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"IRREGULAR Noli7e

Juns I972

(An irregular publlcatlon for the Town Plannlng Research Group, not fpr Plfbllcatlon
or republication.) -

Notice of an urgently needed public effort;
Seminar on Public Transpott,

organised by "Campaign for Public Transport™®

Seces Mrs S. Rutherford.

Surday, June 25, 2 pe.ms to 9 pe.m. & Younger—Ross

Hall, Crr Keppel and Swanston Streess, near

Melbourne University.

Gur Special Autumn Issue ¢

A Season of Seminarse

I."ho Runs This Town 7" Lecture Series.
. 2¢ MoM.BoWe Seminarse.
3e The Relel.de Sunbury Gonvention.

Lo The "Deprived West" Seminare.

I. WHO RUNS THIS TOWN ?
.+ The Fitzroy Feumenical Centre ran six lectures from #pril to May hearlng
¥ Myop, -, A. Hill, XK. Hardiman, J. Paterson, C. Benjamin and M, Bowman on one
aBpect or andther of this useful theme/. Involved was not examination of any Puture
~plan ( as were the M.M.B.,W. ¥nd Surbury events) or a political demand for a
better deal (the "eprived west " seminar), but rather to examine the machinary
‘and procedures by which citizens exercise ( or fail to exercise) the present
ramshackle, competitive , decision-meking machinery within which the pull of the
powerful outweighs the poplilar interestse

There was too much meat here to review it adequately in "Irregular®
We welcome the establishment of the services provided by a *tentre for urban
. research training and action™ as the Fitzroy Iumenical Centre describWes itself,
. ,and the publication of "Ekstasis" ( available I24 Napier Street, Fltzroy, 3065,
B “of P,0. box 94 Fltzroy. phone L;I 2050) ]It is Worthwhlle keeplng in touch with
this centre. '

l Elifors,-Explanation. ; to strike a similar tremly note and to show the writer
has not been uminfluenced by the Fcumenical vexed question of " who runs what
and how ?" the examination of the next three seminars will each deal flrst with

the partlclpetory arrangementse

- 29 The M.M«B.W. Seminarse

‘Explanttion anmd "Questionation", not Participation.

One all—Melbourne,semir}ar.arﬂ five sub-regional ones .e.. at Dandenong,
 Ringwood 'y Broadmeadows, Sunshine ” ard Dallas Brooks Halle...

fecording to Chairman Croxford's "introduction" to the M.M.B.W. "Planning
Policies for Melbourne Metropdditan Region" Report " it is intended #o stimulate
public dialogue with interested organisations and individuals by 1nv1t1ng their
participation in seminarse"se...."dny plan reflects the interest-. gnl inputs
of people and will only be as good as the numher of people who take an actiwve
part by contributing to the ultimate decisione"

Now this is a first ~time experiment ard perhaps it must be excused
weaknesses arising from inexperiemce on this account.But equally, it is “important
to asses what degree of success atterﬂed this experiment.
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M.M.B.W. Seminar contd. ) ,
Besically the seminars were explanatory ard explanatory onjy. Certainly at the
all-Melbowrne seminaer at Monash aml the C.B.D. ..inner.. middaé suburbs seminar at
Dallas Brooks Hall there were selected platform speakers, some of them criticals

Tn this resmect , we urge readers to obtain and the study Y"Report on Proceedings -
of the Seminar held at Monash University, 26th Feb.I972 on the Board of Works Report."
... read Ledger. Clark, Lobley, Christensen, Woodlock and Gardbar. We also suggest that
the reader ask the Board to make.available the addresses of Grousej,alowe, Loder and
Jacksom given ab--the Dallas Brooks meetinga L _

John Citizen, however, had to content himself with questions. Mumbers of
questioners at all seminars,obviously had points of view and were trying to put them,
but could do so only by the twisted, frustrating manoevre of casting their ideas in the |
form of a question to which the spesker , who was asked, had another "Go" without a
further "Go" for the hapless qustionere o - :

