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"Swanville"
by John Dowson

HIGH above the river in East Fremantle sits a large rambling house of historic
interest.

"Swanville" lies at the beginning of Angwin Street (No. 9) on a site of 1500sg.m.

The house was built in 1896 by John Elijah Mitchell and his wife Sarah Jane. John had arrived
from England in 1851 with his parents Samuel and Susannah. They had a business on the corner
of St. George's Terrace and William Street called "The City Emporium”, specialising in music
and musical instruments. Biscuits and confectionery were also manufactured.

Later son John opened a confectionery and bakery shop in High Street Fremantle. Wife Sarah
Jane provided tea and biscuits for young men working in a nearby bank, providing one of the
first Tea Rooms in Fremantle. The family lived on the premises and later built their Angwin
Street home. Angwin Street houses originally fronted onto Bellevue Road, (now Riverside
Road), hence the entrances facing the river.

Continued page three . . .

A view of Swanuville and the Castlemaine Brewery in the late 1890 s.




Membership & New Members

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.

Membership renewal fees for 1992 are now overdue. Membership year is from November 1 to
October 31.

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.

Fremantle Society: New Members as af 24/4/92

Chris Baillie, Colin Barnett, A. Benjamin, Mr & Mrs P. Bothwell, C. Boulter, Lyndall Branch, Mrs
Ann Cathcart, Marc Caillot De Chadbannes, Colin Clarke, Mrs Susan Croudace, Mrs A. Davey,
Kevin Desmond, S. Dewar, Joan Dowson, Tony Fairhead, Margaret Fay, A. Gaskin, Neil
Gilmour, Mr & Mrs Giudice, John Gordon, Mrs F. Groat, Mrs R. Halls, Harbour Theatre, C & M
Hill, Mrs Hoad, Dr Clive Huxtable, Ms Robin Inkpen, The Jacks Family, Peter Jackson, Eve
Jansen, Rolf & Antoinette Krackowizer, Ms A. Lamoureux, M. Leach, S. Lenton, Brita Lim, Ms B.
Lithgo, Mr W. Longson, S. Lovell, M. Lukis, Dr J. MacBeth, Clyde McGill, M. McKenzie, Graham
Mark, Mrs Helen Martin, Ms L. Marshall, P & M Michelides, Mrs Patricia Moncrieff, Mark
Paramor, Stan & Joan Parks, lan Parmenter, Michael Patroni, Mrs Jane Ratten, Mrs Shirley
Rennardson, R. Rennie, Colleen Rigby, Roy Rimmer, Alan Robinson, Paul Robinson, Mrs A.
Russell-Davidson, Bruce & Pam Seligman, Abe Shields, Christine Smith, Tony Smurthwaite, Mr
& Mrs G. Stack, Phil Storey, ]. & M. Wearne, Mr & Mrs P. West, Peter Westall, Toby & Pam
Williams, Cameron Wilson & Marny Worth.

Committee Members of Fremantle Society 1992

PRESIDENT
Les Lauder, ¢/o 36 Duke Street, East Fremantle 6158. Phone 339 1120 or 335 6308.

VICE PRESIDENT
Ron Davidson, 24 Fothergill Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 430 6096.

SECRETARY
Natalie Hug, 13 Solomon Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 335 6980.

TREASURER
Paddy Pemberton, 49 Solomon Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 335 8788.

COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Ralph Hoare, 7 Russell Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 430 6822 or 335 5772.

Marlene Luiten, 13 Yilgamn Street, White Gum Valley 6162. Phone 335 2589 or221 1688.
John Dowson, 10-12 Mouat Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 335 2113.

Frank Cacavas, 19 Solomon Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 350 5991 (bus.).

Bob Hewitt, 16 Nairn Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 335 9375 or 336 2058.

Tony Harris, 33 Tuckfield Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 430 6045.

Patrick Howard, 40 Tuckfield Street, Fremantle 6160. Phone 335 5197 (bus.).

Ron Keneally, 25 Herbert Street, North Fremantle 6159. Phone 336 1081.

Michael Patroni, 4 Pearse Street, North Fremantle 6159. Phone 430 5450 (bus.) or 430 6259.
Ann Rimes, 25 Herbert Street, North Fremantle 6159. Phone 336 1081.

