and Attachment 3:

Castellorizian House, No. 160 (Lot: 901) Anzac Road Mount Hawthorn;

Mount Hawthorn Community Centre, No. 197 (Lot: 273) Scarborough Beach Road,
Mount Hawthorn;

Wesley Mission Hall (fmr), No. 69 (Lot: 55) Angove Street, North Perth;
Rosemount Hotel (fmr), No. 464 (Lot: 87) Fitzgerald Street, North Perth;

Kyilla Primary School, No. 4 (Lot: 11088) Selkirk Street, North Perth;

Methodist Manse (fmr), Nos. 482-484 (Lot: 114) Newcastle Street, West Perth;
Presbytery, No. 64-66 (Lot: 10) Mary Street, Highgate;

Interwar Shops, Nos. 18-44 (Lot: 2) Angove Street, North Perth;

Goode Durrant & Murray Clothing Factory (fmr), No. 34 (Lots: 1-56) Palmerston
Street, Perth; and

Bulwer Street Group, No. 344 (Lot 2), No. 348 (Lot 7), No. 350 (Lot 8) & No. 354
(Lot 10) Bulwer Street, West Perth;

1.2 ADOPTS the removal of the following places from the Heritage List included in
Attachment 1 (Table 2):

Duplex, Nos. 158-160 (Lots: 1-3) Newcastle Stree, Perth;

House, No. 6 (Lot: 502) Money Street, Perth;

Two Town Houses, Nos. 179-181 (Lots: 1-2) Lincoln Street, Highgate;

Loftus Centre, No. 99 (Lot: 501) Loftus Street, Leederville;

Glick House, No. 18 (Lot: 70) Tennyson Street, Leederville;

Wood Bros Super Service Station (fmr), No. 342 (Lot: 100) Beaufort Street, Perth;
Duplex, Nos. 123 and 123a (Lot: 1-2) Glendower Street, Perth;

Terraces Town Houses, Nos. 2-4 (Lot: 60) Randell Street, Perth; and

Duplex, Nos. 395-397 (Lot: 28) William Street, Perth;

2. In accordance with Part 8 Clause 103(1) of the Heritage Act 2018 ADOPTS the recategorisation
of the following places on the Local Heritage Survey included in Attachment 1 (Table 3) and the
updated Place Record Forms included as Attachments 4 and 5 respectively:

e  Swan Maternity Hospital (fmr), No. 590 (Lot: 118) Newcastle Street, Perth from a LHS
Management Category 2 to Category 4; and

e House, No. 6 (Lot: 502) Money Street, Perth from a LHS Management Category 3 to
Category 4; and

3. NOTES that the Heritage Council of Western Australia, and all owners and occupiers of places
amended on the adopted Heritage List and Local Heritage Survey will be notified, in
accordance with Part 8 Clause 103(4) of the Heritage Act 2018 and Part 3 Clause 8(4) of the
Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The City commenced its Review of Heritage Places in 2024 to establish a new Local Heritage Survey (LHS)
and review the City’s Heritage List due to changes in the Heritage Act 2018 (Heritage Act).

Stage 1 of the review was completed in December 2025. This established the LHS, carried over and updated
the respective management categories for existing places on the former Municipal Heritage Inventory (MHI)
to a new Heritage List. It also identified a range of places for further consideration.

This report deals with Stage 2 which undertook further consultation on places that were identified through
Stage 1 to be added to, retained, or removed from the Heritage List.

Heritage is not only about the age, appearance or architecture of a building. A place may also be important
because of the people, events, community groups or shared experiences connected with it. These physical,
historic, social and cultural connections are collectively referred to as its cultural heritage significance.

The LHS and Heritage List serve different purposes, the:

e LHS records places that help tell Vincent's story; whilst the
e  Heritage List provides statutory protection through the planning system for places whose cultural
heritage significance warrants it.

This review is intended to ensure that the Heritage List reflects current heritage assessment practices and is
consistent with the City’s heritage policies adopted in 2024.

Community consultation on the proposed changes was undertaken between January and February 2026.
18 submissions were received, primarily relating to concerns about:

e  Whether places met the threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List.
e The effect of previous alterations or redevelopment on heritage significance.
e  The removal of some places that community members considered to have heritage value.

A key outcome of consultation was the identification of several places where additional information, changes
to the physical fabric of buildings, or changes to their surrounding context warranted further assessment.

In reviewing the matters raised in each submission, Administration has also obtained further specialist
heritage advice to inform assessments of each place against the policy setting.

Following consultation and reassessment, it is recommended that Council adopt the following changes:

e  The addition of 10 new places to the Heritage List.
e The removal of nine existing places from the Heritage List (recategorising two places on the LHS
concurrently).

These changes will result in a contemporary Heritage List of 287 places that more closely aligns with the
City's heritage policies, Heritage Council of WA (HCWA) guidance, specialist heritage advice and the
Heritage Act and Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015 (Regulations).

The recommendations aim to recognise and protect places of genuine cultural heritage significance while
allowing appropriate change and redevelopment.

Inclusion on the Heritage List does not prevent a place from being changed or redeveloped. It means that
planning approval may be required and that proposed changes must consider the identified heritage values
of the place.

A place removed from the Heritage List would still remain on the LHS. This allows its history and heritage
value to remain publicly recorded without applying the same statutory planning controls.

Heritage significance can also change over time. New information may emerge, community connections may
become better understood, or alterations to a place may affect its ability to demonstrate its heritage value.
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PURPOSE OF REPORT:

For Council to consider the outcomes of community consultation on Stage 2 of the City’s Heritage Review
which includes amendments to the Heritage List (Attachment 1).

The proposed amendments include:

e The addition of 10 new places onto the Heritage List.

e  The removal of nine existing places from the Heritage List (with two places being recategorised on the
LHS concurrently).

DELEGATION:

The Heritage Act requires local governments to prepare a LHS to identify and record places that are, or may
become, of cultural heritage significance.

The Regulations requires the local government to establish and maintain a Heritage List identifying places of
cultural heritage significance and worthy of built heritage conservation.

In accordance with the Local Government Act 1995, ‘local government’ refers to the elected Council.

Council has not provided any delegation to Administration for preparing or amending the LHS or Heritage
List.

BACKGROUND:

The HCWA and the Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter recognise that cultural heritage significance is not
determined solely by the appearance, age or architectural quality of a building.

The cultural heritage significance of a place can arise from aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual
values.

Why Cultural Heritage Significance Matters

Heritage places are important because they help tell the story of a community. They provide links to the
people, events, traditions and experiences that have shaped the character and identity of an area over time.
These places can create a sense of connection, belonging and continuity for current and future generations.

While often associated with attractive or historic buildings, cultural heritage significance may extend beyond
its physical appearance.

A place may be important because it reflects a defining period of local history, is associated with notable
people or community groups, serves as a long-standing gathering place, contributes to community identity,
or holds special meaning for residents.

Recognising heritage significance ensures that decisions about change and development are informed by
the individual cultural values of each place. This includes both tangible elements, such as buildings,
structures and landscape features, and intangible values, such as stories, memories, traditions, spiritual
connections and community attachment.

As Vincent grows to accommodate an additional 11,500 homes by 2050 to meet its State Government infill
targets, it is important that our cultural heritage significance is recorded through the LHS and protected
through the Heritage List.

This would help communities to understand their past, appreciate their shared identity, and retain the places
and stories that are important to Vincent’s local character as our neighbourhoods continue to evolve.

ltem 5.1 Page 3



COUNCIL BRIEFING AGENDA 11 AUGUST 2026

Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance & Vincent Framework

Vincent’s broader heritage framework consists of:

e Heritage Strategic Plan — Outlines the City’s strategic approach to identifying, protecting and celebrating
local heritage. A review of the current Heritage Strategic Plan has recently commenced and will
progress throughout 2026/2027.

e  Local Heritage Survey — This is an informing document that does not carry any weight in the planning
process, but records places that contribute to an understanding of the City's historical development and
cultural heritage captures by identifying places that have previously had, do, or may have cultural
heritage significance.

Places on the LHS are assigned a management category, which is based on the level of cultural
heritage significance and informs whether these should be included on the Heritage List.

Inclusion on the LHS does not provides any statutory protection, unlike the Heritage List.

e  Heritage List — Provides statutory protection through the planning system for places whose cultural
heritage significance warrants it.

This means that planning approval is required for alterations, additions, or demolition so that the
heritage values of the place can be considered as part of the proposal. Inclusion on the Heritage List
does not prevent all change or redevelopment.

e Local Planning Policies — The City has various policies which guide the identification, assessment and
protection of heritage significance through planning applications. These were last reviewed in
June 2024 and of most relevance to this report are:

- Local Planning Policy: Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance (Assessing Cultural Heritage
Significance Policy) which outlines that there are different types of cultural heritage significance
and criteria for this to be assessed.

- Amending the LHS, Heritage List and Designating Heritage Areas (Amending Heritage List Policy)
which outlines the process for identifying cultural heritage significance and preparing and
maintaining the LHS and Heritage List.

Types of Cultural Heritage Significance

Understanding the heritage values of a place is the first step in assessing the cultural heritage significance of
a place. Significance can arise from one or more different types of heritage value:

Types Common Ways of Being Expressed

Aesthetic Value Such as its architectural design, craftsmanship or contribution to local character.

Historic Value Through its connection to important events, people, industries or the development of
the area.

Scientific Value Because it can provide information through research or investigation.

Social Value Where it holds special meaning, memories or a sense of identity for a community.

Spiritual Value Through cultural, religious, ceremonial or symbolic associations.

Level of Cultural Heritage Significance

Cultural heritage exists on a spectrum, with some places demonstrating a very high level of significance and
others making a more modest contribution to the understanding of local history and identity.

After the cultural significance values have been identified, the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance
Policy then assigns a management category to each place based on its level of significance on the LHS.
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The management category helps determine whether a place should be included on the Heritage List:

e Category 1 and Category 2 places meet the policy threshold and are referred to Council for inclusion.

e Category 3 places are only considered for inclusion following a written request from the property owner.

e Category 4 places are below the threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List but remain recorded on the
LHS.

Review of Local Heritage Places

The City commenced its Review of Local Heritage Places in 2024 to meet its obligations under the Heritage
Act which require a LHS and Heritage List to be prepared for all places of cultural heritage significance.

The City did not previously have an LHS, and a broader review of the then-MHI was necessary. The Review
of Local Heritage Places progressed in two stages:

Stage 1 In December 2025 Council approved:
Completed e LHS and updates to the management categories of existing places.
e Consolidated Heritage List (no places were added to or removed through this
decision).

e Place Record Forms for all heritage places.

o Updated Thematic History.

Stage 2 In December 2025 Council also approved consultation for further changes to the Heritage

In Progress List to align with the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy categories:

e Adding 13 new places to the Heritage List identified in the LHS as Category 1, 2 or 3.

¢ Retaining 138 Category 3 places currently on the Heritage List (no changes were
proposed to existing Category 1 or 2 places).

o Removing seven Category 4 places currently on the Heritage List.

Consultation on Stage 2 of the Heritage Review finished in February 2026. Council is now required
to consider the submissions and make a final decision on changes to the Heritage List.

DETAILS:

Community Consultation

In accordance with the City’s Community and Stakeholder Engagement Policy and the Regulations,
community consultation was undertaken between 28 January 2026 and 23 February 2026.

The methods of advertising included:

e A notice and survey published on Imagine Vincent.

o 1,424 letters sent out to owners and occupiers of properties affected by the changes proposed through
Stage 2 of the Heritage Review.

e A public notice in PerthNow Central on 5 February 2026.

e  Signs installed to each of the seven Category 4 places proposed for removal from the Heritage List.

At the conclusion of consultation, a total of 18 submissions were received. This included 15 from owners of
heritage places and three from community members. Of these:

e 14 submissions objected to the inclusion or retention of Category 2 and Category 3 places.
e  Three submissions objected to the removal of Category 4 places.
e  One submission raised general concerns related to the impacts on heritage places from redevelopment.
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A summary of all submissions and Administration’s response is included in Attachment 2. A broad summary
of the comments is provided below:

Submission Key Themes

Objection to existing Category 3 places | Objections to Category 2 and 3 places being added or retained
and groups being retained. on the Heritage List generally related to views that the
surrounding context or place itself has changed and it no longer
meets the threshold, or there were previous decisions from
Council to remove these from the former MHI, and they should

Objection to new Category 2 and 3
places and groups of places being

added not be re-added.
Objection to removal of Category 4 Objections generally related to concerns that places still have
places from the Heritage List perceived heritage significance and should be retained.

Relevant Heritage Considerations

Matters that need to be weighed up when considering changes to the Heritage List under the City’s policy
setting include:

e  Owner Consultation — Feedback from property owners provides opportunities to receive local
knowledge and information to inform the assessment of cultural heritage significance.

Matters raised through consultation are given weight where they are supported by evidence relevant to
the heritage values of the place — not objections alone.

e Leqislative & Policy Framework — State legislation identifies the role of the LHS is to record places that
have or may have significance, and to inform whether these should be included on the Heritage List for
statutory protection.

