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Warwick House
by Lisa Warner & Michael Lees

In 1898, Charles Hudson, a merchant, constructed a house with a recorded
value of £600. The house, in Solomon Street, is known today as
"Warwick House", being named after Charles Hudson's father's birthplace

and former home of Warwickshire, England. We had the good fortune of
acquiring it at a recent auction.

Charles Hudson was a prominent figure in the Fremantle community.
Born in Adelaide in 1865, he came to W.A. at the age of nineteen and
joined the firm of William Sandover, hardware merchants, and became a
partner six years later. he retired from the partnership in 1901, and
established an insurance business in Fremantle. Hudson was manager of
the Fremantle branch of the Commercial Union Assurance Company,
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Membership

The Fremantle Society operates solely on membership subscriptions and fundraising
events held from time to time. Your membership dues pay for the printing and
distribution of the newsletter and flyers received by all members. They also cover the
costs for social events, advertising and "fighting funds" for important issues that arise
during the year.

Membership renewal fees for 1993 are now due. The membership year is from
November 1st to October 31st.

We are undertaking a drive to double our membership from 400 to 800 this year.
Please enrol a new member with the enclosed membership form.

If you have not yet paid you are urged to return the form enclosed in this newsletter

and forward it with your payment to the Membership Secretary, Fremantle Society
Inc., P.O. Box 828, Fremantle 6160.

1993 Fremantle Society Committee

President: Les Lauder, ¢/- 36 Duke St., East Fremantle 6158. (339 1120
or 335 6308).
Vice President: Ron Davidson, 24 Fothergill St., Fremantle 6160. (335 7294),

Secretary: Natalie Hug, 13 Solomon St., Fremantle 6160, (335 6980).
Treasurer: Paddy Pemberton, 49 Solomon St., Fremantle 6160. (335
8788)

Committee Members:

Ralph Hoare, 7 Russell St., Fremantle 6160. (430 6822 or 335 5772).

Marlene Luiten, 13 Yilgarn St., White Gum Valley, 6162. (335 2589 or 221 1688).
John Dowson, 10-12 Mouatt St., 6160. (335 2113).

Frank Cacavas, 19 Solomon St., 6160. (350 5991 bus.).

Patrick Howard, 40 Tuckfield St., Fremantle 6160. (3355197 bus.).

Anne Rimes, 25 Herbert St., North Fremantle, 6159. (336 1081).

Eve Jansen, 4 Pearse St., North Fremantle, 6159. (430 6259).

Jenny Hood, 3 Quarry St., Fremantle, 6160. (335 3372).

Graham Giffard, 79 Hampton Rd., Fremantle 6160. (335 9204).

New Members

The Society warmly welcomes the following new members:

Beehive Montessori School, Annette Coffey, Elizabeth Davies, R. & S. Davis, John
Donovan, Frank Farmer, Gareth Gorman, Janet Greenwood, Jurgen Hinricks, Mr &
Mrs Hogan, John Howard, Margaret Howard, Dr Michael Lees, Dr Patton, Lisa
Warner, Michael Watts (life member), Divina Toth (life member), Michael Wearne &
Rochelle Ruck, Mr & Mrs H.G. Shepherd, Pauline Cope, Donaldson & Murdoch
Investments, Colin & Sue Leman, Trevor Knowles, D. Carr, C. Steggall, Marie Peter &
Judy Jenkinson, John & Christine Hed ges.

2



continued from page one

local director of the AMP Society, chairman of the Marine Underwriters’
Association and chairman of the Fremantle Gas and Coke Company for 34
years. In 1903 he was appointed as one of the original Commissioners of
the Fremantle Harbour Trust and held that position until 1906, when he
retired. The government re-appointed him in 1907, and he remained on
the Commission until 1912, Hudson also served on the Fremantle
Hospital Board of Management, was a member of the Royal Agricultural
Society, and president of the Fremantle Bowling Club. It appears that
Hudson married three times during his life, and he had a total of five
children. He lived at Warwick House from the time of its construction
until his death in 1949, at the age of 84.

"Warwick House" is significant as a largely intact example of one of
Fremantle's grand homes dating from the boom period of the 1890s. It
was one of four neighbouring residences which were substantial single
houses on undivided lots. The house is built back-to-front with the rear
entrance facing Solomon Street and the front facing the ocean. The
substantial public rooms and turret face the ocean and the house is two
stories high on this side. There are 15 rooms including a "gentleman's
smoking room", a maid's room, a drawing room, study, cellar and
numerous bedrooms.