Eve Jansen, 4 Pearse Street, North Fremantle 6159. Phone 430 6259.
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Running through the house is a fine Minton tile floor, popular in the London of the day. Four
large symmetrical rooms flank the central passageway, with the kitchen and a variety of other
rooms behind. These rooms have seen several changes and uses, because the property was
divided into flats after the war when there was a housing shortage and the property passed
from the Mitchell family’s hands for the first time.

Like many properties facing the west, the house has had its verandah glassed over. The view
over the river and into the harbour is dramatic, with the distraction of the traffic on Stirling
Bridge nearby. One of the best features of the house is the cellars: extensive, cool, and in original
state. The front cellar is currently used as a bedroom, and has a stunning view from almost
ground level over a flat stretch of green grass straight into the river.Originally, 9 Angwin Street
sported a plethora of fruit trees — pomegranates, citrus trees, plantains, grapes and figs. An acre
aE?:l a ha.lfp ran down to the riversdﬁg road. There was no wateI:, gas or elihgﬁfty laid -:g:m, so there
was the well with its windmill, rain water, lamps and candles.

When Stirling Bridge was built in 1972, much of the land was resumed. An offer of $1500 for
the taken land from the Main Roads Department was not deemed accegtahie and a 15 year battle
ensued, resulting in land in lieu of money. The building of the Stirling Bridge was accompanied
by such heavy pounding from the pile drivers that the owner’s daughter Lucy was bounced out
of bed.

The original family of Mitchell were certainly renowned for their entertaining. Their dances
must have been rather special, as one young man is recorded as having walked back to Perth
afterwards. Mr Mitchell owned his own boat and would ferry a group of friends to Perth for 5d
to attend the January sales. Later they would sit around on the front steps overlooking the river
and compare bargains from Foy and Gibson's. Foy and Gibson's have been bulldozed for
progress. Hopefully "Swanville” will never have its swansong.

Caltex Tanks

THE fight to prevent the F.P.A./Caltex petroleum super tanks being built in North
Fremantle has dominated the Fremantle Society's activities over the past several
months.

Some have thought the battle unequal and have urged a compromise, however, the vast
majority of members see the issue as critical to the future of Fremantle. Apart from the safety
aspects, building the tanks would prevent the residential & commercial development of
hundreds of hectares of North Fremantle land.

Action since the public meeting last August has included the collection of a petition of over
5,000 people against the tanks which was presented in Parliament by Colin Barnett. Caltex
presented an "alternative” proposal which moved the tanks 150 metres to the S.W. but which
however placed them on the Port Beach Road requiring its diversion into the beach reserve. The
proposal was accompanied by a widely distributed pamphlet by Caltex apparently showing
how reasonable they were and urging public acceptance of their "compromise”. The Fremantle
Society & N.F.C.A. responded with a pamphlet rejecting the compromise and urging people to
lobby the Fremantle Council, Jim MC&T“}" & Planning Minister Smith, Numerous meetings
have been held with Environment Minister Pearce, Planning Minister Smith, Jim McGinty, the
Liberal Shadow Cabinet, Fremantle Unions, the Fremantle Council and others. Widespread
media publicity was successfully achieved.

Concern over the safety aspects of the gropcsal was heightened by the near disaster with
tanks at Kwinana prior to the Fremantle Council determining its policy on the new proposal.

Plannin%wchairpersnn Jenny Archibald and several senior council officers argued in favour of
accepting the "compromise” proposal which saw the tanks planned for one block SW of the
original proposal.

The impressive line up against the tanks includes not only the Fremantle Society, N.F.C. A, &
over 5,000 petitioners, but also the Liberal Party, the Green Party, local MLA Jim McGinty, East
Fremantle, Cottesloe & Mosman Park councils, former F.P.A. planner & engineer Phil Storey,

various Trade Unions, former oil company officers, certain F.P.A. officers and many members of
the Fremantle Chamber of Commerce.

Continued page 4 . ..
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The Fremantle Council received over 200 formal submissions from the public against the
proposal and only one in favour. When the council finally voted on the issue the "compromise”
was unanimously rejected.

The Fremantle Society has no desire to be in conflict with Caltex or any other legitimate
business. Along with the many other opponents — we believe that the tanks are the wrong use
for the land. We strongly endorse the Liberal Party's announced policy of establishing a tanks
precinct at Kwinana & Kewdale and phasing out bulk fuel storage & distillate from Fremantle.

Caltex Tanks Update

by Michael Patroni

THE Fremantle Society and the North Fremantle Community Association have
continued to lobby against the tanks following the F.C.C, rejection of the proposal on
planning and environmental grounds back in February.