The City’s policy setting outline how the levels of significance should be assessed and the process and
criteria used to inform changes to the Heritage List.

e  Heritage Significance Assessment — The City’s policy setting provides contemporary guidance aligned
with best practice from the HCWA to assess heritage significance, assign a management category, and
inform whether a place should be included on the Heritage List.

e Adaptive Reuse — The City’s policy setting allows for adaptation and redevelopment where the
respective cultural heritage values of a place are preserved and enhanced.

o Not Relevant Considerations — Additional costs from maintaining a heritage property, impacts on
property values, or perceptions around limited/constrained redevelopment opportunities.

In response to submissions received Administration has assessed the comments to the respective
places against the relevant policy criteria to inform its response.

Specialist Heritage Consultant Advice

Further advice was sought from the City’s heritage consultantinvolved in Stage 1 of the Heritage Review as
well as the City’s Design Review Panel (DRP) Heritage Specialist.

Advice relevant to specific places reflected in Attachment 1 and the broad principles are summarised as:
e Adding or Removing Places from Heritage List — Should be based on demonstrated cultural heritage

significance (such as integrity, authenticity, representativeness), not on owner preference, development
potential, or economic considerations.

o Recategorising or Removing Existing Places — Some existing places are appropriate to be recategorized
or removed from the Heritage List where alterations, loss of original fabric, or changes to context have
reduced their ability to clearly demonstrate heritage values.

Category 4 places are below the threshold for inclusion based on the City’s policy setting and generally
have not existed long enough to establish enduring aesthetic, social or contextual value.
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Retaining these places on the Heritage List risks undermining the heritage framework and policy setting.
In the short term these are more appropriate to remain recorded on the LHS where they can be
considered for elevation in the future.

o Retention of Contributory Places in a Broader Group Listing — Contributory places support collective
significance even where they are modest, altered, or not individually rare or architecturally
distinguished; such buildings can still demonstrate historical development and reinforce group values.

Heritage Council of WA Advice

Previous advice received from HCWA through Stage 1 recommended further refining of the Heritage List by
removing Category 4 places and reviewing Category 3 places in line with its LHS guidelines.

Updated advice from HCWA was not sought as part of Stage 2.

Proposed Modifications to Heritage List Following Consultation

Following consultation, a further assessment of places recommended to be added, retained or removed from
the Heritage List has been undertaken.

This assessment has considered the submissions received and any further information raised through these,
the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy, and advice received by the City’s DRP Heritage
Specialist and previously from the HCWA.

This has informed some recommended modifications to places. These are outlined in Attachment 1 and are

summarised below:

o New Category 2 Place — The Swan Maternity Hospital (fmr) was added to the LHS a Management
Category 2 place through Stage 1 of the review process and was subsequently proposed for inclusion
on the Heritage List through Stage 2.

Following consultation, detailed information was provided by the owner which lead to further
assessment. Based on this, it is recommended that the place be reclassified as a Category 4 place on
the LHS. This assessment considered the previous Council decision in 2012 to remove the place from
the former Municipal Heritage Inventory, the absence of new evidence indicating an increase in
significance since that time, and changes to the building and surrounding streetscape that have reduced
its integrity, authenticity and contextual value.

While the place retains historical and social associations as a former maternity hospital, these values
are only weakly expressed in the remaining fabric and setting. As such, the place is considered to align
more closely with the definition of a Category 4 place under the City's heritage framework.

As Category 4 places fall below the threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List, the place is no longer
recommended for listing. It would remain on the LHS as a Category 4 place, ensuring its historical
associations continue to be recognised and recorded.

An administrative update to the Place Record Form to reflect this recategorisation is included in
Attachment 4.

. Existing Category 3 Places — House, No. 6 Money Street and Duplex, Nos. 158-160 Newcastle Street in
Perth are existing Management Category 3 places on the LHS and were proposed to be retained on the
Heritage List through Stage 2.

These places were formerly within the City of Perth and were included on the then-Metropolitan
Redevelopment Authority (MRA)’s Central Perth Heritage Inventory and were consolidated into the
City’s updated Heritage List through Stage 1.

Following further review, these places are not recommended to be retained on the Heritage List. The
assessment concluded that alterations to the places, together with substantial changes to the
surrounding streetscapes and original context, have reduced their ability to demonstrate the levels of
aesthetic, representative and contextual significance that support Heritage List inclusion.
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House, No. 6 Money Street is also recommended to be reclassified to Category 4 on the LHS. An
administrative update would be made to the Place Record Form to reflect this recategorisation and is
included in Attachment 5.

Both places would remain on the LHS, ensuring that a record of their historical associations and local
heritage interest is retained.

e New Category 3 Places — The North Perth Chapel at No. 117 Angove Street, North Perth, and the
Cheriton Street Group at Nos. 60-62 and 64 Cheriton Street, Perth, were added to the LHS through
Stage 1 of the review process. Stage 2 considers whether places identified on the LHS should also be
included on the Heritage List.

The Amending the Heritage List Policy establishes two clear and separate processes: one for
considering the inclusion of newly identified Category 3 places on the Heritage List, and another for the
removal of places already included on the Heritage List.

For newly identified Category 3 places, Clause 1.6 provides that referral to Council for inclusion on the
Heritage List should only occur where a written request has been received from the property owner.
Both the North Perth Chapel and Cheriton Street Group were new places identified through the City’s
heritage review process, and the owners have objected to listing during consultation.

While both places have been assessed as having local heritage significance, this recommendation
reflects the application of the Amending the Heritage List Policy, which provides that newly identified
Category 3 places should only be referred for Heritage List inclusion at the request of the owner. This is
based on the policy framework adopted by Council rather than any absence of heritage significance.

This approach is distinct from the treatment of existing Heritage List places. Clause 1.7 provides that
removal should only occur where the original assessment was erroneous or the place has lost heritage
significance. Owner objection alone is not a basis for removal. This approach reflects the Policy’s higher
threshold for removing existing heritage protection than for deciding whether a newly identified
Category 3 place should be added.

Both places are recommended to remain on the LHS as Category 3 places, preserving the opportunity
for future inclusion on the Heritage List should circumstances or owner intentions change, should further
evidence become available, owner intentions change, or a future reassessment support Heritage List
inclusion.

o New Category 2 Places — All of the remaining Category 2 places that were proposed to be added to the
Heritage List are recommended for inclusion.

These places all demonstrate considerable cultural heritage significance, with the majority being public
buildings which have served the local community as well as having a high degree of integrity and
authenticity.

o Existing Category 4 Places — All of the seven Category 4 places that were proposed to be removed from
the Heritage List are recommended for removal.

These places were carried over from the former Municipal Heritage Inventory. They have since been
reassessed under the City’s current heritage framework and classified as Category 4.

This means that they have history or features worth recording, but the available evidence does not
demonstrate a level of cultural heritage significance that warrants statutory protection through the
Heritage List. They are therefore recommended for removal from the Heritage List while remaining on
the LHS.

This does not mean that the places have no local interest or value. They can be reassessed in the
future if new information or stronger evidence of heritage significance emerges.
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Recommended Heritage List

Based on these modifications there would be 287 number of places on the Heritage List comprising of:

Category 1 Category 2 Category 3 Category 4 Total
Added Places 0 6 4 0 10
Retained Places 54 93 139 0 286
Removed Places 0 1 1 7 -9
Updated Heritage List 54 98 142 0 287

Practical Impact for Heritage-Listed Places

Some concerns through consultation related to perceived constraints on redevelopment potential and
impacts on property value arising from inclusion on the Heritage List.

It is important to highlight that being heritage listed does not prevent development. But it does require any
changes to be carefully considered so that they respect, retain and enhance the heritage significance of the
place.

The expected outcome for each management category of the places varies with key principles for each
being:

Category 1 — Must retain and conserve the place and its significance as well as respect heritage values.
Category 2 — Change allowed but must not diminish identified cultural significance.

Category 3 — Development should acknowledge and respond to heritage value, but with more flexibility.
Category 4 — Should not be included on the Heritage List and no specific consideration is necessary.

LEGAL/POLICY:

Heritage Act 2018

Clause 103(1) requires all local governments to prepare and publish an LHS.
Clause 104 outlines that the purpose of a LHS is to:

. Identify and record places that are, or may become, of cultural heritage significance in its district;

e  Assist the local government in making and implementing decisions that are in harmony with cultural
heritage values;

. Provide a cultural and historical record of its district;
Provide an accessible public record of places of cultural heritage significance to its district; and
Assist the local government in preparing a heritage list or list of heritage areas under a local planning
scheme.

Clause 103(4) requires the LHS to be provided to the HCWA, each owner and occupier of the listed places,
and be made publicly available once it has been approved by Council.

Planning and Development (Local Planning Schemes) Regulations 2015

Clause 8(1) requires a heritage list to be established and maintained which identifies places that are of
cultural heritage significance and worthy of built heritage conservation.

Clause 8(3) requires naotification in writing to each owner and occupier of places that are proposed to be
entered on or removed from the Heritage List, or where a place on the Heritage List is proposed to be
modified.

Clause 8(4) requires the HCWA and owners and occupiers of each place to be notified of any entry, removal
or modification to the Heritage List.

Local Planning Policy — Amending the Local Heritage Survey, Heritage List and Designating Heritage Areas
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The following clauses are relevant to assessing the addition or removal of places from the Heritage List:

Clause 1.6 relates to the addition of places to the Heritage List:

Places identified as having exceptional (Category 1) or considerable significance (Category 2) will
automatically be referred to Council to be considered for inclusion on the Heritage List.

Places identified as having some significance (Category 3 and 4) will only be referred to Council for
consideration for inclusion in the Heritage List upon the receipt of a written request from the property

owner.

Clause 1.7 relates to the removal of places from the Heritage List:

Places will only be removed from the Heritage List if it can be demonstrated that their previous
assessment of cultural heritage significance was erroneous or that they have subsequently lost their

significance.

The poor state of a place should not in itself be a reason for removal from the Heritage List. Deletion of
a place from the list will only be considered if a structural condition report conducted by a registered

structural engineer states that the structural integrity of the place has failed to the point where it cannot
be rectified without the removal of a majority of its significant fabric.

Clause 4 outlines the matters that Council will consider:

Any submissions received during the public consultation period, with particular regard to be given to the
submissions of property owner/s of the place or in the area.
Any heritage assessment report and/or other heritage studies relating to the place or area.
Any advice received from the Heritage Council of Western Australia.
Any other matter it considers necessary.

Local Planning Policy: Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance

The following clauses relate to the assessment of cultural heritage significance.

Clause 1.5 outlines the relationship between the LHS management categories to inform the Heritage

List:

Level of

LPP: Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Categories

LHS Management

Significance | Description Threshold for Heritage List .
Categories

Exceptional Essential to the heritage of the All places to be_included in the 1
Significance locality Rare or outstanding heritage list

example
Considerable Very important to the heritage of | All places to be included in the 2
Significance the locality heritage list
Moderate/ Contributes to the heritage of the | Places may be included on 3
Some locality the heritage list
Significance
Little Has elements or values worth Below the threshold for 4
Significance noting for community interest but | inclusion into the heritage list

otherwise makes little
contribution.

Clause 4 outlines the criteria to assess whether a place has cultural heritage significance based on
Aesthetic, Historic, Social, Scientific or Spiritual Value.

Clause 5 outlines the criteria to assess the level of significance based on Rarity, Representativeness,
Integrity, Authenticity and Condition.
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Clause 8 outlines the criteria to assign a management category for the LHS based on the level of

significance:

Category 1: Exceptional Significance

An exceptional level of state and/or local cultural
heritage significance under one of the categories of
aesthetic, historic, social or scientific significance;
High degree of authenticity, for example it retains its
original use and/or its architectural integrity is highly
intact; and

Rare or outstanding example of its type, e.g. An
outstanding landmark; or exemplar of the
Federation Queen Anne style; or a building formally
used as a drill hall with close associations to the
armed services; or a park containing remnant
natural flora and fauna valued for its research and
reference purposes.

Category 2: Considerable Significance

o High level of aesthetic, historic, scientific
and/or social value for the local community;

o A key representative example of its type; and
o These places will typically have a high degree
of authenticity, but may still be very important

to the heritage of Vincent even if some

alterations have been undertaken, provided
these do not obscure an understanding of the

cultural heritage values of the place.

Category 3: Some/Moderate Significance

e Contributes to the heritage of the City:

e Helps to illustrate an important aspect of the history
of the City, but:

e Does not have important associations with
prominent people, events and/or activities;

e Does not have landmark or other aesthetic values
that make a particularly significant contribution to

the districts sense of place; and

® /s not a key representative or rare example of its

type.

Category 4: Little Significance

e Has elements or values worth noting for
community interest but otherwise makes little
contribution.

Corporate Document Development Policy

The City’s Corporate Document Development Policy sets out the process for the development and review of

the City’s corporate documents.

The review of the Heritage List has been undertaken in accordance with the Corporate Document
Development Policy and is required by the Heritage Act 2018 and the Regulations as set out above.