Our plans are to restore Warwick to its former grandeur, a process which
will undoubtedly take a number of years of effort. Warwick's verandah is
in desperate need of repair, and it is in need of a kitchen, bathrooms,
landscaping, fences, painting both inside and out, new plumbing,
tuckpointing and restoration of floorboards, light fixtures, fireplaces and
missing leadlight glass windows. We have enlisted the assistance of
Philip Dempsey and Michael Rendell, who are currently preparing
painstakingly detailed architectural plans of the house, and have also
commissioned Michael Stoner to prepare landscape and garden plans.

Unfortunately, approximately 6000 metres of the garden belonging to
Warwick House were separated from the house after the house was
acquired by the Fremantle Hospital. This land was used to build the
nurses' quarters which currently extend from Solomon Street to Hampton
Road. A further 1000 metres of the garden was severed by the State
government only four months ago, prior to the house being placed for
auction.. This leaves Warwick House with only 15% of its original
gardens. At present the house is visually and functionally cramped by its
new boundaries and its heritage value is thus diminished. "Heritage" is
not just about bricks and mortar. Often the heritage value of buildings is
dependent on their environment and the presence of an appropriate
"spatial envelope" around the building. Anybody who doubts this need
continued



only look at Warwick House to see a sad example of what happens when
this "spatial envelope"” is not preserved. Although we personally support
the movement to increase the population density of Fremantle, we
strenuously object to this being done at the cost of unique heritage areas.
That Warwick House, with its 9000 metres of suburb gardens, or even its
recent 2500 metres of gardens is unique is beyond dispute. Virtually the
same story can be told about Atwell House next door. It seems that the
State Government was short of money and thought that it could
maximise its profit by subdividing the land as it did. Although the
motivation is understandable, if not very likeable, the failure of the
planning process to at least partially preserve the heritage value of these
homes in 1992 is very disappointing. The noose around these homes
could not be drawn any tighter. If there's a lesson in this, it's that we
should prevent such short-sightedness from happening again.

News from the South

by Sue Bennett-Ng

The South Beach Study has produced a concept plan for consideration by
Council and the community. For $20,000 the concept is fairly basic, the
main features being the reclaiming of the beach to maximise the
recreation area available west of the railway line and the three mode
approach - i.e. three distinct and separate recreation areas catering for
diverse needs.

The estimated cost will be high ( $1-3 million) but, with the staged
approach and the commitment from the Federal and State governments
and the Council, all very possible. We have already been granted $250,000
under local Capital Works Grants from Keating's budget initiative, and
South ward and Fremantle will keep the project in the public arena to
ensure this regional facility is restored to us.

If the future of this project is important to you and your view of
Fremantle, lobby your councillors to get behind it and develop a staged
strategy of implementation.

. - A S

With the release of the Coogee Master Draft Plan and the "leaking" of the
private developers' proposals for beach-side residential development
(including the abattoir site), the pressure on our southern entrance is
increasing rapidly. These proposed developments mean cars and service
vehicles on the upgraded Cockburn Road - all feeding into Hampton
Road.



[ believe the intransigence of the Council and the Member for Fremantle
must be shaken by concerned residents. The promised traffic calming
money for Hampton Road isn't yet forthcoming and with these new and
proposed developments, traffic calming may not be the whole answer. For
new vehicles to get to Stirling Highway at least some would choose a
bypass option.

South Fremantle and City residents will always choose Hampton Road,
but with no alternative south of South Fremantle, new traffic will
contribute increased pollution, hazards and vibration to an already fragile
road system. They and many others feel that the Bypass decisions should
be revised, particularly given this lack of firm alternatives.

Report on the A.G.M.

This year's Annual General Meeting was held at the Maritime Museum, Fremantle on the
22nd Oct. 1992.

It was an encouraging sight. On the 20th anniversary of the founding of
the Fremantle Society about 150 members ( including several who were at

the first Society meeting) turned up to listen and contribute to the 1992
A.G.M.