Despite the widespread opposition, the State Government is still keenly supporting the
proposal, as evidenced by comments in Parliament and by attempts to bypass community
concerns and council rejections with two interpretations which could lead to approval by the
state bodies, namely:

1) The Planning Minister has ignored the FCC decision and has decided the proposal shall
be treated purely as a State Planning matter. (as the proposal is on the "Port Purposes
Reserve").

2) The Minister for the Environment stated that he thought that the FCC is not a "decision
making body" (as set down in the EPA Act 1986).

In both cases the FCC has strongly reacted. Fremantle Council plans to instigate legal
challenges to both moves by the State Government if it proceeds with them. These cynical State
Government decisions could have dire consequences with respect to the Caltex proposal and far
beyond, as it seems that the State Government is prepared to ignore local Government and
Communities if this suits their ends. This is especially threatening to the City of Fremantle as
approximately half the City is Government Reserve of one kind or another,

X X kK X & kX k kX k& k X & X

Since the above update was written the State Planning Commission has approved the Caltex
Tanks project after an appeal by the F.P.A. (acting on Caltex's behalf) against the Council's
decision.

This means that unless Fremantle City Council can mount a successful legal challenge and
claim its right to reject the proposal on environmental and planning grounds, the tanks have
nothing but community outrage standing in their way. Environment Minister Bob Pearce has
already given his go ahead to the project. However, it is possible that a Union ban - and /or an
election could yet save the day. In the meantime continue to protest to your local members.

Recording Fremantle's Historic Interiors J

THE Society has recently been awarded $3,000 by the Heritage Council to identify
and record significant interiors in Fremantle.

The Society has been instrumental in identifying and recording historically and
architecturally significant building in Fremantle since 1970, however, often the documentation
has been confined to the buildings’ exterior envelope and little has been done in regard to their
interiors.

As the buildings’ ownership change and alterations are carried out, many of the interior
details are in danger of disappearing without a trace.

The Society has formed a Sub-Committee to implement the project, however, since the
funding is only a portion of the total originally sought, the sub-Committee is calling for anyone
in the community who would like to get involved in any way to contact Michael Patroni 430
5450 or Ralph Hoare 430 6822,

This is a wonderful opportunity for all those interested in heritage buildings to take part. We
require architects, photographers, archivists, interior specialists, and enthusiasts who can
contribute any time at all to this important project.
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Social News

by Marlene Luiten
GET TO KNOW YOUR CITY » BECOME INVOLVED
BE BETTER INFORMED ¢ MAKE NEW FRIENDS

This year we hope to involve many more club members, so if you've got ideas we would love
to hear from you. We would like this year's social program to emphasize.

INFORMATION EXCHANGE ¢ COMMUNITY INTERACTION ¢ SOCIALIZING

So we have planned two different types of General Meetings.
1. MEMBERS' NI

The Fremantle Society committee will present a brief report on recent activities and then
members will be free to socialize, exchange views, agree, disagree and meet other interested and
interesting people from Freo — helped along with wine & cheese!!

2. GUEST SPEAKER NIGHTS
These will be more formal presentations on topics of interest.

Venues will be chosen around Fremantle and where possible we will involve local music
groups, entertainers etc, to build on the wonderful community spirit that is part of Fremantle,
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
Speaker: Phil Storey — "The Port of Fremantle"

Phil's talk aroused a lot of discussion on the night and later in the local press. Plenty of food for
thought was presented!

FRIDAY, APRIL 10

INFORMATION NIGHT (Fremantle Society Commilttee)

His Lordship's Larder was the setting for lots of socializing by Fremantle Society members. Les
Lauder outlined current committee activities - despite strong competition from the resident singer!!

FRIDAY, JUNE 19

Guest Speaker: Peter Newman, Dr. Newman is well known for
his studies on Cities & Transport.
Venue: Fremantle Education Centre, Cnr. Cantonment & Parry Streets
Time: 7.30pm Supper: Mulled wine & nibbles Cost: $3.00
Topic: Light Rail: Its role in urban renewal and potential for Fremantle.