ENHANCED ENVIRONMENT ACCESSIBLE CITY

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
1995 AND ASSOCIATED
REGULATIONS

OTHER LEGISLATION AND
LOCAL LAWS

|

STRATEGY
/

paLICY —
|

ACTION PLANS
|
INTERNAL PROCEDURES

CULTURE & VISION ROLES & RELATIONSHIPS:

CONNECTED COMMUNITY

DECISION MAKING & MANAGEMENT ACCOUNTABILITY

THRIVING PLACES SENSITIVE DESIGN INNOVATIVE & ACCOUNTABLE

The Local Government Act 1995 and associated regulations preseribe the function and powers of a
local government and requires the Council to determine the local government’s policies (section 2.7).
Policies can be in the form of a strategy, policy, action plan o intemnal procedure, as set out in this
framework. A local government is also required to plan for the future, and have a Long Term Financial
Plan, Corporate Business Plan and Annual Bidget (together these form the IPRF)

Other legislation
8 ;

her prescribes the role of local

rernments. Includes but is not limited to:

o =

Hea
Local Government may also make Local Laws which are adopted by Council,

A Strategy sets out how the City will deliver on the pricrities of the Strategic Community Plan

© 2018 - 2028 to achieve the community’s vision. Time frame of 5 — 10 years. Adopted by Council

A Policy is the general rule or principle which is required to provide clear direction to Administration
on the day to day management of the city. Reviewed every four years and/or as a result of changing
legislation, strategic objectives or changing industry standards. Adopted by Council

List of actions required to deliver a strategy or implement high level and/or externally focussed

. policy position. The IPRF sets out plans that are required by legislation — including a Workforce Plan

and Asset Management
or policy position. Adopted |

wed in conjunction with changing legislation, strategic objectives

A series of actions conducted in a certain order to facilitate the operational aspects of policy statements

o orstrategies. Internal procedures explain the steps and the considerations to be followed by

Administration. Determined by Administration to ensure they remain relevant, effective and pragmatic

COMMITMENT T0 SUSTAINABILITY
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RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

Low: Adoption of the amended Heritage List through Stage 2 of the Heritage Review is low risk as the review
has been undertaken in accordance with the requirements of the Heritage Act 2018 and the Regulations.

Each place has been assessed against the City’s relevant local planning policies and informed by advice
from the City’s DRP Heritage Specialist, and previous advice provided by the HCWA received through
Stage 1 of the Heritage Review.

There are two key risks in adopting the Heritage List as recommended:

e  Stakeholder Dissatisfaction — This may arise where places are added or retained on the Heritage List
despite owners objecting.

e  Perceived Reduction in Heritage Protection— Community members may view the removal of places as a
reduction in heritage protection.

These risks are mitigated through the application of a transparent, evidence-based assessment process that
is consistent with the City's adopted heritage framework and aligned with HCWA'’s guidelines and results in a
contemporary Heritage List.

Dissatisfaction with the Heritage List is typically related to perceived impacts on redevelopment potential.
This risk can be managed through ongoing community education, awareness and promotion of the value and
importance of protecting our cultural heritage, and what this means for redevelopment.

This will form an important part of the upcoming Heritage Strategic Plan review and promotion of the annual
Heritage Assistance Fund.

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS:
This is in keeping with the City’s Strategic Community Plan 2022-2032:

Sensitive Design

Our built form character and heritage is protected and enhanced.
SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS:

Sustainable Vincent Framework & Enhanced Environment Strategy

This does not contribute to any specific sustainability outcomes of the Sustainable Vincent Framework
(SVF) or Enhanced Environment Strategy (EES); however, the Heritage List aims to preserve and protect
places of cultural heritage significance.

The protection and reuse of existing building stock would broadly align with the Resource Conservation
priority area of the SVF and EES outcomes to conserve resources and work towards a circular economy.

PUBLIC HEALTH IMPLICATIONS:

This is in keeping with the healthy urban planning and design of communities priority health outcomes of the
City’s Public Health Plan 2026-2031.

FINANCIAL/BUDGET IMPLICATIONS:

All costs associated with the Review of Heritage Places project have been met through the City’s operational
budget.

Heritage Assistance Fund

Places that are included on the Heritage List are eligible for financial assistance through the Heritage
Assistance Fund to undertake projects to conserve, maintain and enable the use of these places. The City
contributes up to 50 percent of the cost to a maximum of $5,000.
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Last year the City provided $52,931 in funding through the Heritage Assistance Fund.

$50,000 is allocated in the 2026/27 operational budget for the Heritage Assistance Fund and applications are
currently open, closing on 31 August 2026.

COMMENTS:

The outcomes of the Sensitive Design priority of the City’s Strategic Community Plan include “Our built form
character and heritage is protected and enhanced”.

Heritage controls operate within the broader context of Vincent evolving to accommodate additional housing
growth in line with our State Government infill target of 11,500 new homes by 2050.

As this growth occurs it is critical that the City has an updated heritage setting through the LHS and Heritage
List that supports change while ensuring that places of cultural heritage significance are appropriately
identified, recognised and conserved.

The Review of Heritage Places project is the most comprehensive assessment of the City's heritage places
in recent years and has provided an opportunity to:

e Apply a consistent and transparent framework across all places that incorporates contemporary heritage
assessment practices.

e  Consider new historical and contextual information alongside community feedback.

o Ensure that the Heritage List remains focused on places whose heritage significance warrants statutory
consideration when demolition, alterations or additions are proposed.

This recognises that heritage significance is not static. Community understanding of places can evolve, new
information may emerge, and the physical condition or integrity of places can change over time.

The review of the Heritage List is an essential component of responsible heritage management, ensuring
that heritage decisions remain evidence-based, considers community values, and is aligned with both
statutory requirements and best practice.

Approach to Heritage List

Stage 1 of the Review of Heritage Places maintained the status quo of all existing places being retained
while their respective management categories were updated and the LHS was prepared.

Stage 2 aims to make changes to the Heritage List which includes adding new places which were included
on the LHS as part of Stage 1 and removing existing places which do not meet the threshold for inclusion.

This aims to ensure alignment with Vincent and State policy guidance, that the LHS and Heritage List
perform their intended function, the integrity of the City’s Heritage Framework is strengthened, and there is
consistent and transparent approach for owners and the broader community.

e Individual Significance, Consultation & Specialist Advice — Any changes are merit-based and respond to
the detailed heritage considerations of the policy setting that outlines assessing cultural significance and
scenarios where it is appropriate for places to be added to or removed from the Heritage List.

The individual merits of places have been assessed, including detailed submissions received through
consultation which have provided new or clarifying information, as well as further specialist heritage
advice received by Administration.

This ensures that heritage listing is applied only where justified by significance, and reflects technical
heritage assessment, and what has been learned through consultation.

e Policy Alignment — Any changes are grounded in the City’s heritage framework by applying
management category thresholds consistently. This avoids ad-hoc and unjustified departures from the
recently adopted Assessing Cultural Heritage and the Amending the Heritage List policies that could
undermine the integrity of the Heritage List and create uncertainty for landowners and decision-makers.
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This is particularly relevant to Category 3 and Category 4 places, where clear guidance on thresholds
for inclusion is provided:

- Category 3 places contribute to the heritage of the locality and may be included on the Heritage List
based on the assessed cultural heritage significance and informed by consultation.

- Category 4 places have elements or values worth noting for community interest but are otherwise
below the threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List.

Any places that are not added to or removed from the Heritage List would continue to be recorded in the
LHS. This ensures that relevant place information remains documented and provides an opportunity for
places to be elevated in the future, without triggering statutory planning controls for the time-being.

Recommended Changes to the Heritage List

The key changes to the Heritage List that are recommended following consultation are detailed in
Attachment 1 and include:

o New Additions to Heritage List — 10 new places are recommended to be added to the Heritage List. This
includes six Category 2 and four Category 3 places that are identified on the LHS.

The recommended additions comprise places that demonstrate a clear level of cultural heritage
significance through a combination of aesthetic, historic and social values, with these values remaining
strongly evident through the surviving-built form, setting and community associations.

Many are well-established landmarks, community facilities, places of worship, schools, commercial
buildings and residential buildings that contribute to local identity, community memory and sense of
place. The places generally retain sufficient integrity and authenticity to clearly demonstrate their
significance, and their inclusion aligns the City's heritage framework.

Their inclusion on the Heritage List is intended to ensure that future development appropriately
responds to the identified heritage values while supporting the ongoing use and adaptation of heritage
places. It does not prevent redevelopment or change.

e  Existing Places to be Removed — Nine existing places are recommended to be removed from the
Heritage List. This includes one Category 2, one Category 3, and seven Category 4 places that are
identified on the LHS.

For the Category 2 and Category 3 places, further assessment has identified that substantial alterations,
additions, reconstruction works or changes to the surrounding context have occurred over time. This
has reduced the integrity, authenticity or legibility of both places and means that they no longer
demonstrate their heritage values. Both places would also be concurrently recategorized on the LHS to
accurately reflect these updates.

In 2024 Council approved the City’s updated heritage policies which included Category 4 as a new
management category to provide clarity for whether a place has sufficient value to be included on the
Heritage List.

The recommended changes are based on reassessment against the City’s heritage framework and
supported by specialist heritage advice. These changes recognise that heritage significance is not static
and may change over time as places are altered, new evidence emerges, or community understanding
evolves.

Retention on the LHS allows these places to continue to be recognised and reassessed in the future
where appropriate.
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Implementing & Promoting Heritage Outcomes

Heritage is ultimately about more than buildings. It is about the people, stories and experiences that have
shaped the community over time.

By working collaboratively with the community and property owners as custodians, we can continue to
ensure that cultural heritage significance remains a valued and meaningful part of Vincent’s future.

Looking ahead, the focus will be on working in partnership with the community to celebrate local heritage and
support property owners through:

e Ongoing initiatives such as the Heritage Assistance Fund, including promoting and celebrating
outcomes of funded conservation projects.

e  Exploring new opportunities for education, storytelling and community engagement through the Heritage
Strategic Plan review.

e Reviewing and updating existing, and developing new resources for owners of heritage places to
provide clear and easy-to-understand guidance to support renovations or redevelopment that ensures
the continued use of these places while aligning with the intended policy outcomes.
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Recommended Amendments to Heritage List

Table 1 - New Additions to Heritage List

Place Name — Statement of Significance Administration Comment
Category
Castellorizian 2 The place has aesthetic value for the remaining form e Heritage Significance — The place demonstrates

House

No.160 Anzac
Road, Mt
Hawthorn

and detail of its construction in 1913 in the Federation
Bungalow style.

The place is a landmark in the streetscape as one of the
few homes of this style in the vicinity and f or its location
on a prominent corner.

The place has historic value for its association with
prominent community member and businessman John
Henry Beveridge who was an advocate for the Mount
Hawthorn community and the AIF servicemen and
women.

The place has historic value for its association with the
Castellorizian Association who have been providing a
valued service to the migrants from Castellorizo and the
wider Greek community since 1912.

The place has social value as it has been the venue for
many community events since the early 20th century,
the majority of which have been for the wider
community benefit. In recent decades it has been the
venue for members of the Greek community to gather
and share support and services.

considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values as a long-standing community
landmark and a local landmark as one of the few remaining
grand villas in Mt Hawthorn.

Consultation — Objection received from owner objecting the
proposed inclusion on the Heritage List.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment — Appropriately assessed as
LHS Management Category 2 place and recommended for
inclusion on Heritage List.

The place derives significance from the combination of its
physical presence, landmark qualities, historic associations
and ongoing community role.

The place retains a high level of integrity, continues to serve
an important community function, and is closely associated
with both John Henry Beveridge and the Castellorizian
Association.

As one of the few remaining landmark Federation-era
residences in Mount Hawthorn, it makes a considerable
contribution to the heritage of the locality. These values
collectively demonstrate a level of significance consistent
with Management Category 2.

Additional Noting — Inclusion on the Heritage List does not
preclude redevelopment or change but ensures that future



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2693/p27562-castellorizian-house-160-anzac-rd-mount-hawthorn
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proposals are appropriately considered and respond to the
elements that convey its significance.

The City’s heritage policies are designed to support the
continued and viable use of heritage places, particularly
where their significance is grounded in long-standing social
and community value.

Mount Hawthorn

Community
Centre

No. 197
Scarborough
Beach Rd, Mt
Hawthorn

The place has aesthetic value for its demonstration of
the Post War International Style applied to a community
facility and a landmark in the streetscape.

This place and its setting within mature and expansive
gardens provide a marked contrast to the adjacent built
up urban environment and Scarborough Beach Road.

The place has historic value for its association with the
development of the Mt Hawthorn community in the
period following World War Two as the land northwest
of the City of Perth was subdivided and developed.

The place has historic value for its association with the
Braithwaite family who made a significant contribution to
the management and design of the parks and gardens
in the area now overseen by the City of Vincent.

The place has historic value for its association with
architects Ean McDonald & Whittaker who were
prominent architects in the post war period.

The place has social value for many members of the
community as it has been the venue for a wide range of
community and private events since its construction.

The hall has social value for its ongoing presence in the
streetscape and therefore contributes to the community
sense of place.

Heritage Significance — The place demonstrates
considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values as a public place which has made
a positive impact to the local ‘sense of place’ and identity.

Consultation - No submissions received.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 2 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Wesley Mission
Hall (fmr)

No. 69 Angove
Street, North
Perth

The former Wesley Mission Church has aesthetic value
as a simple example of the Federation Gothic style.

The recently constructed church in a traditional style is
a landmark in the streetscape for its scale and location
in a prominent position.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates

considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values with its strong connection to



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2674/p27565-mount-hawthorn-community-centre-197-scarborough-beach-rd-mt-hawthorn
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Recommended Amendments to Heritage List

The place has historic value for its association with the
development of North Perth in the early 20th century
and the provision of spiritual and social services to the
community by the Wesleyan and later Methodist
Church.