President Les Lauder listed some of the issues that made 1992 a busy and
demanding year for the Society: the Caltex tanks, port planning,
landbridging, light versus heavy rail, the Eastern Bypass, regional
planning, Fremantle Oval expansion, the Council elections, urban
consolidation and Homeswest developments, the expansion of Fremantle
Hospital, issues relating to Fremantle Prison, the Warders' Cottages’
restoration, public participation and consultation in planning issues, the
"Interiors Project”, plus numerous meetings with local State and Federal
policy makers, joint work with the North Fremantle Community
Association and other community and union groups and plenty of paper
work !

There were some pleasing signs for the Society in '92. Almost all
members became "financial" and some 75 new members joined us, which
greatly enhances our lobbying power.

The highlight of the year was undoubtedly the community's fight against
the Caltex tank expansion in North Fremantle, although we are still
awaiting the regional study which will look at the long term vision for
North Fremantle. Another success was the timely correction of the
Warders' Cottages' restoration (sooner would have been better !).



The social committee organised information evenings and guest speaker
events which brought topical issues into the public arena and kept Society
members in touch. The Council elections saw three candidates supported
by the Society gain seats: Ann Forma, Andrew Sullivan and Sue Bennett-
Ng. As always we remind members that Councillors are in no way bound
by their association with the Society.

Mr Lauder said that during 1993 he guessed public participation, more
accurate attention to restoration work plus an appropriate use and care for
the sensitive prison buildings would be high on the list.

Members raised various questions which were addressed such as the
dearth of newsletters in 1992, a perceived political bias, Society support for
Homeswest in Fremantle, whether the Society should join a union of
community and ratepayers groups (C.A.R.R.A.) and many other relevant
questions.

John Dethridge, a Fremantle Society member, local real estate agent and
developer was guest speaker at the A.G.M. He gave a lively, spontaneous
and impassioned speech on the value of the city - preserving and
enhancing its essence - and provided much food for thought.

A motion was put and passed to raise certain membership fees. These fees
now stand as follows: Ordinary: $15 (no change); Family: $20 (from $15);
Student/Pensioner/Unwaged: $5 (no change); Organisation: $30 (from
$20); Corporate: $100 (no change); Life Member: ($200 (from $100).

Oral History Sub Group

by Alice Smith

During the year our seven members met on a regular basis. On May 3rd
several of us attended the Oral History Association of Australia conference
at Alexander Library to hear Rhonda Jamieson speak on "Some of what I
learnt about oral history in New Zealand, USA and the United Kingdom
on a Churchill Fellowship".

During the year two interviews were completed and added to the local
history collection. The subject of one was a family brought up near the
Roundhouse and the other boatbuilders and the start of the old Turtle
Factory. A third interview on the Fremantle Gas and Coke Company, is
progressing.

The group looks forward to the start of the extensions to Fremantle
Library's local history area.



Football
by Ron Davidson

There has been some controversy and much distortion of the Fremantle Society's
position on the guestion of a second Fremantle-based AFL football team and more
particularly where it should play its matches.

Football is an important part of Fremantle's tradition. And long may it remain so. But
in the fifties when Fremantle was probably the finest football team in Australia it was
mainly a team of Fremantle residents and workers. Now it 1s not just a matter of
gathering up a bunch of players, putting them in Fremantle jumpers and expecting
Fremantle people will support them.

What we should be doing is speaking up for the rights of youthful stars around
Fremantle to play here rather than having them swept, often against their wills, into
teams from foreign parts.

The question of playing AFL games on Fremantle Oval is more complex and requires
considerable planning and community consultation before a commitment is made.
There are negatives as well as positives in this equation. Fremantle has limited
infrastructure for big crowds. Big crowds can have a negative impact on Fremantle
businesses on match days as the city gets choked with cars, which may keep local and
other visitors out. And what do nearby residents think ? Will they still have access to
their houses on match day 7 These are most important questions that should be put to
residents and business people.

One thing is certain, however. The claim of the City Manager, Patric de Villiers, that
we are getting out knickers in a knot over nothing is fatuous. He says that what is
being talked about is four or five matches a year with crowds of 20,000-25,000. There
1s no way he could know this about a team which probably wont exist for another 4 to
5 years, if the comments of the AFL Operations Manager are any guide. And why, if
only limited crowds will attend, does Mayor Cattalini talk about 30,000 and heritage
Minister McGinty 35,000 capacity grounds ?

It seems unlikely that the AFL, which likes the grounds it supports to be heavily used,
would fund a new five-matches-a-year ground so would the cost fall on ratepayers ? It
1s worth noting that in Victoria with 11 teams based there, most matches are played on a
total of three grounds. Some AFL clubs don't know where they will be playing a week
ahead let alone 4 years ahead.