~§

SUNDAY, JULY 12

Speaker: Rob Campbell - One of Australia's leading conservation architects.
Venue: Fremantle Arts Centre. Time: Sunday afternoon (2.30).
Supper: Devonshire Tea. Restoration of old buildings. (Details to be confirmed)

SEPTEMBER

INFORMATION NIGHT (Fremantle Society Committee)

Wine tasting, local cheeses, breads and music in an historic house.
DECEMBER

CHRISTMAS FUNCTION

Christmas music, cocktails & nibbles at a well-known Freo cultural centre.

HEI.P!!!

Join us in helping to implement these ideas. Even if you only have a small amount of free time
give us a call.
PHONE: MARLENE LUITEN 221 1688 (W) KATE COLLIN 339 3362
335 2589 (H) MARNY WORTH 335 4064
ADELE GASKIN 336 2130



The Eastern Bypass Debate

THE debate on the Eastern Bypass has created strong divisions in the community.

Does the bypass offer solutions to inner city traffic problems or will it simply create more
traffic, split a community and encourage urban sprawl?

The Fremantle Society committee has resolved to oppose the deletion of the reserves on the
basis that the Bypass may in time be necessary to relieve increasing traffic burdens on Marine
Terrace, South Terrace and particularly Hampton Road, where widening could have disastrous
effects on heritage properties. There was equally keen debate within the Society committee as to
the pros and cons of the Bypass question and the decision to oppose deletion was by no means
unanimous. Most members hope that there will be no need for the Bypass and that traffic
calming, improved public transport and increasing awareness of the negative impact of private
vehicle use will make the road unnecessary. However the majority of committee members feel
that the option should be retained if all these measures fail to reduce traffic in the inner city to
sustainable levels. If the Bypass is built it should be greatly reduced in scale.

Since 80% of the road reserve has already been acquired by the Main Roads Department

(M.R.D.) it seems foolhardy for the State Government to forgo the option by actually selling off
the reserve.

Here we present views from activists Heather Smedley and Bob Pokrant on different sides of
the fence. Heather Smedley was elected to Fremantle City Council in 1990, largely in support of
her stance against the Bypass. Here she presents her opinions in favour of deletion of the
Bypass. Bob Pokrant is a Fremantle Society member who has been active in the fight to retain the
Bypass option.

Against the Bypass for a better future

by Heather Smedley

THE argument used by the Fremantle Society on the issue of the Fremantle Western
Bypass in 1973 is relevant today with the Fremantle Eastern Bypass:

‘Under no circumstances should arguments be countenanced that are in favour of

hypothetical bypass and through traffic flows at the expense of human behaviour within
city centres.'

In 1965 the whole Eastern side of Henry Street was to be demolished to make way for the
Western Bypass, Heritage buildings elsewhere were to be demolished to make way for new
modern buildings built to the satisfaction of the Council's architects and other road expansion.

The Society's opposition to the Western Bypass and the issues raised on "planning policies
which go beyond preservation, through conservation, to proper management of Fremantle's
human and physical resources” was largely responsible for changing the community's attitude
on heritage and Fremantle's uniqueness.Just as the Western Bypass raised these issues with the
public, and thereby increased the community's understanding of them, the Fremantle Eastern
Bypass has raised their awareness of traffic calming and alternative planning approaches to the
future.The deletion of the Fremantle Western Bypass caused Fremantle's future to change, the
deletion of the Fremantle Eastern Bypass will also cause the future to change.

Scepticism greeted the Society's views in 1973. The Port considered the Western
essential and wanted the reserve retained. The Road Authorities saw the Council decision to
support the deletion as a threat. It is certain that it was only possible because of community
commitment. Council was concerned with alternatives; their alternative was the Eastern Bypass!

Scepticism has also greeted the proposed deletion of the Eastern Bypass. The Port Authority
has not changed their view in 20 years, nor has the M.R.D.

Once again it has been left to the community to raise the issue.In 1990 a petition bearing 3000
signatures was presented to Council supporting the deletion of the Bypass and requesting a
comprehensive study encompassing traffic calming as an alternative to the Eastern Bypass.

Continued page 7 . ..



... from page 6.

In three elections in 1990 the Bypass was a central issue. The community has voiced its
opinion on this issue several times.

Far from throwing the South West Corridor into planning chaos, the removal of the Bypass
provides a chance for sustainable planning. No-one wants to see the additional regional traffic
generated by this road - it is not a bypass; it is part of a North/South Freeway through the
Western Suburbs and is proposed to off-load thousands of cars from the Kwinana Freeway to a
new Western Suburbs Freeway through Fremantle. The studies which came about because of
the community concern over the Eastern Bypass present two visions for the future: one business
as usual, which has vast increases in traffic; the other a 'sustainable’ vision where integrated
transport planning (including a new public transport system) means that the Bypass is not
needed.