The Dallas Brooks.meeting looked more hopeful. It advertised on the program |
"general diswussion" from 6.0 p.m. to 7 pe.me. but, when the great moment for such ‘
severely ~limited "participation' arrived, it turned out to be only the familiar
question amd answer session with a pamel of all speakers at once }

There was no evidence of shorthand writers or tape-recorders to record for the
Board's experts ssuch opinions as were expressed ( couched awkwardly in a question}
that might have been worth considering. There was no invitation to the audience to i
submit their ideas in writing, nor provision of forms on which to submit them. i
Whilst admirably, cilm, polite ard diplomatic, Chief Planner Hepburh and other
Board officers gave only explanatory-type reactions to questions. One never detecte”
even the outward show of reflection, let alone sensed .any genuine humility of
attitude that would give confidence that the Boards officers felt that opirdons they
heard expressed anything worthwhile considering. True the Boards proposals in ::...
Lr.tinmces may in many instances have been more community orientated than those of the
questioner, The Plan worth defending, Certainly the Board had a right to its own position
But, let's face it. The concent of “public pamkimipmkiwmxwzs dialogue" was wot
implemented. "Participation " by John “itizen or Germaine Citizen except as questidﬁ—(a
distorted and helpless form) was not possibles ] .
Maybe it is impractical at such functions to provide for this, maybe there ywere
too many platform speakers to meke it possible to find times e
Whatever the reason, let us not pretend that "questions" amd™ialogue " or
"participation" in Croxford ‘s phraseology. : L . '
The M.MBJW. Newsletter of 5th May '72 is honest "is a result of a series of
seminars™ it reports..."... more then 4000 people - have a better understanding of
what the plan secks to achieve...the seminars were held. to outline the planningg==g
proposals," (sici) . ) '
Fair enoughe. But let us remind any reader interested that Croxford in the
same introduction said Y... the Board proposes to receive and consider- all suggestions
for alterations or improvements to the proposals not only during the objection peng;f.
byt during the course of exemining the proposals as well." _ . oo '
In aPspecial edition" Newsletter of TIth May it is reported that the MJM.B.W
is to ask the Minjister to exterd the time of ob jections from 2.6.'72 to 2.7.'72:
To Plan or ot ~o Plan or the "Nitty-Gritty-3Bitty". :
Julging by the Boards's Newsletter on its own seminars (5¢5.'72, IT 5. 172)
the important thing to gauge is the property owners oppdsition;' ' '
"Questions asked at the Seminars imdicated that theé most controversial aspect was
the Boardds proposals for non-urban areas as opposed to urban arease" |
***%The problems’of people who owned propérty in non urban areas and wished to
build a kouse on it."
sos"major - reserves especially in the Yarra Valley, Dardenmng = Creek and Maribyrong
River were ctiticised by some anfl apnlauded by other. Property owners within these
arcas wanted to know how their interest were affected.™ ' ' o
eess " future quarrying and mining activities, this brought understan able opposition
from people living close to an area " (5.5. 72)
It would be fair to say from oubward eppearances, that what most pre~cccupies
the Board's planning officers 1s what_they call "nittyegritty" aspects of their plen.
Can T sell my farm for housing ? Can ~ build/in non urban wedge ? How is my lamd zoned ?
So, the requested extension of time for lodging ob jections 4B for "mitty gritty"purp
"The Board believes that the six public meetings already held have adequately
presented proposals to the public" (Just se ! What did we say ?) no "dialogue" or
"participation™ pretended here)... "ut trere is need for many individual members of the
public to obta-n more inflormation on their own problems armd to decide their own course
of action (it is the irdividual whomis the "nitty-gritty" ... not the sommunity)
rIt is believed this could best be done by arranging an evening exhibition of the
planning scheme at each of the Council offices in the Extension irea and to make
Boerd Officers avail-ble ot the same time to answer individual questions.™ (This to
apply to '"Berwiek, Dulla; Healosville, Melton, Sherbrioke, Werribee ard Whittlesea.y
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MM B.W. Seminar eontd s '

The Board, in other words, seems to be overwhelmed by the msot primitive problem
of all; whether their plans can "stick" or whether the pressures of the most’ self-
centred and speculative elements in the community, considered as ingividuals, are to
force them to sbandon their green wedlges and conservation areas. This issue is ate ~2
such an elementary "nitty -gritty" level, that, if the Board and Governmeht
concentrates on these issues and fights them on the level of property —owner

"sthics" ( if there is such a thing), it will terd to lose the battle of planning
altogether.