Mr de Villiers' other comment about doing planning after "a development application
has been lodged" is worrying in that an application to develop historic grounds is not
like seeking approval for a new carport in Fothergill Street. Extensive and early
investigation is necessary.

It is clear that the Fremantle Society's intervention achieved at least two pluses. There
are now public assurances about the safety of the historic grandstand where none
existed before - although this is an issue which will need to be watched. And the idea
of building sponsors' boxes where the Stan Reilly Frail Aged Centre stands has been
knocked on the head. This, despite Mr de Villiers' assurances, was a real threat. A
force in football put the idea to a council force who ran with it.




Caltex

One down and how many more to go ?
by Eve Jansen

Sometimes communities do have a win. Even the North Fremantle community who
haven't had a win in decades. So when the news broke that Caltex w.s not going
ahead with their fuel storage expansion project champagne corks popped all over
Fremantle.

Amid what had become both a heated and a protracted debate, the Fremantle Society,
the North Fremantle Community Association, local councillors and politicians worked
tirelessly on the anti-supertank campaign. Individual community members gave their
time and energy, sometimes at great personal cost. It is indeed heartening that these
efforts have not been wasted.

Predicably Caltex have denied that the people's campaign directly impacted on their
decision. It is in no doubt, however, that costly delays, a tarnished public image, and
the fear of union backlash all culminated to eventually frustrate the Caltex proposal.

Nevertheless. we need to recognise that the primary motivating factor behind the
decision was basically economic. Both the Lawrence government and the California
Texas Oil Company were unmoved by community wishes for safety concerns or sound
planning arguments.

Important lessons for future campaigns can be gleaned from this experience. We need
to be aware that democratic principles don't necessarily prevail, nor will sound logic
always equal success. While these factors are essential in gaining a wide base of public
support, in a society where economic rationalism and political expediency rules the day,
the little people have got to hit the powerful where they live - where it really matters, in
the profit margin.

This issue is far from dead and buried. It is not beyond the bounds of possibility for
Caltex to again attempt to push these plans through at some future time.

The people of Western Australia need to be asking questions about whether this is the
best use for such prime land especially given concerns about urban sprawl. And we
need to be demanding answers about future plans for bulk fuel storage. The Lawrence
government has publicly committed itself to greater community participation into the
planning process. Let's make sure we hold them to it.

Many thanks to the outgoing committee for their Society work during 1992.
See page two for the new committee.

The Society is grateful to Phillip Gibbs for permission to reprint his drawing as the
logo for this issue of the Fremantle Society Newslelter.




Railroading the Future
by Natalie Hug

Public Transport is anissue which will significantly shape Fremantle and surrounding areas over
the coming decades. If we want to reduce greenhouse emissions, cut congestion and parking
problems, revitalise our city centres with more residents, visitors and shoppers we must move
towards an efficient, cleaner and, when all costs are considered, cheaper method of transport.

The previous State Government committed itself to a heavy rail southern rail link between
Fremantle and Mandurah. This followed 'off the record' comments by a number of officials,
consultants and the like that the govermnment had always favoured the heavy rail option, due to
Westrail lobbying.

"Heavy" or "Metro Rail" refers to an extension of the electric rail line which runs between
Fremantle and Perth. It would run for the most part along the coast, with fewer stops than the light
rail option, would cost up to $150 million more, but would be marginally faster on the run from
Mandurah to Fremantle.

"Light" or "Access Rail" is effectively a modem version of tram transport. It is hi ghly efficient,
flexible and relatively fast (average speed S0km/hr). It requires less pu rpose-built infrastructure
and this is reflected in the lower cost of construction. Its major advantage is that it can come ri ght
into the city and gets people closer to their destination.

The Fremantle Society has publicly supported the Access Rail option as preferable to the Metro
Rail system. Fremantle City Council and indeed all the surrounding councils, also favour the
Light Rail system. In June 1992 the Society invited Dr, Peter Newman to be guest speaker at an
information evening on the two rail options. Dr. Newman has studied public transport and urban
development in many countries and his slides were impressive evidence of the role public
transport plays in shaping the way cities grow and function. Committee members also met with
Emmerson Richardson, Director of Engineering for the City of Fremantle. Based on all the
information we have been able to gather the Society supports light rail in Fremantle for the
following reasons:

*IT IS LOW IMPACT. Light Rail can operate in city and suburban streets, on
clevated structures or subways, down highways or freeways or on old railway
reserves. For the most part it does not need fencing, special crossings or
reserves as Heavy Rail would. Thus, Light Rail could be integrated into the city
rather than creating a physical barrier along the coast.