At the Council Meeting on April 2nd, 1992, Fremantle Council made a choice on the kind of
future it wants — a sustainable future. The past 20 years has been a demonstration that Fremantle
can have a better future, where fewer large roads are necessary. Most of Fremantle's historic
buildings were to be knocked down for road expansion — no-one today says this has produced
planning chaos, but they did at the time. The Bypass must go for obvious local impact reasons
and for wider planning reasons. There is a new future possible, and it's a lot better for
Fremantle.

Traffic Problems need Good Planning

by Dr. Bob Pokrant

AS a property-owning and rate-paying resident of Fremantle who lives close to
Hampton Rd, I object to current moves to remove the Fremantle Bypass option from the
Metropolitan Region Scheme (MRS). Below are outlined the grounds for my objection:

1. Quality of life. Traffic congestion, air and noise pollution and risk of accident are alread
high in the city and predicted to get worse. Without an alternative route for both th.mugﬁ

traffic and heavy vehicles, this may necessitate road widening (see SW Metropolitan
Region Transport Planning Study, February 1992), house demolition and resident
displacement on Hampton Rd, Carrington 5t and other roads. There is a clear danger that
Hampton Rd in particular is fast becoming Fremantle's version of Sydney's Parramatta Rd.
Such a possibility is totally unacceptable to the residents of the city.

2. Heritage. Fremantle's historic buildings, especially those in the Hampton Rd/Ord St/
James St precinct, are under serious threat from heavy traffic which reduces the city's
attractiveness to residents and tourists, diminishes its commercial viability to the aity's
business community, and contributes to the destruction of West Australia's and Australia's
national heritage.

3. Port efficiency. If the port is to survive and prosper, good road links are necessary. At
resent heavy trucks are using roads (for example, Hampton Rd and Ord St) not designed
or them which increases both the financial and social cost to the community. Diversion of
these trucks is a priority:.

4. North-South traffic, Population growth and urbanisation in the SW, developments
encouraged by both main parties, is increasing the amount of through traffic moving along
the coastal strip, adding to the already substantial numbers of through vehicles using inner
city roads to and from the Stirling Bridge. Furthermore, proposals (made by the same
consultants that carried out the Fremantle traffic calming study) for a biotechnology park
in the Cockburn area include a new dual carriageway which can only mean increased
traffic through Fremantle. Without a bypass, traffic problems can only get worse.5. No
alternatives. At present there are no proven alternatives to a bypass. European and other
experience shows that traffic calming only works well when combined with a bypass
system to drain off non-local traffic. Furthermore, the traffic calming proposals for
Fremantle centre on Hampton Rd which is currently the city's 'bypass'. There is some
limited precedent in the European experience for main road calming but little attention has
been paid to such calming in Australia (Brindle, B E (1991): 'Traffic Calming in Australia..."
in Australian Road Research, 21,2;37-55). Thus, if the residents of Fremantle are to be
'guinea pigs' in what may prove to be a risky and unsuccessful experiment, some
protection in the form of the retention of the bypass option must be given. As Brindle
(1991:51), concluding his discussion of traffic calming ideas of the type proposed for
Fremantle, puts it:

Continued page 8 . ..



... from page 7.

it would be tragic if the one hope for the amelioration of urban traffic impacts was
permanently discredited by naive and precipitous action, ahead of community
tolerance or our ability to deliver the promised results.

The light rail link and expanded public transport proposed in the traffic calming report are
not cost effective at current population densities nor are they likely to prove adequate as
substitutes for the bypass without a major change in how we use land and various transport
modes. Even if they proved to be cost effective, the bypass route could be used for such
purposes. Finally, the government's own South West Metropolitan Region Transport Planning
Study released in February recommends the retention of the current transport strategy,
including the bypass, until there has been "....rigorous assessment of the implementation of a
demand management approach to the rest of the metropolitan region and /or the implications
for the South West Metropolitan Region of applying such strategies to it in isolation'.

In the light of the above and in view of all official reports predicting growing traffic problems
for the city and region, it is common sense, good planning and an insurance policy for the future
to retain the option of a bypass in case other ways of solving the city's and region’s traffic
problems prove to be unsuccessful. On the other hand, deleting the bypass from the MRS
probably removes for all time the option to build in the future which is both irresponsible
planning and undemocratic in that it severely restricts the community's freedom of choice over
the kind of future is may wish for itself and its children.