The place has historic value for its association with the
Macedonian Community who have been active in
providing a wide range of services and facilities to their
own, and the wider community.

The place has historic value for its association with the
wave of migration of Macedonian peoples in the 1960s
and 1970s which lead to the dynamic growth of the
Macedonian Community facilities and services,
particularly in North Perth.

The place has social value for the members of the
community who attended the former Methodist Church
until the 1960s and the subsequent members of the
Macedonian Orthodox Church who have attended this
church and contributed to the construction of the new
church alongside it.

members of its former Methodist members and later
Macedonian Orthodox members.

Consultation - No submissions received.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 2 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Rosemount

Theatre (fmr)

No. 464
Fitzgerald
Street, North
Perth

The place has aesthetic value for the remaining
evidence of the Inter War Stripped Classical style on the
upper floor of the main fagade.

The place is a landmark in the streetscape for its bulk
and scale on this prominent street junction and its
position on the front of the lot.

The place has historic value for its association with the
establishment and development of North Perth in the
Inter War period.

The place has historic value for its association with
leading architectural firms of the mid-20th century,
Rosenthal and Rosenthal, and Oldham Boas and Ednie
Brown who undertook design work on the building.

The place has social value for its provision of an
entertainment venue for the community since 1923.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates
considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values especially for its provision as an
entertainment venue for the community since 1923.

Consultation - No submissions received.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 2 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.
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The changes of use have always included opportunities
for groups to gather and has therefore been a place
visited by a wide cross section of the community.

The theatre has social value for its ongoing presence in
the streetscape and therefore contributes to the
community sense of place.

Kyilla Primary
School

No. 4 Selkirk
Street, North
Perth

The place is representative of the pattern of linear
expansion typical of many schools, which expanded to
reflect the development and population growth of the
local area.

The original portions of the school are a late
representative example of a primary school in the Inter-
War Georgian Revival style located in the Metropolitan
region.

The place has historic value for its association with the
development of North Perth in the Inter War and post
war period when population growth lead to demands for
services. The existence of both Boys’ and Girls’ Shelter
Sheds that date from the early years of the
establishment of the school is likely to be rare.

The place has social value for the many members of the
community who have attended the place as students,
teachers or the family and friends of those who have
attended the school for a range of purposes.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates
considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

The place is of historic, social and aesthetic significance as
a substantially intact school that reflects the development of
North Perth and the expansion of educational services
during the Inter-War and post-war periods.

Its heritage value is enhanced by the retention of Inter-War
Georgian Revival buildings and rare surviving Boys' and
Girls' Shelter Sheds, together with its long-standing
association with generations of students and the local
community.

Consultation - No submissions received.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 2 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Methodist
Manse (fmr)

No. 482-484
Newcastle
Street, West
Perth

The place is a good and largely intact example of a
generous residence built in the Federation Queen Anne
style. The exterior features considerable original detail
in the timber and masonry.

The place is an imposing structure of significant
proportions and is a landmark in the streetscape. The
place has historic importance as it demonstrates the

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates
considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values especially ongoing provision of
medical services and its presence in the streetscape.

Consultation - No submissions received.
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pattern of suburban evolution of the metropolitan area
following the Gold Rush.

The place has historic value for its association with the
Wesleyan/ Methodist Church in Western Australia and
their provision of services to the community.

The place has historic value for its association with the
provision of medical services from this site from the
1920s until the 21st century, and demonstrates the type
of small scale GP practice that was common throughout
the metropolitan area in the 20th century.

This place is valued by the community for the continuity
of its presence in the streetscape which contributes to
the community sense of place.

The place had an important social value to the
community as it has been the venue of health services
to the community since the 1920s and would have been
visited by many members of the community.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 2 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Presbytery, 64-
66 Mary Street

No. 64-66 Mary
Street, Highgate

The place has aesthetic value as a good and largely
intact example of the Federation Queen Anne style
executed in brick with the main elevation retaining
original detail.

The place is a landmark in the streetscape as a large
and imposing residence in Mary Street where the
residences are largely smaller scale.

The place reflects the expansion and development of
residential and commercial buildings on the city fringes
during the rapid population increase of the 1890’s gold
boom and the early years of the twentieth century.

The place is a good demonstration of generous housing
for professionals and their families in the early 20th
century.

This place is valued by the community for the continuity
of its presence in the streetscape which contributes to
the community sense of place.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates
considerable cultural heritage significance with a high
degree of integrity and authenticity.

The place is significant as a largely intact Federation Queen
Anne residence that demonstrates the growth of Perth
during the gold boom era and early twentieth century. It is
valued for its landmark presence in the streetscape, its
representation of substantial housing for professional
families, and its contribution to the community's sense of
place.

Consultation - No submissions received.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 3 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.
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Interwar Shops

18-44 Angove
Street

No’s. 18-44
Angove St,
North Perth

The group of shops have aesthetic value as good and
largely intact examples of shops built in the first
decades of the 20th century with minimal detail but
consistent form.

The group of shops are a landmark in the streetscape
that contribute to this precinct.

The place has historic value for its association with the
establishment and development of North Perth in the
early 20th century and the provision of services for the
growing community.

The place has social value for its ongoing presence in
the streetscape and therefore contributes to the
community sense of place.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates moderate
cultural heritage significance with some altered or modified
elements, not necessarily detracting from the overall
significance of the place.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values as a largely intact examples of
shops built in the first decades of the 20th century providing
services for the growing community.

Consultation - Objection received from one owner which
objected to the proposed inclusion on the Heritage List.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment - The significance of the place
relates to its broad streetscape as a collective group of
buildings, rather than the individual building itself.

It is important that all contributory buildings are included to
preserve the collective heritage values. Removal of
individual buildings would risk undermining this value and
integrity.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 3 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Goode Durrant

& Murray
Clothing Factory

(fmr)

No. 34
Palmerston
Street, Perth

The place is a good example of robust Federation
Warehouse style adapted for contemporary residential
development.

This place is a landmark in the streetscape for its bulk,
scale, prominent fagade and location on the front
property boundary. The former factory has historic value
for its association with the Goode Durrant and Murray
Co who was a significant employer in the district, and a
leading Australian company in the 20th century.

The place has historic value as a demonstration of
manufacturing which was common north of the city
centre. Its adaptation to residential use provides an
understanding of the change of uses in the district.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates moderate
cultural heritage significance with some altered or modified
elements, not necessarily detracting from the overall
significance of the place.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
historic and social values especially a landmark in the
streetscape for its bulk, scale, prominent fagade and location
on the front property boundary. The former factory was a
significant employer in the district, and a leading Australian
company in the 20th century.

Consultation - No submissions received.
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https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2683/p27561-goode-durrant-and-murray-clothing-factory-(fmr)-34-palmerston-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2683/p27561-goode-durrant-and-murray-clothing-factory-(fmr)-34-palmerston-st-perth
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This place is valued by the community for the continuity
of its presence in the streetscape which contributes to
the community sense of place.

Further Policy Assessment — No further assessment was
undertaken for this place following consultation.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 3 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Bulwer Street
Group

No’s. 344, 348,
350 & 354
Bulwer Street,
West Perth

The group of houses are a good, largely intact
demonstration of brick homes of the Federation
Bungalow and Inter War Californian Bungalow style
residences executed in brick.

As a group the residences make a contribution to the
streetscape for their demonstration of the settlement of
the area.

The group of houses demonstrate the development of
this portion of West Perth in the early 20th century for
skilled and professional workers and their families.

The scale and form of the houses demonstrate typical
houses that were built in the early 20th and late 19th
century for skilled and professional workers and their
families.

Heritage Significance - The place demonstrates moderate
cultural heritage significance with some altered or modified
elements, not necessarily detracting from the overall
significance of the place.

Its significance is evident primarily through its aesthetic, and
social values as they demonstrate the development of this
portion of West Perth in the early 20th century for skilled and
professional workers and their families.

Consultation - Objection received from one owner objected
to the proposed inclusion on the Heritage List.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment - The Bulwer Street Group
demonstrates heritage significance through its strong
cohesion and reliance on contributory properties to express
its collective values rather than individual buildings
themselves.

It is important that all contributory buildings are included to
preserve the collective heritage values. Removal of
individual buildings would risk undermining this value and
integrity.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management
Category 3 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and meets
the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2635/p27585-bulwer-street-group-344-348-350-354-bulwer-st-west-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2635/p27585-bulwer-street-group-344-348-350-354-bulwer-st-west-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
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Table 2 - Removal from Heritage List

Place Name
(

LHS
Category

Administration Comment

Duplex, 158-160
Newcastle St

No. 158-160
Newcastle Street,
Perth

3

Heritage Significance - The place is representative as an example of a modest residential building for working
families dating from the late nineteenth and early twentieth century.

Consultation - A submission from the owner objecting to this place being on the Heritage List was received
during consultation.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment — While originally valued as a modest Federation Bungalow, cumulative alterations

have significantly reduced the integrity and authenticity of the built form. These alterations include replacement of
the original roof and verandah, reconstruction and modification of fagade openings, removal of original chimneys

and rear fabric, and the construction of a substantial three-storey addition to the rear.

The place was previously included on Heritage List through Stage 1 as a legacy from the City’s absorption of this
portion of the City of Perth. It formed one of the heritage places on the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority
(MRA)’s Central Perth Heritage Inventory. Subdivision which later allowed for development to the rear of the site
was also approved whilst under the authority of the former MRA.

The substantial cumulative alterations approved by the MRA as outlined above have resulted in the place no
longer demonstrating sufficient integrity and authenticity and recommends removal from the Heritage List.

The place is most appropriate Retention on the LHS ensures the place is appropriately identified and
documented as part of the cultural heritage and historical development of the City.

House, 6 Money St

No. 6 Money Street,
Perth

Heritage Significance - The place has aesthetic value as a modestly detailed Federation Queen Anne style
executed in brick and forms part of a group of residential and commercial buildings contributing to the historic
character of the area.

Consultation - A submission from the owner objecting to inclusion on the Heritage List was received during
consultation.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment - Site previously included on Heritage List through Stage 1 as a legacy from the
City’s absorption of this portion of the City of Perth. It formed one of the heritage places on the MRA's Central
Perth Heritage Inventory.

The surrounding context has been substantially altered over time through redevelopment, subdivision and
changes in land use previously approved by the MRA. As a result, the historic setting has been eroded to a
degree that the place no longer contributes meaningfully to a coherent or legible historic streetscape, nor does it
support interpretation of broader historic or social themes.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2597/p27676-duplex-158-160-newcastle-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2597/p27676-duplex-158-160-newcastle-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2583/p27683-house-6-money-st-perth
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It does not demonstrate a level of design quality, intactness or aesthetic distinction that would meet the threshold
for notable aesthetic value as set out in policy setting and the Burra Charter.

Comparative analysis, undertaken in accordance with the HCWA Guidelines for the Assessment of Local
Heritage Places, indicates that there are more intact, better presented and more contextually legible examples of
Federation Queen Anne residences within the City.

The heritage values are now largely interpretive rather than fabric-based, and warrants recognition on the LHS
but should not be retained on the Heritage List. The place has been recommended to be reclassified in the LHS
from Category 3 to Category 4 and therefore removal from the Heritage List.

Two Town Houses,
179-181 Lincoln St

No. 179-181 Lincoln
Street, Highgate

Heritage Significance - The townhouses are a good example of inner-city town houses in the late 20t Century
Late Modern Style, with value due to winning the RAIA (WA Chapter) George Temple Poole Prize in 2000.

Consultation — A submission was received from a community member objecting to removal from the Heritage
List during consultation.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment — While the development demonstrates architectural quality and received

professional recognition at the time of construction, these attributes alone do not meet the threshold required for
statutory protection on the Heritage List, which is intended for places with clearly established and enduring
heritage values.

The management recommendations associated with Category 4 places are considered sufficient to recognise
and conserve the identified heritage values at this time and do not prevent future reassessment should additional
evidence or broader contextual significance emerge.

This approach appropriately acknowledges the place’s architectural interest and contribution to local character
while maintaining a clear distinction between places of limited cultural heritage value and those considered
worthy of statutory heritage conservation under the City’s adopted policy framework.

Retention on the LHS ensures the place is recorded and acknowledged, while allowing for future reassessment
should its heritage significance become more clearly demonstrated through increased rarity, representativeness
or community association.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in
the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage
List.

Loftus Centre

No. 99 Loftus Street,
Leederville

Heritage Significance - The primary cultural heritage value of the Loftus Centre lies in its social and community
associations, rather than its built form.

Consultation — No submissions were received during consultation.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2578/p18033-two-townhouses-179-181-lincoln-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2578/p18033-two-townhouses-179-181-lincoln-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2706/p18034-loftus-centre-99-loftus-st-leederville
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Further Policy Assessment — The social and community values are acknowledged but they are not strongly
expressed through the physical fabric of the building and therefore do not meet the threshold for statutory
protection.

Although the place functions as a local landmark and community hub, particularly in association with the adjacent
City of Vincent administration centre, this value is largely contextual and functional, rather than indicative of a

place warranting built heritage conservation.