*IT IS FLEXIBLE. It can travel up to 90km/hr or slow down to accommodate
pedestrian traffic. It can take curves of a 25m. radius compared to 150m. for
Heavy Rail, Stations canbe spaced as closely as 500m. apart (3-4km for Heavy
Rail). Development could take place in stages and the electricity powered
vehicles can convert from high to low voltage current thus enabling, if desired,
light rail vehicles to share the same track as heavy rail cars.

*IT IS "USER-FRIENDLY", It is estimated that almost twice as many people
would use the Access Rail, enabling services to be better spread throughout the
day. Even though these "users" might be travelling shorter distances on the line
this figure seems highly significant. According to estimates more than 40% of
the local population could walk or cycle to within 10 minutes to a Light Rail
station whereas only half that number would be able to do the same with Metro
Rail.

*IT IS CHEAPER. It is reported that Access Rail will cost between up to $150
million less to put into operation. While one must wonder where the approxi-
mately $400 million to build the light rail option will be coming from in these
cash-strapped times, a 35% saving seems significant.

While Labor hitched its wagon to the Westrail Star, with its unwield ¥, more expensive and less
accessible heavy rail, the Liberals have thus far only promised a "feasibility study" on light rail
or express bus services for the southemn metro area. Although careful planning for somethin gas
important as this is essential, it appears that an efficient and well-patronised public transport
system for our area is still a long way down the track.
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Open Government

by Natalie Hug

On October 7th 1992, Committee Members Les Lauder, Natalie Hug and Anne Rimes
(representing the City of Fremantle), attended a seminar on precinct based consultation. It
raised some very interesting possibilities for Fremantle through its discussion of the North
Sydney and Kalamunda experiences.

Public involvement in government has been a hot issue in 1992. The Royal Commission,
Council scandals in Stirling and Wanneroo, Freedom of Information legislation and many other
news items have indicated the need and desire for public participation and accountability to
prevent bad decisions and corruption from taking hold in our govemment.

Numerous complaints received by the Society Committee regarding local planning issues led
President Les Lauder to publicly question whether there was a better way to deal with planning
proposals that create friction in the community. As Fremantle grows and urban consolidation
takes place, we are likely to see more such problems arise. Council and residents need to have
systems in place to avoid and resolve such conflicts when they occur.

Some of the complaints which the Society repeatedly heard from residents were that:
a) they had not been informed of a proposal which they felt affected them

b) major developments were advertised in only one local paper and then had
very short submission periods

c) residents, even when they were shown plans, did not understand them

d) developments did not harmonise aesthetically or in scale with the
surrounding streetscapes

These complaints point to the need for:
* better notification of proposed developments
* adequate time for and help with submissions regarding the developments
* more community input regarding the "look" of developments

* education in interpreting plans and/or more concrete evidence of what the
development will look like and how it will affect the neighbourhood.

On this last point, Society life member and East Fremantle councillor Stuart Weame, "im-
ported" an effective idea from Switzerland which was trialled in East Fremantle. Developers
erect poles showing the height and roofline(s) of any additions or new structures. Neighbours
are thereby tangibly notified that a development is proposed and have 21 days to comment on
it. This also avoids the common difficulty lay people have in interpreting plans and visualising
the effect a development will have on their privacy, views, light, etc. Such a scheme is
inexpensive — the small costs are borne by the developer— and could well be used in Fremantle.

In East Fremantle there was a general feeling on council that the scheme worked well,
particularly in cases where views might be affected. Despite some resistance from developers
who think it is another imposition on them, council is looking into a formal implementation of
the idea. East Fremantle also boasts an advisory town planning committee which can offer
advice to council on aesthetic, heritage and other planning areas which are not just black and
white.