Fremantle Prison

THE Fremantle Society believes Fremantle Prison is the gem of the State's heritage
sites and needs extreme sensitivity and care to preserve its building and its ambience,
now that the prisoners have left.

The Fremantle Society believes this can be achieved by adhering to the Conservation Policy
for the Fremantle Prison prepared by Dr Jim Kerr, Australia's leading authority on Prison
conservation and re-use. Any proposal for re-use of Prison buildings should be rigorously
assessed against the policy.

The Society also supports the Fremantle City Council's Urban Integration Strategy which
aims at drawing the Prison into the city's social, physical and commercial life and encourages
residents to make regular use of the facility.

Continued page 9 . . .

Two young men about town outside the Fremantle Prison circa 1900. If any members
can supply information about the photograph we would be pleased to hear.
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However, the State Government's allocation of control of the gate house, the main cell block
and the parade ground to a tourist operator for the next ten years with a 10 dollar entrance fee
means that urban integration may not be possible for a long time. The prison is being used to
make money for the Government and the tourist operator, with almost no interaction with the
city. The allocation of the main sections of the prison to the tourist operator for this length of
time was never envisaged by the Community Consultative Committee which drew up the
original brief.

The Society believes that this contract must be renegotiated with proper regard for people's
right to use a large collection of publicly-owned buildings. It also believes the proposal that the
Prison should be self-supporting is unrealistic and that there will always be a need for
Commonwealth and State Government support.

The Future of the Port w

THE last year or so has seen some significant events at the Fremantle Port. Losses of
almost $40 million in one year by the F.P.A. lead to a ministerial review and
restructuring to overcome inefficiency and outdated practices.

A new General Manager, Kerry Sanderson, was appointed and several hundred jobs axed in
the first stage of the Waterfront Reforms. This process is on going and it is expected that more
jobs will eventually go due to increased mechanisation & job rationalisation. The Ministerial
review concluded that a model for Fremantle could be the Port of Brisbane. Brisbane has become
a "landlord” Port Authority which oversees port activity but does not attempt to perform all the
functions of the port - instead tendering them out to private operators whenever this proves
more cost efficient, It is interesting to note that the container operation at Brisbane has been
relocated to purpose built modern premises without damage to the city's economy.

Howewver most analysts agree that the Port of Fremantle will never again provide the
thousands of jobs it once did, due to the increasing use of container shipping which presently
accounts for 58% of Port trade.

Container Trade requires excellent road and rail access ample areas of storage space, and
efficient handling on a 24 hour a day, 7 day a week basis.

To examine the potential for modernisation and capacity to meet the changing needs of the
Port. The State Government commissioned an independent study in 1989 - The Port Options
Study.

The Study concluded that three sites were worthy of further study based on the trade
projections and criteria supplied. While noting that North Fremantle (one of the 3 sites) could
cope with projected growth for the next 30 years, the study indicated that beyond that time the
geography and transport links would be serious limiting factors. These limitations needed to be
weighed against the pros and cons of the other sites in Kwinana and Catherine Point.

Rather than continuing the Study, as recommended, the State Government then
commissioned an in-house Auxiliary Study to look at North Fremantle as the sole future port
site.

The Fremantle Society prepared a submission on this Auxiliary Study and our conclusions, in
brief, were that:

1. The Study was premature because it preceded a firm decision on the future location of the
expanded container port. Without knowing this no one can adequately judge which Port
operations can be maintained long term in North Fremantle nor how much should be spent
modernising it to meet future demands. By postponing this crucial decision the State
Government is daily losing its options given the rapid expansion of Perth's population (After all,
if the Port does grow beyond North Fremantle's capacity it would be preferable to have the

option of moving some of its operations to nearby Kwinana for example rather than further
afield.)

This "delayed decision" will also prejudice the development of Fremantle as large arcas for
potential rezoning (light industry /commercial & residential) fall under "planners blight”. These
areas include North Fremantle, Victoria Quay, The Anchorage site etc., the redevelopment of
which could provide hundreds of jobs and homes.