The place has been subject to substantial alterations and additions, which have diminished its integrity and ability
to clearly demonstrate heritage values through its built form

Retention on the LHS appropriately recognises the place’s ongoing community role and historical associations,
without applying statutory controls that are intended for places with stronger, more clearly defined cultural
heritage significance.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in
the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage
List.

Glick House

No. 18 Tennyson
Street, Leederville

Heritage Significance - Constructed in 1999, Glick House is an award winning example of Late Twentieth
Century Functionalist style applied to an infill development of residence and studio.

Consultation - One submission was received from a community member objecting to the removal of the place
from the Heritage List during consultation.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.

Further Policy Assessment — This a relatively recent development, and there has been insufficient time to
establish whether it demonstrates enduring cultural heritage significance, particularly in terms of long-term
community value or contribution to the streetscape.

While the place demonstrates competent and recognisable architectural design, it has not been shown to
possess the rarity, landmark significance, technical innovation, representativeness or broader cultural influence
typically associated with places of a higher categorisation or included on a Heritage List.

While there is some recognised design quality and potential heritage interest, it currently makes only a limited
contribution to the cultural heritage of the locality and falls below the threshold for retention on the Heritage List.

Retention on the LHS ensures the place is recorded and acknowledged, while allowing for future reassessment
should its heritage significance become more clearly demonstrated through increased rarity, representativeness
or community association.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2414/p18055-glick-house-18-tennyson-st-leederville
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It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in
the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage
List.

Wood Bros Super
Service Station (fmr)

Heritage Significance — Representative of early associations with the motor vehicle industry in the Inter-War

No. 342 Beaufort
Street, Perth

period and has social value for its contribution to the community sense of place.

Consultation - No submissions were received during consultation.

Further Policy Assessment — The existing structure is largely a reconstruction of the original building, with

minimal surviving original fabric, resulting in low integrity and a limited ability to demonstrate its cultural heritage
significance through physical form

While the reinterpretation of original elements (such as the canopy) acknowledges and references the historic
place, this approach represents a contemporary expression rather than retained heritage fabric and does not
meet the threshold required for statutory heritage protection.

The ongoing use of the site as a service station maintains a degree of historical continuity; however, this
functional association alone is insufficient to justify inclusion on the Heritage List where physical integrity has
been substantially lost.

Heritage values are now largely interpretive rather than fabric-based, and warrants recognition on the LHS but
should not be retained on the Heritage List.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in the
Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage List.

Duplex, 123
Glendower St

No’s. 123 and 123A
Glendower Street,
Perth

Heritage Significance — The Duplex is a fine example of the Late Modern style. It was commended in the RAIA
(WA Chapter) Awards - Multi Residential program in 2000.
Consultation - No submissions were received during consultation.

Further Policy Assessment — Constructed in 1999, the place is a relatively recent development, and there has
been insufficient passage of time to determine whether it demonstrates enduring cultural heritage significance,

particularly in terms of long-term community recognition or contribution to the streetscape.

While the place has interest as an example of Late 20th Century Late Modern architecture and received
professional commendation at the time of construction, this reflects design quality at a point in time and does not
yet justify statutory protection on the Heritage List. It currently makes only a limited contribution to the cultural
heritage of the locality.

Retention on the LHS ensures the place is recorded and acknowledged, while allowing for future reassessment
should its heritage significance become more clearly demonstrated through increased rarity, representativeness
or community association.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2517/p4175-wood-bros-super-service-station-(fmr)-342-beaufort-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2517/p4175-wood-bros-super-service-station-(fmr)-342-beaufort-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2560/p18007-duplex-123-glendower-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2560/p18007-duplex-123-glendower-st-perth
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It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in
the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage
List.

Terraced
townhouses, 2-4
Randell St

No’s 2-4 Randell
Street, Perth

Heritage Significance — The terraced townhouses are sophisticated examples of their genre and were awarded
the RAIA (WA Chapter) Award for Multi Residential development in 1999. The townhouses demonstrate the
evolution of housing styles and demographics of the inner suburbs of the City of Vincent.

Consultation - No submissions were received during consultation.

Further Policy Assessment — Constructed in 1997, the place is a relatively recent development, and there has
been insufficient passage of time to determine whether it demonstrates enduring cultural heritage significance,

particularly in terms of long-term community recognition or contribution to the streetscape.

While the place has interest as an example of Late 20th Century Late Modern architecture and received
professional commendation at the time of construction, this reflects design quality at a point in time and does not
yet justify statutory protection on the Heritage List. It currently makes only a limited contribution to the cultural
heritage of the locality.

Retention on the LHS ensures the place is recorded and acknowledged, while allowing for future reassessment
should its heritage significance become more clearly demonstrated through increased rarity, representativeness
or community association.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in
the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage
List.

Duplex, 395-397
William St

No. 395-397 William
Street, Perth

Heritage Significance - The place has some aesthetic value for the remaining evidence of its original
construction in the Federation Georgian style and as a landmark in the streetscape because it is one of the few
two storey buildings in the vicinity.

The place reflects the expansion and development of residential and commercial buildings on the city fringes
during the rapid population increase of the 1890’s gold boom and the early years of the twentieth century.

Consultation - No submissions were received during consultation.

Further Policy Assessment — The place, originally constructed ¢.1899, has undergone extensive alterations
and additions over time that have significantly diminished its integrity, with limited original fabric remaining to
demonstrate its historic form or function.

As a result, the building has a reduced ability to clearly express its cultural heritage significance through its
physical fabric, which is a key requirement for inclusion on the Heritage List.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2613/p18045-terraced-townhouses-2-4-randell-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2613/p18045-terraced-townhouses-2-4-randell-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2613/p18045-terraced-townhouses-2-4-randell-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2633/p18070-duplex-395-397-william-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2633/p18070-duplex-395-397-william-st-perth
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While the place retains historical associations as an early mixed residential and commercial premises, these
values are now weakly expressed in the surviving structure and are better recognised through documentation
rather than statutory conservation based on heritage consultant advice.

Retention on the LHS ensures the place is recorded and acknowledged, acknowledging its historic origin and
contribution to the development of the area, while confirming that it makes only a limited contribution to the
cultural heritage of the locality.

It has been appropriately assigned LHS Management Category 4 based on the assessment criteria outlined in

the Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance Policy and does not meet the threshold for inclusion on Heritage
List.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/763/local-planning-policy-assessing-cultural-heritage-significance
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Table 3 - Amendments to Local Heritage Survey

Existing | Proposed
Place Name
LHS LHS Statement of Significance Administration Comment
Category | Category
Swan Maternity 2 4 The place has aesthetic value for the remaining Heritage Significance - Aesthetic and social value as a

Hospital (fmr)

No. 590
Newcastle
Street, Perth

form and detail of its original function as a simple
maternity hospital demonstrating the Federation
Queen Anne style.

The place has historic value for its association
with the many small maternity hospitals that
operated in the suburbs of Perth in the first half
of the 20th century.

The place has historic value for its association
with Nurse Alice Maud Mary Stockley who was
recognised by her peers and the community for
the work she did as a midwife.

The place has social value for the members of
the community who have attended the place for
medical services for a variety of reasons since
its establishment in the early 20th century.

suburban maternity hospital on the Federation Queen
Anne style from first half of the 20th century.
Consultation - A submission from the owner objecting
to inclusion on the Heritage List was received during
consultation.

See Attachment 2 for full response to submission.
Further Policy Assessment — This was included as a
new entry onto the LHS in Stage 1 and not currently
included on Heritage List.

Significant modification of the surrounding streetscape,
including road widening, demolition of adjacent historic
buildings and the loss of the original residential context,
has materially diminished the place’s aesthetic and
landmark values.

The building no longer reads as part of a coherent
historic streetscape and is visually isolated within a
substantially altered environment. As a result, it does
not demonstrate a high degree of aesthetic value.
Remaining historical associations weakly expressed in
the surviving fabric and setting, reducing its ability to
clearly communicate heritage values with diminished
integrity, authenticity and aesthetic value.

Earlier determinations by both the City (2012 removal
from the Municipal Heritage Inventory) and the State
Heritage Council confirm that the place has long been
recognised as having limited built heritage value, with
significance primarily derived from general historical
associations rather than physical characteristics.

The place better aligns with the definition of a Category
4 entry on the LHS, recognising that while it retains
some historical interest, it makes only a limited



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2640/p17281-swan-maternity-hospital-(fmr)-590-newcastle-st-west-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2640/p17281-swan-maternity-hospital-(fmr)-590-newcastle-st-west-perth
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contribution to the cultural heritage of the locality. Not
recommended to be included on the Heritage List.

House, 6
Money St

No. 6 Money
Street, Perth

Refer to Table 2. o  Further Policy Assessment - The place has been
recommended to be reclassified in the LHS from
Category 3 to Category 4. Refer to assessment in
Table 2.



https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2583/p27683-house-6-money-st-perth
https://www.vincent.wa.gov.au/documents/2583/p27683-house-6-money-st-perth
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Affected Place LHS Summary of Submission Administration Administration Response
Category Recommendation
Castellorizian House [2 (New) |Object |The LHS focuses on the historical significance of the |Add to Heritage List ¢ Significance - No. 160 Anzac Road is a local landmark and one of the few remaining grand villas in Mount
site but references the building's architectural merit in Hawthorn. The place demonstrates considerable cultural heritage significance, primarily through its historic
No. 160 Anzac Road, justifying the site as being Management Category 2. (refer to Attachment 1 — and social values, including its long-standing role as a community facility and contribution to the identity of
Mt Hawthorn The HCWA Guidelines emphasize the importance of Table 1) the local area.
the historical value rather than any architectural merit in e Further Assessment - Following consultation, further assessment was undertaken. This concluded that No.
the assessment. 160 Anzac Road should remain a Management Category 2 place and be added to the City's Heritage List,
as its recognised heritage values are substantially greater than the threshold for a Category 4 classification.
The building |t§elf has mm@al h|stor|call :f\rchltgctura! Under the City’s Assessing Cultural Heritage Policy, Management Category 2 applies to places of
value. Introducing the architectural merit is a distraction considerable significance that are very important to the heritage of the locality and are included on the
to the discussion because the building was seen to be Heritage List.
Very |mp(.)|rt:;nt to ”r:i h(:rltalge oftthe locality not Category 4 applies to places of little significance that make only a limited contribution to local heritage and
necessarily for architectural merit. fall below the threshold for Heritage List inclusion.
The historical significance of the site, including the The heritage assessment for No. 160 Anzac Road identified historic and social values that align with the
association with Mr Beveridge and the Castellorizian criteria for cultural heritage significance and support its classification as a place of considerable significance
Association, is already addressed and acknowledged in rather than a Category 4 place.
the signage shown in the photos tabled last week. This o To Note - Management Category 2 does not seek to preserve a place in its entirety or prevent
signage could be used as a model to ensure the redevelopment or change. Rather, consistent with the Burra Charter-based assessment framework, it
historical significance of the site is permanently requires that the elements which express the place's identified heritage significance are understood and
recorded. appropriately considered in the assessment of future development proposals.
. . L , This approach supports the ongoing use and viability of the place while safeguarding its identified heritage
As the building has minimal historical architectural values in accordance with the applicable legislative and policy framework.
value and the signage records the site's historical L . o ] . ]
significance, | strongly request that 160 Anzac Road, The City's heritage framework is mtendeq to suppprt the pontlnued and V|able_ use of heritage places. Future
Mount Hawth be listed on the LHS as M t development proposals are assessed using a flexible policy framework that distinguishes between
ount Hawthorn be fisted on the as Managemen significant and non-significant elements and allows change where appropriate, ensuring heritage values are
Category 4. recognised while enabling outcomes that respond to contemporary needs.
Interwar Shops 3 (New) |Object |[Does do not consider that No. 18 Angove Street should |Add to Heritage List ¢ Significance - No. 18 Angove Street is a contributory place within the Interwar Shops Heritage Place which
, be included as Management Category 3 and request it consists of No’s.18-44 Angove Street. It derives its significance from its role in maintaining a cohesive
No’s.18-44 Angove not be included on the Heritage List. (refer to Attachment 1 - streetscape and the collective heritage values of the group. This is evident primarily through its aesthetic,
Street, North Perth Table 1) historic and social values as a largely intact examples of shops built in the first decades of the 20th century
providing services for the growing community.
e Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. The removal of No.
18 Angove Street would diminish the integrity of the broader group of buildings and would contribute to
incremental erosion of its identified heritage values. To maintain this value, it is important that the collection
of buildings that comprise the place be added to the Heritage List as a cohesive group consistent with Local
Planning Policy - Assessing Cultural Heritage Significance (Cultural Heritage Significance Policy).
o To Note - With the exception of No. 18 Angove Street, it is noted that no other property owners within the
group have objected to the proposed inclusion on the Heritage List.
Bulwer St Group 3 (New) |Object |Objectto No. 350 Bulwer Street being included on the |Add to Heritage List o Significance - No. 350 Bulwer Street is a contributory place within the Bulwer Street Group Place which

No’s. 344-354 Bulwer
Street, West Perth

Heritage List due to potential impacts on future
renovations or sale of the property.