{0viays the BackWafd; speculative element which is.inescapably embeeded in all
property-~owners ,-good, bad and indifferent,n can be defeated only by appeeking to
the community-spirited side of the same people.

To de something for the benefit of the community meané "o plan" i. e, to  frict

restrictl individuals from doing what fbey want., where ere this runs counter to the
fcommon 1nterests.

The issue ™o plan or not to plan" therefore is best tackled positively by

encouraging community spirited people to support what is good and appeal to the
community spirited side of everyone else.

The Board seems to have "ost course". The "ialogue and "participation" cvvii
envisaged by the Chyirman seems to be petering out inte® " nitty gritty" property
"I'lgh'ts nyo o

3. ‘The Surbury Convention

A Moded of Study and Pafﬁicipatidn B

. . . A%

At the. other extreme -was the 2Ist Australian frchitectural @onvention held over
three days at Eunbury, In architectur students convention of sofie 500 (encamped
along a creek in living units variously constructed of cardboard, ®ud bricks,
surdry plastic materisls,sheepskins aml snme even comvential camvas)ran for one week
ard concurrently in the wekizer® there was a Fair, a grand parade ( a sort of mini
Moombz) a pop concert amd an exhibition.

_ 11 delegates were 1ssued with a report entitled "4 Studyfor-an Australlan

New Town ".Quite unlike:the M.M.B.We style, there was no long explanatory addresses.

. Instead the whole convention , ircluding the students, were split int» six work-groups
the object being to stimulat +the maximmm participation by all present.

Bach work group tackled four main topics. (1) social issues, (2) conservation
ard ecologlcal issues, (3) economic and physical issues and (4) political issues.
Each group was serviced by an'inter-discipliary assortment of 6 to 8 experts and
atterded by a member of the d951gn team who had comnbributed to the Subbury Study
Project.

The discussion was guided by questions. It was made e¢lear in the study report
aml by the nature of the giiestions themselves,that the whole exercise was not to be
takne as'a recommerdation for the actual dGVelopment of a "satellite city" of T00.000

to 200,00 at Sunbury, but rather as an illustration (using Surbury to make it
reallstlc) of the better sort of integrated palnned developmebt which could be
feasib e for Melbourne's outward growthe "It is not suggested that Sunbury should
necessarily be developeds It is not suggestd that the Sumbury area is necessarily
the best area or the only ares to be singled out for any tyoe of developneht....
the Degign Team hooed to demonstrate a planming process" (p 1) '

The Ptesident in opening proceedings on the‘flrst day cracked that it had been

dubbed "xthmxmmnxmnﬂxmnxixmwnxxntxmnfxx R kdrmexy YRR KX WR RN R

"the unconvertional Convention". What could be qald after three days of participatory

discussions and under the impact of two types of mixtures at oncee... mixed

disciplines and mixed age groups.... that anyone who came with a comvnetional attitude

and managed to depart with it was already too old to learn , because there was plenty
learning for everyone. ‘

Some "Firsts"

The ﬁrChitécts Inétitute7deserves considerable regognition.for what appear to be
a number of "firsts"-flor a professional organisation at least for fustralia,
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The Sunbury Convention contd.
Tt was an event which incorporatedesses

I) Students playing °n integrated role with graduatese

2)Thrown onen to the public et large (anyone at all could enroll, although
$5,00 for non —~students for each session was pitched too high to attract a really

wide cross section)

3)Preceded by a serious nine months study made by an inter-disciplinary design
team whose findings ard data were available before the convention,

L) Selected professionals from other disciplines sought out and invitkd to assist
with work group discussions,

5)#n exhibition for popular presentation to the public and enlisting the
co-operstion of the local shire and community to stage o Fair, Gymkana and
procession to attract the h¢bention of the public generallye

6) Election of a mitigm wode committee of actlon, to pursue the better type
"planning process" through to practical conclusion.

and although not at Surbury ‘gnedfn @de..e o {.