Continued page 10 . . .
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2. Secondly, The Auxiliary Study, without any real public consultation, included costings and

En’ziirnirl.;:u'_',,-r plans for port developments which The Society feels would be very detrimental to

remantle and very expensive for the State. These included Landbridgings, which would
require a new rail bridge; costly engineering feats along the coast to allow one or two kilometre
long trains to be double stacked and trundled through the West end with possible damage to
heritage buildings; more frequent handling and transport of dangerous goods and substances
through densely populated areas; the encouragement of more heavy industry, including the
consolidation of petrol storage in the area and many other serious "social” issues. The major
container handlers and other industry specialists have publicly rejected the concept of
landbridging, claiming it would be costly and inefficient.

3. Finally, the Society felt that the study lacked vision and responsibility not only for
Fremantle but also the state. This has been a common theme in many of the planning issues
which are now facing Fremantle. There are some dozen studies in progress or recently
completed which propose various "visions” for Fremantle. Unfortunately few of the
Government departments seem able to collate their findings and come up with a comprehensive
plan which will see Fremantle revived in the next century. Issues such as housing, jobs,
industry, commerce, tourism, traffic and transport the environment and so on are all
interrelated, yet planning for them is hopelessly uncoordinated and often downright
contradictory.

The Fremantle Society believes the community must plan now for more jobs in the Fremantle
area to counteract this trend. We believe that our planners should keep an open mind on the
future usage of Port-associated land which will take into account the changing nature of the
Port, the City, Shipping and the State.

We do not want to 'rip the heart out of Fremantle”, kill the Port or create a cappuccino haven,
as some over emotional critics have charged. But we do feel it is imperative that nostalgia for the
traditional nature of the Port does not lead us into decisions which could have very negative
effect on Fremantle's future. The Fremantle Society would like to retain bulk cargo ,research,
naval, fishing and passenger shipping and indeed container shipping (if landbridging is not on
the agenda) operating from Fremantle, but planning for these operations needs to be carried out
in a rational and comprehensive fashion, which takes account of both State and local needs.

Landbridging

LANDBRIDGING from North Fremantle is still in the news despite the fact that Waterfront
Reform and vast infrastructure costs due to geographical constraints make it even less attractive
today that it was a year ago.

Judging by comments in the local and State press most people, Treasurer Dawkins excepted,
cannot take the idea seriously. This includes groups such as the Fremantle Society, The
Fremantle Chamber of Commerce, Head of Conaust/FTL Captain Tony Holland, The Society of
Engineers, former Port Planner Phil Storey and even local M.L.A Jim McGinty, who was quoted
last year as saying, "Industry sources I have consulted have said it's not likely to happen. If it did
it was more likely to operate out of a port like Darwin which is much closer to Singapore, Asia's
main port.” (Fremantle Herald, 1 July 1991).

Captain Holland who heads North Fremantle's largest Container operator Cona ust/FTL said
in the same article that "Fremantle is a bottleneck. Start moving 200,000 containers through this
area which is the numbers we are talking about with landbridging and phew! You've got a
problem”.

The Fremantle Society is not in a position to judge whether or not Landbridging is a viable
concept for W.A. We do however feel that is entirely unsuited to operate from Fremantle and do
not accept John Dawkins premise that, "We must expect to see increased activity on the railway
through the West End . .. And we must expect that the major roadways will become busier and
traffic heavier. We must, therefore, resist the tendency to see this as a threat to city life but rather
crucial to the life of the city.”

Thinking allowed, Fremantle Herald, July 1, 1991

Continued page 11 . . .
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To provide Fremantle Society members with some interesting facts and figures on

Landbridging we reprint here an article by Society member Phil Storey which appeared in the
Fremantle Herald May 18,1992.

Mr Storey was formerly a Fremantle Port Authority Senior Engineer. He recently nominated
for preselection as a Liberal party candidate for Fremantle. The Society wishes to stress that we
are a non-party political organisation and that we print his article as on its merits and not as an
endorsement of one party over another.

The Landbridging Rainbow

by Phil Storey

CLAIMING great benefits, $15 million is set to be spent on our east-west rail system,
while nothing has changed to make landbridging work now, as distinct from any other time
since containerisation began.

The federal government's National Rail Corporation may legitimately seek to compete with road
heavy haulage, attracting freight to rail through efficiencies and tariff restructuring, but to compete
with shipping requires savings in real ship time. By achieving this, rail cargo moves freely between
Sydney and Brisbane, as ships out of Europe en route to New Zealand avoid the Brisbane leg. Trans-
Australia, however, the differential cost between sea and rail freight is so great that subsidies would
be required. From Fremantle, in relative terms, it takes four litres of fuel to rail a container for every
one litre by sea. Without any compensating ship time saving, Fremantle is a most unlikely freight
gateway to Australia.