(refer to Attachment 1 —
Table 1)

consists of No’s. 344-354 Bulwer Street. The Bulwer Street Group derives its significance from its high
degree of cohesion and reliance on contributory places to express its collective heritage values. This is
evident primarily through its aesthetic, and social values as they demonstrate the development of this
portion of West Perth in the early 20th century for skilled and professional workers and their families.

o Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. The removal of No.
350 Bulwer Street would diminish the integrity of the broader group of buildings and would contribute to
incremental erosion of its identified heritage values. To maintain this value, it is important that the collection
of buildings that comprise the place be added to the Heritage List as a cohesive group consistent with the
Cultural Heritage Significance Policy.

Impact on property values or redevelopment is not a relevant consideration under the Amending the
Heritage List Policy.

o To Note - With the exception of No. 350 Bulwer Street, it is noted that no other property owners within the
Bulwer Street Group objected to the proposed inclusion on the Heritage List.
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Duplex

No. 158-160
Newcastle Street,
Perth

Object

Request to be removed from the Category 3 listing as
our property has been modified and modernised and
therefore should no longer be classified as 'heritage’
and there are more authentic properties that deserve
Category 3 listing.

Remove from Heritage
List

(refer to Attachment 1 —
Table 2)

°

Significance - The place is representative as an example of a modest residential building for working
families dating from the late nineteenth and early twentieth century.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken that has identified
substantial cumulative alterations have occurred to the place that were approved by the Metropolitan
Redevelopment Authority (MRA) before the area was transferred into Vincent. This includes the replacement
of the original roof and verandah, reconstruction and modification of fagcade openings, removal of original
chimneys and rear fabric, and the construction of a substantial three-storey addition to the rear. Subdivision
which later allowed for development to the rear of the site was also approved whilst under the authority of
the former MRA.

While its associative value is retained, the extent of physical change has diminished its ability to convey the
heritage significance for which statutory protection is intended. Because of this, the place no longer
demonstrates sufficient integrity and authenticity to meet the threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List in
accordance with the Amending the Heritage List Policy.

No. 158—-160 Newcastle Street is appropriately documented and recorded through inclusion on the LHS.

House

No. 6 Money Street,
Perth

Object

No. 6 Money Street has been incorrectly classified as a
Management Category 3 due to an historical
documentation error and should not be included on the
Heritage List

Evidence from the Northbridge Urban Redevelopment
Project Conservation Report (2000), prepared for the
East Perth Redevelopment Authority (EPRA) by
Palassis Architects, identifies the property - recorded
No. 6 Money Street as having “Little Heritage
Significance.”

When purchased from EPRA, the house was heavily
vandalised, stripped of original fittings, and lacked
meaningful heritage fabric. Renovations from 2007
used modern materials out of necessity, resulting in low
integrity and authenticity. Features such as fireplace
surrounds were missing, and only basic replacements
were installed.

With no distinctive aesthetic, historical, social, or
scientific value and limited archival record, the property
does not meet criteria for heritage significance.

Reclassify on LHS from
Category 3 to Category
4 and remove from
Heritage List

(refer to Attachment 1 —
Table 2 and 3)

Significance - The place has aesthetic value as a modestly detailed Federation Queen Anne style executed
in brick and forms part of a group of residential and commercial buildings contributing to the historic
character of the area.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken that has identified
substantial changes to the building and its surrounding context that have been previously approved by the
MRA have reduced its integrity, authenticity and contribution to a coherent historic streetscape. Comparative
assessment indicates that more intact and legible examples of the same typology exist within the locality.
While some general historical associations remain, these are not strongly or distinctly expressed.

The existing statement of significance places considerable weight on the place’s contribution to a wider
historic streetscape and group value. However, the surrounding context has been substantially altered over
time through redevelopment, subdivision and changes in land use.

The information currently available is sufficient to demonstrate that the cultural heritage significance of the
place has been overstated, particularly in relation to its assessed aesthetic and representative values

Because of these the place no longer demonstrates sufficient representativeness and authenticity to meet
the threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List in accordance with the Amending the Heritage List Policy.

No. 6 Money Street is appropriately documented and recorded through inclusion on the LHS.

Two Townhouse

No. 179-181 Lincoln
Street, Perth

Object

These houses should remain on the Heritage List.
They were designed by eminent architectural practice
Donaldson + Warn, and were completed in the 1990's
and won WA's highest overall architecture design
award via the Australian Institute of Architects in the
year 2000 - The George Temple Poole Award.

They are highly intact and are exceptional versions of
thin-lot terrace houses with open courtyards,
sometimes referred to as Shotgun Houses.
Donaldson + Warn (now WITH_Studio) were one of
Australia's premiere architecture firms who always
sought to significantly improve built culture in Western
Australia.

Remove from Heritage
List

(refer to Attachment 1 —
Table 2)

Significance - The pair of townhouses are good examples of inner city townhouses, responding to the
existing lot conditions in the Late 20th-Century Late Modern style.

Further Assessment - The townhouses, constructed in 1998, are relatively recent in age, and there has
been insufficient passage of time to determine whether they possess enduring cultural heritage significance,
particularly in terms of long-term community value or contribution to the streetscape.

While the development demonstrates architectural quality and received professional recognition at the time
of construction, these attributes alone do not meet the threshold required for statutory protection on the
Heritage List, which is intended for places with clearly established and enduring heritage values.

Because of this the place is appropriately classified as Category 4 on the LHS, meaning it has elements of
interest but makes only a limited contribution to the cultural heritage of the locality.

No. 179-181 Lincoln Street is appropriately documented and recorded through inclusion on the LHS. This
would allow for future reassessment should its heritage significance become more clearly established over
time through increased rarity, community association or representative value.

To Note - the submission was from a community member, not the owner.
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Glick House 4 Object |Does not support the removal of Glick House from the |Remove from Heritage | «  Significance - Glick House is an award winning example of Late Twentieth Century Functionalist style
Heritage List. List applied to an infill development of residence and studio.
No. 18 Tennyso.n . . ) . o Further Assessment - Constructed in 1999, is a relatively recent development, and there has been
Street, Leederville Itis important to retain dwellings from a variety of (refer to Attachment 1 — insufficient time to establish whether it demonstrates enduring cultural heritage significance, particularly in
decades and if anything, more unique 90s builds Table 2) terms of long-term community value or contribution to the streetscape.
should be added to the Heritage List, not removing While the dwelling is a striking architectural example of the Late Twentieth Century Functionalist style and
them. reflects patterns of inner-city change, including gentrification. While there is design quality and potential
. i o o heritage interest, these attributes are not yet sufficiently established or tested over time to warrant statutory
Glick House is an iconic building in the local area that heritage protection/
people really enjoy viewing as they walk past and it Because of this the place is appropriately classified as a Category 4 entry on the LHS, meaning it has
should not be altered or removed. elements of interest but makes only a limited contribution to the cultural heritage of the locality. Because of
this is falls below threshold for inclusion on the Heritage List in accordance with the Assessing Cultural
Heritage Significance Policy.
No. 18 Tennyson Street is appropriately documented and recorded through inclusion on the LHS. This would
allow for future reassessment should its heritage significance become more clearly established over time.
Rarity and representativeness of a period, style, architect or building type often become clearer as places
age.
e To Note - the submission was from a community member, not the owner.
Swan Maternity 2 (New) |Object |No.590 Newcastle Street was built in 1914 as the Reclassify on LHS from| e  Significance - The place has aesthetic value for the remaining form and detail of its original function as a
Hospital (fmr) Swan Maternity Hospital in the Federation Queen Anne |Category 2 to Category simple maternity hospital demonstrating the Federation Queen Anne style.
style; however, extensive alterations over time have 4 and not added to the , . .
No. 590 Newcastle significantly reduced its original fabric and aesthetic Heritage List . Furthe_r Asse_ssment - Fpllowmg consultation further assessmgnt has been unc_iertaken that has_ considered
Street. West Perth value. Councils previous resolution to remove the place from the MHI in 2012, along with the State Heritage
’ (refer to Attachment 1 — Council’'s determination that the place did not warrant assessment for inclusion on the State Register of
In 2012, Council unanimously supported the building’s [Table 3) Heritage Places. These are material considerations in this current assessment and demonstrate that the
demolition and removed it from the MHI, noting its place was previously understood to have limited aesthetic value and that its cultural heritage significance
limited aesthetic value and that its historic and social was primarily derived from historic and social associations rather than from its built form or landmark
values could be interpreted without retaining the qualities.
Zter‘?ecrtr%ﬁé-cll-Tﬁes:)?;ieHggéigneo?v?/:?gln?%stae’zles (I)?egister Since its removal from the MHI in 2012 significant modification of the surrounding streetscape, including
assessment. road widening, demolition of adjacent historic buildings and the loss of the original residential context, has
materially diminished the place’s aesthetic and landmark values. The place has also had significant changes
Since purchasing the site in 2013, after its removal The building no longer reads as part of a coherent historic streetscape and is visually isolated within a
from the City’s Municipal Heritage Inventory (MHI) substantially altered environment.
influenced the sale, and the current owner has o S L ; - :
undertaken numerous works, including internal wall Whl_le it hgs some historical as;omahon these valu_es are wgakly exprgs_sed in the surviving fabric and
removal, repainting, car park expansion, installation of setting, with subsequent alterations have reduced its integrity, authenticity and aesthetic value. Based on the
modern services, and other upgrades. information it is not recommended for inclusion on the Heritage List in accordance with the Amending the
Heritage List Policy.
The broader context has also changed, with major road , . . ,
widening and adjacent demolitions leaving the building No. 590 Newcastle Street is gpprqprlately dqcumenteq and recorded through inclusion on f[he LHS as
isolated within a heavily altered streetscape. Management Category 4. This which recognises that it has elements or values of community or historical
interest but otherwise make little contribution to the cultural heritage of the locality.
The identification of the site as Management Category
2 on the LHS and its elevation to the Heritage List is
inconsistent with past assessments, reduced integrity,
and ongoing modifications.
Given the diminished heritage value, the place should
be recategorised to Management Category 4 and not
included on the Heritage List.
North Perth Chapel |3 (New) |Object |Not supportive of No. 117 Angove Street being included|Not Added to Heritage | ¢  Significance - The former church has aesthetic value as it demonstrates a simple, intact and late example

No. 117 Angove
Street, North Perth

on the Heritage List as Management Category 3.

The above property built in 1958 operated as a place of
worship known as the North Perth Gospel Chapel.
Since the current owners have purchased the building,
it has been converted to a studio and currently known
as The Chapel Space Studio.

List

of the Inter War Romanesque style executed in brick and tile. The place is a landmark on this prominent
corner on this main arterial road. No. 117 Angove Street has been identified as a new entry on the LHS as a
Category 3 place, reflecting its recognised local historic and associative value as a former place of worship.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. While the place
retains cultural heritage interest, the owner has clearly advised that they do not support Heritage List
inclusion currently.

The Amending the Heritage List Policy identifies that new Category 3 places will only be referred to Council
for consideration of inclusion on the Heritage List where there is a request from the property owner. As No.
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177 Angove Street is not currently included on the Heritage List, greater weight has been applied to the
owner views and n balance the place is not of sufficient significance to add to the Heritage List at this time.

Consistent with the policy setting and noting that owner consent is a relevant consideration for new
Category 3 places, it is recommended that No. 117 Angove Street is not added to the Heritage List.

No. 177 Angove Street is appropriately documented and record through inclusion on the LHS. The place will
remain recorded on the LHS to ensure its heritage values are appropriately recognised and documented.
This would allow for future reassessment should the heritage values increase, and owner support is
received.

Cheriton St Group

No’s. 60-62, 64
Cheriton Street, Perth

3 (New)

Object

Not supportive of including No. 60-62 Cheriton Street
being included on the Heritage List as Management
Category 3.

The place was previous considered but not ultimately
included on the MHI in 2014.

Since then, the built form, historical associations,
architectural integrity, and streetscape context have not
materially changed, so the basis for revisiting the listing
is unclear.

Further advice from the heritage experts engaged by
the owner conclude that the site does not warrant
heritage protection. The broader streetscape is
described as highly compromised by disparate building
types, larger-scale developments, and the loss of
cohesive Federation-era character, all of which diminish
the site’s heritage value.

The place has also previously received development
approval for demolition and redevelopment consistent
with its Mixed Use R100 zoning under Local Planning
Scheme No. 2 (LPS2).

Not Added to the
Heritage List

Significance - These buildings have aesthetic value as good intact examples of the Federation Free
Classical and Federation Queen Anne styles executed in brick and render. The group exhibits considerable
design skill and detail in the front elevation which is rare for the location. The group are a landmark in the
streetscape as rare and intact examples of former residences which are contrasted with the contemporary
commercial character of the built form in the street.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. While the place
retains cultural heritage interest, the owner has provided a detailed submission outlining why it does not
warrant inclusion.

Relevant to this Council did not support its inclusion on the former MHI in 2014. Since then, there have been
multiple development applications approved for redevelopment of the site including:

- Demolition approved by Council in 2014.

- Redevelopment for an eight storey mixed use development approved by the Development Assessment
Panel in 2015. This was never constructed and the approval has since lapsed.

- Change of use to a lodging house and alterations and additions approved by Administration in 2018.

- December 2018 - DA approved for the renovation and change of use to a lodging house.