7)Staging of a public platform (at Dsllas Brooks Hall) of leading politicians
(tow Liberal... Hemer anl Hunt, amd two Labour... Whitlam and Dunsten) all vieing with
each other to agree on dementralisation, Federal moneys for urban planming purposes
and public participation in planning. ‘

Indced an exercise that warrants commerdation as an earnest effort to mrise above
the stultification imposed by private enterprise anmi public bureaucracy on urban
Mevelopment" . Acredit to those with  imagination to conceive the project
and to carry it through.?d a credit to the hard organising it entailed.

It is disgraceful that the money for this project had to be found from
James Har&de ard Go, Pty, Ltd ard not from the Government.,

Right and Wromg Jrguments o

The Stewring Committee of the Cormventioxmust have been quite puzzled as to how to
bridge the gap (that often seems urbridgeable, in some of the discussion groups)
between the survival -conscious, anti -consumerism, anti-waste, simple-life -style
fundamentalism of the students, and the more conventienal next-practical-step, (f;
albeit more sensitive apnroach of the older generation,

fn attempt was made to wrap up all issues and attitudes in an ommnibus resolution
placed Defore the full assembly of the convention in the final session. -
John Bayly, whose job .was:supposed to be to"summarise" the eonvention (some job 8)
said there were issues at two levéels both of which demanded immediate attention
but the first of which had to do with short term problems (such as Surbury) amd the
second with longer -termr. problems such as the-ecological erisise

He illustrated ‘the scele of issue in a very oclever way. His argument ran something
like this ¢ That 1if one took the population of Sunbury now , you would have %o
multiply it by a factor of 25 or so to arrive at the future popluation of Sunbury
planned by the Study. This planned population would need then to be multipied by a
factor of 25 to equal the then population of :Melbourne. Melbourne's population would
need to be multipled by esnother 25 to equal the population of the Great Doswash
monurbation (i.e. Boston, New York, Wsshington urban belt) where said Bayly, signs
of crisis ixdmmixzxm were indeed beginning to show. '

Let's jwts our perspectives right, he argued. Anything we do -t Sunbury, important
Vas 1tisisytuld have no impact for years ard years which could remotely compare with
the crisis of Boswash. 30 the students, right as they are to be deeply concernsd
about wonld ecologicel crisis needn't worry that Sunbury is going to be zg sarivus
contributing factor, : '

What is Right ? What is Vrong ?

Fair enough to prove that for every soul at Surbury now there will be I6,000 souls in
Boswash ( or vhatever) or better, because Surbury vould always be inescapably part

of Melbourne, that there sre 6L{0 times the number of souls in Boswash as compared to
Melbourne. 3o, G.X ¢ there ie 600 times more technology, 600 times more pollution

6(C times the size of demageo
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What is wrong about this idea is that Bayley apparently identifies the crisis to
the biosphere with the sheer size of cities, with"onurbanisation" ( to give hismhis
dué, mo 'doubt; so do many of the stulents) . Put this is not the case. The
ecological erisis is ‘a-world crisis, not a cityfdrisis’cper se. It id technology
not population~distribution that determines the issue. With a given level of
urcontrolled modern technology, whethier it is concentrated in a few conurbanations
or sca tered over thousands of smaller cities, there will still be the same degree
of pollution of the air, pollution of the ocean, the same damage from heat levels
on a world scales '

Western urban man therefore whether he ‘1ives in present Sunbury or Boswash has
an equal responsibility to cut down on energy , and ( amongst other things) to plan
hos eities so that they assist this processe

Bayley read the omnibus resolution which inckided +the proposal that the
Institute request the Bulla Shire Council , the M.M4B,W. and the T.C.P.Be to
support the scHieme and press the Govermment for finance. The Shire President said
the Council had 20 applications for permits next Morday , and he wanted guidarce.
Bayley called for anyone who opposed in primciplee. '

- Maurie Crow moved an amendment deleting all referemce to development at Sunburye.