It is precisely because ships are so fuel efficient that landbridging remains only just viable even in
America, where sea versus rail distances via Panama are relatively great and where there are
populous inland cities en route. The trans-Australia line clearly has none of these advantages.

No legitimate role for Fremantle exists in intercepting east-bound vessels out of Europe or
diverting east-bound Singapore trade. The European Conference lines have historically priced
containers offloaded in any mainline Australian port equally. From Singapore a container costs
around $1,200, compared with $1,500 to Sydney, leaving $300 for a train ticket with an unsubsidised
asking price of $1,100 - begging the question, who's going to pay?

[ watched landbridging pedalled by the Fremantle Port Authority seeking dredging money in
1987, as a rainbow to colour the judgement of politicians. Over the three years to 1991, FPA
marketing resources were totally dedicated to landbridging and there was a deliberate refusal to
research and publish hard costing data. This eventually earned criticism in the ministerial review of
the FI’ A, which declared landbridging to have been "more marketed than researched”. While |
constantly questioned its efficacy, %remantie rainbow merchants broke the bank searching for the
pot of landbridge gold. Only Tasmanian ports have not as yet claimed to be Australia’s legitimate
freight gateway.

In late 1991, Adelaide became the focus of attention with its proximity to markets served by the
congested port of Melbourne. By then, with its ruinous finandial position exposed and management
changes imminent, FPA abandoned its landbridge marketing strategy, looking instead to promote
niche markets from Asian ports. But, hey presto, in 1992 the "One Nation” package envisioned the
nation's ports linked by ribbons of steel, and committed the expenditure of $15 million.

We could not, after all, have a one nation package with one state excluded from a rail upgrade.
Caught napping by our Canberra visionaries, state beneficiaries of federal generosity became
unenthusiastic landbridge exponents once again, damning by faint praise the announcement of a
new standard gauge rail into Fremantle. That actually shocked quite a few, since standard gauge is
already there. Double stacking straight from ship to rail was the next answer proffered, giving
purpose to a rather curious collection of rail track and under bridge height clearance improvements
between Fremantle and Kalgoorlie. We are not told anything and are not expected to question how
this will make landbridging magically overcome the minimum fourfold freight cost difference.

Continued page 12 . . .
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On February 18 in The West Australian, John Dawkins is quoted as saying "... the port-rail
infrastructure would reduce road traffic through Fremantle because cargo would be moved by rail.”
That is a totally fallacious argument, Mr Dawkins, and you are either trying to create a soothing but
false impression about local traffic, or you don't understand the facts. Just three percent of containers
use rail mainly to country areas. The rest move in a myriad of road directions direct to metropolitan
businesses. It is ludicrous to suggest container distribution patterns will in any way change because
bridge clearances to Kalgoorlie are better, and consumers certainly won't pay to rail containers to
Kewdale without there being commercial advantage in doing so.

We should aspire to fill containers with manufactured products and create the economic climate
to make our ports busy exporting the products of our labour in every city. Instead our politicians,
hoping to soothe today's sense of economic despair, pledge millions to create an illusion of
prosperity through a mind image of a future busy port, claiming virtue for the mere act of moving
other people’s containers. While landbridging lures politicians like dull brown moths to a flame,
only community ignorance prolongs their futile flight. Wisely spent in Fremantle, $15 million could
create around 300 jobs for one year, undertaking much-needed civic works and heritage building
restorations for which we would get a lasting and worthwhile memento.

Election Updates

CONGRATULATIONS to Councillors Ann Forma and Andrew Sullivan on their
unopposed elections in North and City Wards.

Special congratulations to former Committee member Sue Bennett-Ng on winning the South
Ward seat by 18 votes. Sue narrowly lost in the Ward last year and campaigned this year on a
non-party political ticket and on retaining the Eastern Bypass Option. Defeated councillor
Phillip Laskaris was an active Labor Party member and campaigned to delete the Bypass.

We Need You!

THIS newsletter has been compiled by various members of the committee. However,
we need a member skilled in Desktop Publishing and typing and editing who can help
us get the next Newsletter out by October/November 1992. Please call Les Lauder on
339 1120 if you can help.