Since 2014, changes to the adjacent buildings and the loss of the original residential context, has materially

diminished the place’s aesthetic and landmark values. This building no longer reads as part of a coherent

historic streetscape and apart from the adjoining place at 64 Cheriton Street is visually isolated within a

substantially altered environment.

Based on the information No’s. 60-62, 64 Cheriton Street is not recommended for inclusion on the Heritage
List in accordance with the Amending the Heritage List Policy and having regard to the objection received
from the owner.

No’s. 60-62, 64 Cheriton Street is appropriately documented and recorded through inclusion on the LHS

No’s. 1-19 Baker
Avenue, Perth

Baker Avenue Precinct heritage place.

Baker Avenue 3 Object |Object to No. 17 Baker Avenue being included on the |Retain on Heritage List Significance - Baker Avenue Precinct has aesthetic significance as a cohesive row of dwellings exhibiting
Precinct Heritage List as part of the Baker Avenue Precinct characteristics of the Inter-war bungalow style, providing a coherent character with varied detail.
, heritage place. No. 17 Baker Avenue is a contributory place within the Baker Avenue Precinct and derives its significance
No's. 1-19 Baker . . _ . from its role in maintaining the precinct’s cohesive streetscape and collective heritage values.
Avenue, Perth While supporjuve of h'erltage prqtechon for th(.a brF)ader Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. The removal of No.
street and ne|ghbo.u.r|ng .pro.p.ertles, thg dwellllng. |.tself 17 Baker Avenue would diminish the integrity of the broader group of buildings and would contribute to
does not have sufficient individual heritage significance incremental erosion of its identified heritage values. To maintain this value, it is important that the collection of
to warrant inclusion on the Heritage List. buildings that comprise the place be added to the Heritage List as a cohesive group consistent with the
. o Cultural Heritage Significance Policy.
Inclusion would place unnecessary restrictions on Impact on property values or redevelopment is not a relevant consideration under the Amending Heritage List
future maintenance, use and ongoing costs, impacting Policy.
the liveability and long-term value of the property. The City's heritage framework is intended to support the continued and viable use of heritage places. This
does not include restricting maintenance or freezing development potential. But it does require careful
consideration and preservation of elements that do contribute towards the cultural heritage significance.
No. 17 Baker Avenue is recommended for retention on the Heritage List as part of the Baker Avenue
Precinct.
To Note - With the exception of No. 17 and No. 5 Baker Avenue (below), it is noted that no other property
owners within the group have objected to the proposed retention on the Heritage List.
Baker Avenue 3 Object |Objects to No. 5 Baker Avenue being included on the  |[Retain on Heritage List Significance - The Baker Avenue Precinct has aesthetic significance as a cohesive group of Inter-war
Precinct Heritage List as Management Category 3 as part of the bungalows that collectively contribute to the character of the streetscape and the setting of Birdwood Square.

The precinct demonstrates heritage value through the consistent scale, form, siting and architectural
character of its dwellings, which are best understood and appreciated as a collective group rather than as
individual places.
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The significance of Management Category 3 does not
justify the additional statutory controls associated with
Heritage List inclusion and the amending the Heritage
List Policy identifies that Category 3 places should only
be considered for Heritage List inclusion at the written
request of the landowner, which has not occurred in
this case.

The Baker Avenue Precinct, including the subject site,
have experienced changes that significantly diminish
their aesthetic presentation and streetscape legibility,
particularly due to fencing and other alterations and
additions. As a result, the heritage values relied upon to
justify listing are no longer clearly appreciable from the
public realm.

The existing LHS classification adequately recognises
and manages the site’s remaining heritage value, and
that Heritage List inclusion would impose
disproportionate development constraints relative to its
assessed “some/moderate” level of significance.

e As a contributory place within the Baker Avenue Precinct, No. 5 Baker Avenue continues to support the

identified cultural heritage significance of the broader precinct. While the place has been assessed as a
Management Category 3 place, it contributes to the precinct's integrity, authenticity and ability to demonstrate
the historic development and character of the locality.

Further Assessment - The assessment confirmed that No. 5 Baker Avenue continues to contribute positively
to the heritage significance of the Baker Avenue Precinct and that retention of the precinct as a cohesive
group is important to maintaining its identified heritage values.

The matters raised in the submission, including fencing, alterations and reduced visibility from the public
realm, do not remove the place's contributory heritage value or its role within the precinct. While such
changes may affect presentation, they do not negate the historic associations, spatial relationships or
collective streetscape significance that underpin the precinct's heritage value.

The City acknowledges that the place is assessed as Category 3 (Some/Moderate Significance). However,
the assessment of whether a place should be retained on the Heritage List is not based solely on its
individual level of significance. In this instance, consideration must also be given to the contribution the place
makes to the significance, integrity and legibility of the Baker Avenue Precinct as a whole. The removal of
individual contributory places from Heritage List protection can result in the gradual erosion of the collective
heritage values that justify recognition of the precinct.

The owner's objection and preference not to be retained on the Heritage List are acknowledged. Also
relevant is the Amending the Heritage List criteria which relates to whether the listing of a place has either
been erroneous, or the place has lost its significance. Based on the further assessment neither of these
criteria have been demonstrated.

While owner views are a relevant consideration, the final determination rests with Council having regard to
the adopted Local Heritage Survey, heritage assessment, applicable policies and the broader public interest
in conserving places of cultural heritage significance.

The removal of No. 5 Baker Avenue from the Heritage List would diminish the integrity of the Baker Avenue
Precinct and would be inconsistent with the objective of recognising and managing the collective heritage
significance of the group.

To Note - With the exception of Nos. 5 and 17 Baker Avenue, no other owners within the precinct have
objected to the proposed Heritage List inclusion.

Four Houses

No’s. 29-37 Wade
Street, Perth

Object

Object to No.33 Wade Street included on the Heritage
List as Management Category 3 as part of the Wade
Street heritage place.

The regulatory burden is disproportionate to the limited
heritage value, because heritage listing decreases
marketability, brings a lower sale price, higher
insurance and imposes a long term financial burden.

With the current housing crisis removing heritage
restrictions can facilitate the construction of additional
housing. Denser land infill allows for a more efficient
use of existing urban space.

The broader group value including uniformity of
neighbouring properties does not align. These are not
maintained to the same heritage standards which
demonstrates a lack of community commitment to
preserving heritage values and inconsistency weakens
the overall significance of the heritage status.

Retain on Heritage List

Significance - This group has aesthetic value as good intact examples of the Federation Bungalow style
with the majority of the original external detail intact. The group is a landmark in the streetscape as a
demonstration of a replication of design in the 19th century.

No. 33 Wade Street forms part of a small, cohesive group whose heritage significance is derived from its
collective value and contribution to a consistent streetscape, rather than individual distinction.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. The removal of No.
33 Wade Street would diminish the integrity of the broader group of buildings and would contribute to
incremental erosion of its identified heritage values. To maintain this value, it is important that the collection
of buildings that comprise the place be added to the Heritage List as a cohesive group consistent with the
Cultural Heritage Significance Policy.

Matters raised regarding property value, development potential and maintenance are not relevant
considerations under the legislative and policy framework, and do not justify removal. While variations in
upkeep among neighbouring properties are acknowledged, these do not negate the group’s overall
significance or the contributory role of individual dwellings. There is no evidence that the buildings that
comprise the broader group has been incorrectly assessed or has lost its cultural heritage significance.

While changes to contributory buildings may affect presentation, they do not negate the historic associations,
spatial relationships or collective streetscape significance that underpin the groups heritage value.

Impact on property values is not a relevant consideration under the Amending Heritage List Policy.

In regard to heritage constraining the construction of additional housing, the City has assessed and
addressed dwelling yields through other projects including the currently advertised draft Local Planning
Strategy. The extent of heritage places in the City of Vincent would not impact the City’s dwelling targets.

No 33 Wade Avenue is recommended for retention on the Heritage List as part of the Wade Street group.

To Note - With the exception of No. 33 and No. 35 Wade Street (below), it is noted that no other property
owners within the group have objected to the proposed retention on the Heritage List.
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Four Houses

No’s. 29-37 Wade
Street, Perth

Object

Object to No.35 Wade Street included on the Heritage
List as Management Category 3 as part of the Wade
Street heritage place.

The significance for the heritage listing relates to each
dwelling sharing the same time of construction.

However, each property is unique in terms of heritage
upkeep, era and aesthetic of modern renovation. Ther
facades no longer appear to be 'like' each other in a
meaningful way. There are few other dwellings on
Wade Street that maintain heritage characteristics,
rendering the overall appearance of the street as
inconsistent, lacking the rich characteristics of heritage-
dominant streets in nearby areas also identified as
Management Category 3.

Whilst heritage grants are helpful to reduce financial
burden for owners, the net result for the appearance of
the street is negligible and does not constitute enough
draw to make the properties desirable for their heritage
characteristics alone.

Removing the heritage listing for Wade Street may see
an overall improvement for new medium density
construction, incentivise economic development and
help to address concerns surrounding the rental and
housing crisis in Western Australia.

Retain on Heritage List

Significance - This group has aesthetic value as good intact examples of the Federation Bungalow style
with the majority of the original external detail intact. The group is a landmark in the streetscape as a
demonstration of a replication of design in the 19th century.

35 Wade Street forms part of a small heritage grouping whose significance is primarily derived from its
collective value and shared period of development, rather than uniformity of current presentation.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. The removal of No.
35 Wade Street would diminish the integrity of the broader group of buildings and would contribute to
incremental erosion of its identified heritage values. To maintain this value, it is important that the collection
of buildings that comprise the place be added to the Heritage List as a cohesive group consistent with the
Cultural Heritage Significance Policy.

As above there is no evidence that the buildings that comprise the broader group has been incorrectly
assessed or has lost its cultural heritage significance through alterations, additions or maintenance that have
occurred.

As above there retention of the Wade Street group does not impact on achieving the City’s broader infill
dwelling targets.

Impact on property values is not a relevant consideration under the Amending Heritage List Policy.
No 35 Wade Street is recommended for retention on the Heritage List as part of the Wade Street group.

To Note — With the exception of No. 35 and No. 33 Wade Street (above), it is noted that no other property
owners within the group have objected to the proposed retention on the Heritage List.

House

No. 3 Mignonette
Street, North Perth

Object

Objects to retention on the Heritage List.

The place as originally volunteered for inclusion on the
Heritage List without fully understanding the
implications on development and resale. The property
was not identified as having any heritage significance
by the City up until that point.

There are other properties on the street of similar age
have not been included on the Heritage List.

Research into the history of the street from 15 years
ago confirms there is nothing of significance in way of
people or design was identified. Since then, similar
houses demolished in the area.

Retain on Heritage List

o Significance - This place is a good representative example of the Federation Queen Anne style of residence

applied to a modest family home. Together with the adjacent properties of a similar style and age they make
a substantial contribution to the streetscape.

No. 3 Mignonette Street demonstrates some/moderate cultural heritage significance as a largely intact and
representative early twentieth -century dwelling associated with the development of the area.

Further Assessment - Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. This has confirmed
that the place retains sufficient integrity and authenticity, and there is no evidence that it has been incorrectly
assessed or has lost its heritage significance in accordance with the Amending the Heritage List Policy.

Impact on property values is not a relevant consideration under the Amending the Heritage List Policy.
No. 3 Mignonette Street is recommended for retention on the Heritage List.

House

No. 92 Angove
Street, North Perth

Object

Request the removal of No. 92 Angove Street from the
Heritage List.

Retain on Heritage List

o Significance - The residence is a good intact example of a Federation Queen Anne style executed in brick

with original detail intact. The residence demonstrates the development of this portion of North Perth in the
early 20th century by professional men and their families.

Further Assessment -Following consultation further assessment has been undertaken. This has confirmed
that the place retains sufficient integrity and authenticity, and there is no evidence that it has been incorrectly
assessed or has lost its heritage significance in accordance with the Amending the Heritage List Policy.

No. 92 Angove Street is recommended for retention on the Heritage List.

Terrace Houses

Object

No. 4 Grant Street was recently subdivided but titles
have yet to be applied for or the lots created. While
supportive of No. 4 Grant Street remaining on the
Heritage List.

N/A

The heritage listing associated with the existing heritage place at No. 4 Grant Street would remain confined to
the newly created lot that contains the heritage building and its identified curtilage.

The separate vacant lot does not contain heritage fabric, form part of the heritage curtilage, or contribute to
the heritage significance of the place.
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No’s. 4-10 Grant
Street, Perth

Confirmation is requested that this would not apply to
the future No. 2 Grant Steet which is vacant land.

No. 2 Grant Street would not be recognised as a heritage place under either the Heritage Act 2018 or the
Heritage List.

It is noted that the subdivision process for this property has since taken place. Administration has liaised
separately with the owner during this process.

N/A

N/A

Support

Brisbane Terrace has parking problems, and the threat
of more inhabitants is a concern. Increasing density in
this unique pocket of Perth would change the entire
vibe of the area and make living here untenable.

N/A

The review of the Heritage List relates to whether places should be added, retained or removed from this,
rather than current or future development outcomes in the broader William Street area.