He argues thatv although the resolution spoke of Moptimisation of energy®, expansion
ef _unbury, according to the design study would have the opposite effect, hecause
it was an integral part of a radidln corridor pattern proposed by the MeM«BeWe
If planners were tp set out to produce a pattern of city growth designed to

. maximiise the use of cars between the evew , elongated radial spokes, this was ite
A long linear southeseasterb corridor wouldn't have the seme effecte He said he
also opposed it on socilological grounmds saying that it would not help the ™eprived™
north west, but gave no reasonse o '

Th. - resolution was then watered down somekWhat by inclusion of the idea that
the support should be for Yexamining" the scheme

. " The fact is that the Bernard Bvans plan for '5a1anced " development was adapted
by Hamer innI968 and it was Hamer whd, when approached by the Institute in I97I

and told it pro-osed to do a study of Berwiick, asked - the Institute to do Sunbury

insteads - |

Neither the Sbtudy: Report, nor the questions for the Conventions Work Groups
“discussion vere framed to permit discussion of the alvi.sability of Sunbury in
relation to Melbourne -as a regional problem! Discussion was either am general lines,
or shout “umbury in particular, '

= Iff the Imstitute, withour discussion by its own Comvention, presses for a city
the ‘size of Geelong at Sumbury, it will do irrepareble harm to the very causes it
is trying to champion, if Crow is right. R

No-one minds if the Shire of Bulla is permitteéd to "ound-off ® Sanbury's irbalance
with more employment opnortunities and social facilities, better public transport and
better design corcepts borrowed from the Study to take in ™matural growth", But, to

~use Bayley 's argument in reverse and apply them to planning as he did to ecology,
. sthere is as:big a dispooportion between todapdd Surbury and tomorrow's Geelong-
sized Sunbury as there is between Melbourne and 3oswash. :

.The Sﬁire could adopt a miniéplaﬁ for'Suﬁbury -as -is without +trying to have the
Government adopt a Sunbury for 200,000

" People rushing in to Bbtain permits in an area designed as urban An the (:as yet
unapproved ) ‘MeMoB.W. Regional Plan, which lonks mmmmx a most likely starter by the
very publicity generated by the Institute do'not prove that there is ™atural®
local pressure. They only prove, if anything, that speculators rush in wher planners
should fear to tread. o

To use this"pressure™ to argue thet a Geelong-sized Surbury is justified is to argue
in a cirle. The Institute's splendidleffOrts deserve a better fates

Readers are urged to obtain a copy of "A Study for an Australian Eew Town", study it
reflect on the many fine andl improved ideas for Austrelian suburban «style life ard
methods of tackling cbtstacless..
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L, THE DEPRLVED WEST SEMIN/R.

fotion Participation.

A one dey seminar with a political ob jective of action for the immediate improvement|
to the western suburbs,; plug a subsidised registration fee of’$I.OO"( ineluding a meal)
attrected a aross seetion of local people contamming a far higher percentage of
irdimidial workers and white collar wirkers than secmed evident either’ at the M.M.BeW
or the Sunburyﬁseminafsa-EtAwas held on ]/5/'172 at the Highway Motel_,Déer Park ani
sponsored by Sinshine Lions Clubs,Sunshine fdvocate and backed by various citizens
'grodps throughout the western suburbs. L

The program provided for guestions of the speakers to themorning session bit in
ptactice there was no time for this. The efternmon session, however, broke up into
diseussion groups based on locality (dog. MeltonSt. Mbams, Willimmstown, 2 for Sunshine
[ltona, Footscray etc ) and the groups reported back to a plenary session. Delegates
then left namcs for further participation in “iction Groups" depending “on their
interests ( woge employmeht and tramsport, education , health and we;fare, enviromment,
sewerage, water arnd so one )