Soon after this subject was raised in a "Thinking Allowed" column in the Fremantle Herald, an
invitation to a seminar on "Precinct Based Consultation" offered some solutions,

One of the guest speakers was Julia Harvey, the Precinct Co-ordinator at North Sydney Council.
North Sydney has used a precinct system as the basis for its open government policy for the last
12 years. Ms Harvey spoke about the successes and difficulties this system has produced. While
noting that the North Sydney experience had been tailor made for that community and might
not suit another as well, her talk about its commitment to encouraging "total involvement of all
residents in the making and influencing of decisions" was inspiring and impressive.
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North Sydney's Precinct system has experienced its share of teething problems. It began in the
early 70's but within a few years a number of aldermen (councillors) had become dissatisfied
with the precinct system. Seeing it as competing with their roles as elected representatives, they
objected to residents demanding more than an advisory role, particularly in planning, and the
system collapsed.

However, the community still wanted a say in decisions that affected it and residents made these
feelings clear when, in the 1980 council elections, 92 candidates stood for 15 positions. Of those
who were elected almost all had had a platform of open government and public participation.
The new council set about reviving and restructuring the precincts system and the result is
virtually intact today.

What are Precinct Groups?

Precinct Groups comprise between a dozen and 30 streets or 500-3000 people. They have no
legislative power but are very powerful advisory groups which play an important part in local
decision making. Apart from electing a chairperson and secretary annually (with a2 maximum
term of 2 years) the groups are free to form their own structure — for example they may create
sub-committees involving more people from the precinct. This develops an articulate commu-
nity which knows how council works and how they can influence it.

The groups meet monthly in a public place in the precinct. Anyone who visits, lives or works
in the Precinct may attend the meetings. Council provides $300 per precinct at the start of each
year to cover postage, phone bills and other outgoings.

What sort of issues are addressed?

The precinct groups look at everything from

» traffic and planning + development and building applications
* engineering proposals » strategic planning
» budget estimates » landscaping proposals

» and many other major items,

The groups are encouraged to take a pro-active role and raise issues with council. Some large
companies and other organisations access the precinct groups directly to get a feel for
community concerns or to inform the residents of forthcoming proposals. We need only to think
of the money and energy wasted on the recent Caltex proposals to see where the benefits of such
a system might lie.

How does it work?
The flow of information and recommendations follow a clearcut pattemn,
1) information is sent from Council to the Precinct chairpersons

2) residents and tenants are informed 3 to 4 days before a meeting of the date time,
place and items to be raised at the next meeting, through letterbox drops and
precinct noticeboards at busstops,-efc.

3) 1-2 days before the meeting the precinct chairperson collects plans, models and
supporting documentation from Council.

4) The Precinct Group's report goes back to Council following the meeting. A data
base is maintained to keep track of issues.

5) When items come up at Council a coversheet lists which Precincts and how
many people have been involved in the recommendation.

11



As in Fremantle, Council and committee meetings, files plans, etc., are open and available to
the public. In addition, North Sydney provides an excellent series of pamphlets showing the
community exactly how decisions are made and how council and the precincts work.

The precinct co-ordinator is the link between the community and council. She is an advocate
for the community who will offer help with conflict resolution or in identifying issues. She is
basically a full time resource for the groups to turn to whenever there are questions. She also

educates, teaching residents how to read a plan, how a development proposal is drafted and so
on.

Other forms of public participation

Interestingly, while precinct groups might appear to make council decision-making more slow
and unwieldy, quite the opposite is proving true. Ms Harvey claimed that the more democratic
approach results in far less time-consuming rearguard action. That is, once a development is
approved there is much less debate and opposition from the community, even when decisions
g0 against the precinct group's recommendations. As Ms Harvey said, "When the public sees
that the process has been fair they generally will accept the council's decisions.”

With our own Council elections approaching in May, 1993, it may be an opportune time to start
canvassing candidates regarding the precinct system. David Vaughan, from the Shire of
Kalamunda which is currently embarking on its own precinct group system, added his advice
on how to get the system working.

"It must be community driven but have strong council support. Staff training is essential and
those council staff who resist the system must go. Existing community groups must be

integrated. Everyone — council, council staff and the community — must have a willingness to
change."

In Memorium - Sir Paul Hasluck
by Les Lauder

The Committee of the Fremantle Society expresses its sadness at the passing of our
patron Sir Paul Hasluck.

Sir Paul succeeded our foundation patron Sir Frederick Samson in 1974. From that time
Sir Paul was a staunch supporter of the Society. His ready advice, sense of humour and
genuine love of Fremantle has been a constant source of encouragement for nearly 20
years. We remember him with gratitude and affection.