Future redevelopments would be assessed against the planning framework to ensure that adequate on-site
car parking is provided for residents and visitors in accordance with the Residential Design Codes and does
not adversely impact on the supply or availability of on-street parking for existing residents.
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PLACE BY SUBURB AND STREET ADDRESS

LHS
InHerit Place Street . State | Significant
Number Place Name Number Street Name | Locality | Management Register|| Interior

Statement of Significance

Category

The place has aesthetic value as a good and largely intact example of the Federation
Queen Anne style executed in brick with the main elevation retaining original detail.

The place is a landmark in the streetscape as a large and imposing residence in Mary
Street where the residences are largely smaller scale.

Presbytery, 64-66 The place reflects the expansion and development of residential and commercial

17307 Mary St 64-66 Mary St Highgate | Category 3 N buildings on the city fringes during the rapid population increase of the 1890's gold
boom and the early years of the twentieth century.
The place is a good demonstration of generous housing for professionals and their
families in the early 20th century.
This place is valued by the community for the continuity of its presence in the
streetscape which contributes to the community sense of place.
The place has aesthetic value for the remaining form and detail of its construction in
1913 in the Federation Bungalow style.
The place is a landmark in the streetscape as one of the few homes of this style in the
vicinity and f or its location on a prominent corner.
The place has historic value for its association with prominent community member and
businessman John Henry Beveridge who was an advocate for the Mount Hawthorn
27562 Castellorizian House 160 Anzac Rd Mount Category 2 N SO M| P S S K,

The place has historic value for its association with the Castellorizian Association who
have been providing a valued service to the migrants from Castellorizo and the wider
Greek community since 1912.

The place has social value as it has been the venue for many community events since
the early 20th century, the majority of which have been for the wider community
benefit. In recent decades it has been the venue for members of the Greek community
to gather and share support and services.

Hawthorn
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27565

Mount Hawthorn
Community Centre

197

Scarborough
Beach Rd

Mount
Hawthorn

Category 2

The place has aesthetic value for its demonstration of the Post War International Style
applied to a Community facility and a landmark in the streetscape.

This place and its setting within mature and expansive gardens provide a marked
contrast to the adjacent built up urban environment and Scarborough Beach Road.
The place has historic value for its association with the development of the Mt
Hawthorn community in the period following World War Two as the land north west of
the city of Perth was subdivided and developed.

The place has historic value for its association with the Braithwaite family who made a
significant contribution to the management and design of the parks and gardens in the
area now overseen by the City of Vincent.

The place has historic value for its association with architects Ean McDonald &
Whittaker who were prominent architects in the post war period.

The place has social value for many members of the community as it has been the
venue for a wide range of community and private events since its construction.

The hall has social value for its ongoing presence in the streetscape and therefore
contributes to the community sense of place.

27566

Interwar Shops, 18-
44 Angove St

18-44

Angove St

North
Perth

Category 3

The group of shops have aesthetic value as good and largely intact examples of shops
built in the first decades of the 20th century with minimal detail but consistent form.
The group of shops are a landmark in the streetscape that contribute to this precinct.
The place has historic value for its association with the establishment and development
of North Perth in the early 20th century and the provision of services for the growing
community.

The place has social value for its ongoing presence in the streetscape and therefore
contributes to the community sense of place.

27563

Wesley Mission Hall
(fmr)

69

Angove St

North
Perth

Category 2

The former Wesley Mission Church has aesthetic value as a simple example of the
Federation Gothic style.

The recently constructed church in a traditional style is a landmark in the streetscape
for its scale and location in a prominent position.

The place has historic value for its association with the development of North Perth in
the early 20th century and the provision of spiritual and social services to the
community by the Wesleyan and later Methodist Church.

The place has historic value for its association with the Macedonian Community who
have been active in providing a wide range of services and facilities to their own, and
the wider community.

The place has historic value for its association with the wave of migration of
Macedonian peoples in the 1960s and 1970s which lead to the dynamic growth of the
Macedonian Community facilities and services, particularly in North Perth.

The place has social value for the members of the community who attended the former
Methodist Church until the 1960s and the subsequent members of the Macedonian
Orthodox Church who have attended this church and contributed to the construction
of the new church alongside it.
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27560

Rosemount Theatre

(fmr)

462-466

Fitzgerald St

North
Perth

Category 2

The place has aesthetic value for the remaining evidence of the Inter War Stripped
Classical style on the upper floor of the main facade.

The place is a landmark in the streetscape for its bulk and scale on this prominent
street junction and its position on the front of the lot.

The place has historic value for its association with the establishment and development
of North Perth in the Inter War period.

The place has historic value for its association with leading architectural firms of the
mid 20th century, Rosenthal and Rosenthal, and Oldham Boas and Ednie Brown who
undertook design work on the building.

The place has social value for its provision of an entertainment venue for the
community since 1923. The changes of use have always included opportunities for
groups to gather and has therefore been a place visited by a wide cross section of the
community.

The theatre has social value for its ongoing presence in the streetscape and therefore
contributes to the community sense of place.

25720

Kyilla Primary School

Selkirk St

North
Perth

Category 2

The place is representative of the pattern of linear expansion typical of many schools,
which expanded to reflect the development and population growth of the local area.
The original portions of the school are a late representative example of a primary
school in the Inter-War Georgian Revival style located in the Metropolitan region.
The place has historic value for its association with the development of North Perth in
the Inter War and post war period when population growth lead to demands for
services.

The existence of both Boys’ and Girls' Shelter Sheds that date from the early years of
the establishment of the school is likely to be rare.

The place has social value for the many members of the community who have attended
the place as students, teachers or the family and friends of those who have attended
the school for a range of purposes.

27561

Goode Durrant &
Murray Clothing
Factory (fmr)

34-36

Palmerston St

Perth

Category 3

The place is a good example of robust Federation Warehouse style adapted for
contemporary residential development.

This place is a landmark in the streetscape for its bulk, scale, prominent fagade and
location on the front property boundary.

The former factory has historic value for its association with the Goode Durrant and
Murray Co who was a significant employer in the district, and a leading Australian
company in the 20th century.

The place has historic value as a demonstration of manufacturing which was common
north of the city centre. Its adaptation to residential use provides an understanding of
the change of uses in the district.

This place is valued by the community for the continuity of its presence in the
streetscape which contributes to the community sense of place.
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The group of houses are a good, largely intact demonstration of brick homes of the

Federation Bungalow and Inter War Californian Bungalow style residences executed in
brick.

344, 348, As a group the residences make a contribution to the streetscape for their
27585 Bulwer Street Group | 350 & Bulwer St |West Perth| Category 3 demonstration of the settlement of the area.
354 The group of houses demonstrate the development of this portion of West Perth in the

early 20th century for skilled and professional workers and their families.
The scale and form of the houses demonstrate typical houses that were built in the
early 20th and late 19th century for skilled and professional workers and their families.
The place is a good and largely intact example of a generous residence built in the
Federation Queen Anne style. The exterior features considerable original detail in the
timber and masonry.
The place is an imposing structure of significant proportions and is a landmark in the
streetscape.
The place has historic importance as it demonstrates the pattern of suburban evolution
of the metropolitan area following the Gold Rush.
The place has historic value for its association with the Wesleyan/ Methodist Church in

25216 Methodist Manse 482-484 | Newcastle St |West Perth| Category 2 Western Australia and their provision of services to the community.

(fmr)

The place has historic value for its association with the provision of medical services
from this site from the 1920s until the 21st century, and demonstrates the type of small
scale GP practice that was common throughout the metropolitan area in the 20th
century.

This place is valued by the community for the continuity of its presence in the
streetscape which contributes to the community sense of place.

The place had an important social value to the community as it has been the venue of
health services to the community since the 1920s and would have been visited by many
members of the community.
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PLACE INFORMATION SIGNIFICANCE

Place name Swan Maternity Hospital (fmr) Level of Some
Lower degree of integrity / authenticity but contributes to the

heritage of the locality.

significance
Other names g

- . Category 4
Place type Individual building or group Management Retain elements of the place where feasible.
category Photographically record prior to major development or
demolition.

The place has aesthetic value for the remaining form and detail of

its original function as a simple maternity hospital demonstrating the
HERITAGE LISTING Federation Queen Anne style.

inHlerit ID: 17281 The place has historic value for its association with the many small
State Heritage maternity hospitals that operated in the suburbs of Perth in the first
Register: Statement of half of the 20th century.

N - significance
Other Listing: Municipal Inventory Removed from MI 28 Feb 2012 The place has historic value for its association with Nurse Alice Maud

Mary Stockley who was recognised by her peers and the community

SITE LOCATION for the work she did as a midwife.

Street address | 590 Newcastle St The place has some social value for th? memb'ers of the cc?mmumty
who have attended the place for medical services for a variety of

Locality West Perth reasons since its establishment in the early 20th century.

Survey LOT: 12 D/P: 27710 Subsequent alterations to the building, enclosure of the original
verandah, later additions, and substantial changes to the
surrounding streetscape have diminished the place's integrity,
authenticity and setting. As a result, the historic and social
associations are only weakly expressed in the remaining fabric and
the place is considered to make a limited contribution to the cultural
heritage significance of the locality.

Vol/folio 2704/974

Reserve
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Attachment 4

PLACE USE

Original use

Health: Hospital

Current use

Health: Administration

Other use

CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

Construction date | 1913; 1968
Brick
Wall
alls Weatherboard
Roof Terracotta Tile

Architectural Style

Federation Queen Anne

Physical
description

The main original portion of the subject place has a two-room street
frontage and a main hipped tiled roof form with broad simple roof
planes and a gable over the central front entrance featuring a white
painted barge board and white painted battens. The verandah forms
part of a continuation of the main hipped roof form with an extended
shallower pitch and originally extended the periphery of the building
featuring timber posts and decorative valance and ornamental brackets
typical of the Federation Queen Anne style. Much of the verandah has
since been enclosed and the decorative detail removed.

Internally the front entrance of the building opens into a long central
hallway with the rooms projecting to the east and west

of the central hallway forming part of the original portion of the
maternity hospital. The rooms to the eastern portion of the original
building form part of the extensions made to the building in the 1960s.

Alterations undertaken during the 1960s, including enclosure of most of
the original verandah and construction of a substantial addition, have

reduced the building's ability to demonstrate its original design and use.

Draft 11 August 2026

CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

Condition Moderate

Integrity Low - Moderate

Authenticity Low - Moderate

HISTORICAL INFORMATION

The Gold Rushes of the late 1890s and early 1900s resulted in an increase in the
population and placed enormous pressure on existing maternity resources and
facilities. As training opportunities improved, more trained midwives opened larger
homes and provided services which the smaller homes could not compete with.

The Swan Maternity Hospital, at No. 590 Newcastle Street, was built to facilitate the
demand of maternity and obstetrics services in the local area in 1913. The hospital
was advertised as having the privilege of “Each patient has a separate room” as
well as the premises having their own cow. It is not known who was the architect or
builder of the premises.

The Wise's Post Office Directories show that no occupier was listed at the subject
lot at No. 590 Newcastle Street before 1914, indicating that the lot had not been
developed before this time. In 1914, a private hospital is listed as occupying the
subject place with Mrs Alice Maud Mary Stockley in residence. Alice Stockley (1866-
1945) was born in Devon, England and settled in Western Australia in the early
1900s with her husband Joe and six children. She undertook her midwifery training
at Fremantle Hospital and established this hospital with the assistance of medical
practitioners.

It was stated in her obituary that this hospital was a place of refuge for any woman
needing assistance. She retired in 1945 at the age of 78. The establishment of
the hospital under name was one of the factors that lead to she and Joe Stockley
divorcing in 1919.

In 1937, Nurse Stockley continued to work at the Swan Hospital although under the
management of Mrs. A. F. Bell until 1945.
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HISTORICAL INFORMATION HISTORICAL INFORMATION

In 1945, the government adopted a new policy which provided matemnity wards in all main Historic theme Social Services: Health
hospitals. Many private maternity hospitals closed or were taken over by the government. Infrastructure: Development of Settlements and Services
The Swan Maternity Hospital changed its ownership to nurses Menzies and Jackson in Associati Alice Maud Mary Stockley Founder and
1944 and renamed to Blaich Appin Maternity Hospital in 1946. The State Record Office ssociations Manager
information confirms that the Department of Health purchased the Blaich Appin Maternity Municipal Heritage Inventory 2006
Hospital in 1949. The property remains under the ownership of the Department of Health Landgate Aerial photographs 1953-2024.
to the present day. The West Australian, 8 august 1945, p. 3.

Sources

The Truth, 15 March 1919, p. 3.

A Metropolitan Water §upply Sewerag.e.& Drainage DepartrrTent (MWSSD) Fjlan shoyvs the Sunday Times, 16 Nov 1913, p. 5.
outline of the property in 1952. The original layout of the subject place remains relatively Information from the City of Vincent Local History Centre

intact nowadays. In 1968, alterations and additions were undertaken by a Principal
Avrchitect Leonard J.Walters from the Public Works Department of Western Australia for
the Perth Child Guidance Clinic, Blaich Appin, Leederville. Most of the verandah was
enclosed and an eight-room office was built on the original lawn and garden as a new
addition.

Aerial photographs from the mid 20th century show these extensions and since then the
form and extent of the structure have changed little.

While the place retains associations with the history of maternity care in Western Australia
and the work of Alice Maud Mary Stockley, alterations to the building and changes to its
surroundings have reduced the legibility of these associations within the physical fabric of
the place.
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ADDITIONAL PHOTOGRAPHS
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