© Mmost Unamimous

Really excellent papers were given which left the listener ( or readerees © o= ©
copies were immédiately availasble to delcgates at the seminar) in no doubt that t.
western and notheren sunurks are seriously depriwed, whether it is a hospital bed,

2 kindergarten place, a job for o housewife , a scholarship for a student or even

an average amou t paid in interest charges for consumer goode Moreover, what services
there were tended <©o be supported less by Govermment subsidy and more by lowal

impost ( i.e. the more affluenmy workers of east and south can raise more $T for $T
funds, whereas in the west the lower voluntary impost has to be supplemented by

a hipgher ifvoluntary imposl: €.g. in the form of rates or charges to make up for the
proportior-ate lack of Government subsidy) . ' : ,

Readers are ugged to get hold of this set of papets ( if still.aVailable) from
Mr W,He Williams, Seminar Sec, 23 C Northumberland Rl. Nbrth'Sinshine'BOQO. Read for
yourself the research of Cpulson, Robersone Jenkins, Bo tomley, Roper,Benjamin anl Burge

The unamimity on deptivation seemed to be proved excpet on sewerage and water ~_7¥
supplywhere M.M.B.,W. Chief Engineer Robertson echallenged Cr Ted Coulson' statisticse
Robertson did not contegt Coulson's’'c.oneclusion of "apalling deficiencies in the
Western suburbs inrelation to water, sewerage and drainage™What he said was that such
a state was typical of outer areas anywhere in Melbourne and , in fact the West C
slightly better ofd per head in such areas than the east... it was a question off
Yhe "Beprived metropolis" . "

lwriter ) . - : 7 o
The'&i&ﬁe'wilisgf% enter the gladiatoial field-of rival statisticsl methodmlogies,
save to comment ( quite o few of the above speakers on alternative subjects) that
statistics were simply unavailable to make accurate research possibl@e,

This same statistical difficulty no doubgagsﬁ% Colin Bemjamin and Bob Burgell,
social workers, in presemtation of a "research summary" when thay gave aggregate
gigures from 737 square miles of '"West" (Altona, Footscray, MoHysm

- Sunshine, Werribee, Bulla, Williamstown, Keilor, Coburg, Brosdmeadows,Brunswicl ard
Esserdon) to compare “to aggregate figures for the 739 square miles of East..
(Camberwell, Hawthorn, Kew, BoxHill, Doncasterm Templestowen Nunawsding, Bimgwood,
Croydon, Lilydale, Caulfield, Malvern, Prahran, St. Kilda, Brighton, Osakleigh,
Sardringham, Moorabin, Mordialloc, Waverly, Springvale and Chelseas) '

It would be comparing like with like to compare urban built up areas, west
versus east,But would not Meltcn, Werribee, Bulla, Keilor, ¢ontain mich less
urban development than ere to be f und in Lilydale, Croydon, Doncaster Templestowes ?
The writer does not know, but only suspectsk it.but Burgell anl Benjamin do not
deal with this diffficulty. Have they ther. fore .some what over=prioved a giod casee?

Cntfusion of Thought

The residents of the western suburbs are mainlyh indust®ial Workérs and the west has
has as aconsequerce vcen a relative strong hold of Labour, naturally with its
complement of left-vwing labour, - -
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The Deprived West Seminer cant.

It is surprising thercfore to detect o confusion of thought when think?ng about
the "eprivation® subject which seemed equally to permeate labour left, right
and whatever,

The ¢confusion betwomn I) The Standard of services for the present residents

an.. 2} Plans i'or future urban developments’

These arc completuly disTerent fssues, and to confuse servicesstanlerds with i
development of unleveloped areas will only lahd the laborites in an anti-labour
positionand emnmcsh the left wing in an unforgivable opportunits tangle of good =
and-bad elelients so they will find thomselves backing Fhe bad along with the goode

Cne suspects for example that the Burkell Benjamin exercise referred to above . -
couparing 737 sq. miles of east with 739 sq miles of west is more than somewhat
influenced by a concern for equal '"developmentte

We use the words of Cr. Coulson, Jowower, to illustratc our point in a sharper way
In d@oing so we are not more critical of Coulson han anybody clse ( ideed we admirc
his honesty and prepercduess " to take the Government on® )

Coulsonshowed the I967 Tx€Ryx®uxeT.C.PeBus elongated south eastern corridor
design with no further growth to north and west. He said ( which is untrue...) That
this influerces the Government (See Hamers Hinibin#al statement, Hansard 24.2. '68 . ~
Pe32hly ard MuMoBo.W., I97IPLanming Policies for Region pe.I3. Govi.policy was to

i:>' encourage renewed growth in northern and western suburbs to restore balance)

He attacked the Govermnment for the T.C.P.B future growth pattern and mixed up
standard of sewerage and water in the west , compared to the east (gocd enough) with
issues such as the "West's 7 claim to water ~nl sewerage development.

The guestion has to be askeds if there were an extra 300,000 souls in a great
Melton corridor stretching out beyond the present 300,000 souls already residiing
there, would this improve the standard of services for the present population ?

Did the Rishmond workers have improved conditions because Melbourne grew to
Frankston and Dandlenong ? dre G- llingwood workers better off because Melbourne
stretches to Ringwood and Elthame

Of course the land specukators, building firms and some of the larger
manuf acturing anl commercial interests, whose size or lenf ownership would give
them monopaly and dominating positions to reap a bonanza from rapid western
growth, would bensfit., But laborites who cannot distinguish enough to realise
that they are <talking so generally that they include in *us"... "our speculators™,
Your big capitalistcs", "our big monopolists" are begimiming to forfiet
taeir right to call themselves laboule

Indeed the essence of the'eprived west'" is really "deprived working class" s
suburbs ard is an all--Melbourne problem and a worker's policy must clearly be

- aml all-Melbourne one, anl not one of the eastern workers versus the western
workers, or even white—-collar workers versus blue collar workers.

Coulfon's complaint "the west is producing wealth for the community, but as
a community is not developing as it deserves to develop ®(p 4) should be
changed to " the west is producing wealth for the community, but not a high
enough proportion of this wealth is ploughed back tc the west to raise the
stamard of services for the people who have profiuced this wealth "I

0..“00000&)0’,..9000OOOOOQQOGDODOC00-0,09..0.0.0..l‘..e..t,/‘

Cdd Spots pP3 You Miss mizon Front Page Story? May 20, ‘72

In ¢ase you did, herc is as much as we can quote to £ill up to the emd of this
pageo Whitlamg Pbotect Nature

—

“Tach level of Governmet shouldc accept specific respamzibilities Mr Whitlam told =
dimner at Momtsalvat, artists colony, Eltham... He sald that the basis of environmental
development unler a Labor Governemet would be an optimum environment statement. This
wreld be similar to the Universal Declarstion of Human Rightse "The statement
b Ss=cr 7ill Be a sumnmary of agreed environmmental goals expressed in terms of
access Bc resources such as natural ossets,; open soagcey Variety of education,
empluyment and recreation and freedom from pollution, " Mr Whitlam said.
"Tt will make explicit the fact that our resources can be overstrained by
imlizcriminate development in much the same way that pastures can be denuded if
farmers indiiscrimnately oenlarge their herdse
"We can make our optinum environment statement most effective by seeing that people
feel involved in it ard not merely obliged to adhere to it,
“Our chances of prescrving the quality of our environment dppends very largely upon
wiliing observanierof cianlards anmt not enfourced omediernce.
MNfe should see therefore ~that the public voice is heard 1in the preparation of
the statomans foom its eearliest stages. "
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The Deprived West Seminsr conte.

Tt is surprising therefore to detect a confusion of thought when thinking about
the "leprivation® subject which seemed equally to permeate labour left, right
and whatever.

The confusion betwean I) The Standard of services for the present residents
and 2) Plans for future urban developments’
2 These are completely different sissues, and to confuse servicesstandards with i
development of undeveloped areas will only lahd the laborites in an anti-labour
positionand enmesh the left wing in an unforgivable opportunits tangle of good -
and~bad elehents so they will fird themselves backing $he bad along with the goode

One suspects for example that the Burkell Benjamin exercise referred to above ¢
comparing 737 sqe. miles of east with 739 sq niles of west fs more then somewhat
influenced by a concern for equal "development®,

We use the words of Cr. Coulson, Yowever, to illustrate our point in a sharper way
In doing so we are not more critical of Coulson $¥han anybody else ( ideed we admire
his hohesty and preparedmess " to take the Govermnment on" )

Coulsonshowed the I967 TxRRxRIXeT+C.P.Bws elongated south eastern corridor
design with no further growth to north armd west. He said ( which is untrue...) That
this influences the Govermnment (See Hamers Bihibtefal statement, Hansard 24.2. '68 . 7
pe32hly and MeM.BeW. IS7IPlanming Policies for Region p.I3. Govte.policy was to
erncourage renewed growth in morthern anl western suburbs to restore balance)

He attecked the Govermment flor the ToC.P.B future growth pattern ard mixed up
standard of sewerage and water in the west , compared to the east (good enough) with
issues such as the "West's " claim to water =nd sewerage developmente

The question has to be askeds if there were an extra 300,000 souls in a great
Melton corridor stretching out beyond the present 300,000 souls already residiing
there, would this improve the standard of services for the present population ?

Did the Rishmond workers have improved conditions because Melbourne grew to
Frankston and Dandenong ? dre Cocllingwood workers better off because Melbourne
stretches to Ringwoed and Eltham,

Of course the land specuddtors, building firms and some of the larger
manufacturing and commercial interests, whose size or larf® ownership would give
them monopdaly and dominating positions to reap a bonanza from rapid western
growth, would benefit, But laborites who cannot distinguish enough to realise
thet they are talking so generally that they include in "™us"... "our speculators™,
Your big capitalists", "our big monopolists" are beginiming to forfiet
their right to call themselves labone.

Indeed the essence of theWeprived west" is really "deprived working class® D
suburbs and is an all-Melbourne problem and a worker's policy must clearly be
and all-Melbourne one, anl not one of the eastern workers versus the western
workers, or even white-collar workers versus blue collar workers.

Couldon's complaint "the west is producing wealth for the community, but as
a community is not developing as it deserves to develop Mp 4) should be
changed to "™ the west is producing wealth for the community, but not a high
enough proportion of this wealth is ploughed back to the west to raise the
stardard of services for the psople who have profiuced this wealth nil
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In case you did, here is as much as we can quote to £ill up to the emd of this
pPagee Whitlams Pbotect Nabure

“Bach level of Govermnmet shoulds accept specific respamsibiliitiie,s Mr Whitlam told a
dimer at Momtsalvat, artists colony, Eltham... He said that the basis of environmental
development under a Labor Governemet would be an optimum cnvironment statement, This
wold be similar to the Universal Declarstion of Human Rights. "The statement
W = will Be o summary of agreed environmental goals expressed in terms of
access bc resources such as natural assets, open snacey Variety of education,
empluyment and recrestion and freedom from pollution, " Mr Whitlam said.,
"It will make explicit the fact that our resources can be overstrained by
indiscriminate development 1in much the same way that pastures can be denuded if
farmers indiscrimmately enlarge their herdse
"We can make our optimum enviromment statement most effective by seeing that people
feel involved in it ard not merely obliged to adhere to it
"Our chances of preserving the quality of our environment dpperds very largely upcn
willing observahgéerof standards and not enforced ohedience.
"We should see therefore ,that the public voice is heard in the preparation of
the statement from its carliest stagese "



