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MANGLES BAY MARINA DEVELOPMENT 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.07 pm]: I will be doing a 
little of this debate today and a little next week, so when we left off I was starting to talk about some of my 
initial concerns about the invasive design of this canal project–marina, and how that plan has evolved. I might 
talk about that in more detail on another occasion next week. I want to start to talk a little about the second part 
of Hon Lynn MacLaren’s motion, which refers to the original 1964 land transfer agreement. I appreciate that not 
every member has had the opportunity to look at the documents created at that time around the transfer of this 
land from the commonwealth to the state; I have had that opportunity. The Preserve Point Peron group obtained 
all these documents through the freedom of information process and has provided copies to me, and I certainly 
appreciate its effort. It is quite fascinating to read through these very important historical documents and read 
about the discussions between the Brand government of the day with the then Minister for State Development, 
who was Charles Court at that point—I do not think he was a sir then—and Prime Minister Gorton’s office. As 
an aside, it was interesting to see some of the signatures on the letters as I went through.  

I come back to the reason for this land being transferred, which was that when Garden Island was handed over to 
the commonwealth government for the purposes of establishing HMAS Stirling, discussions commenced with 
the federal government of the day about getting some land in lieu, if you like, so that families could continue to 
recreate or tourists would be encouraged to the area. Prior to Garden Island being handed over to the Navy, it 
had been a very popular holiday destination. It was also a place where people used to go to stay in their weekend 
shacks. Those members who participated in our Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs inquiry 
into shack sites in Western Australia will remember the importance—I see Hon Col Holt nodding vigorously—
of these types of facilities to people in our community. Garden Island was a very significant place for people 
throughout the metropolitan area to be able to have a short break or in some cases a longer holiday, similar to 
what we do, I imagine, when we go to Rottnest Island today. It was a very pleasant situation. When the change 
occurred and this island was handed over, people said that they needed an alternative; they needed to be able to 
go somewhere else to have their break. One of my great-uncles had one of these shacks on Garden Island—I 
think my great-grandfather built it. I know that when uncle Eddie got his telegram saying that his shack would be 
knocked over today, it was quite devastating, and I do not know whether he ever got over it. These were quite 
important places for people. 

Garden Island was handed over to the Navy and the state government started to negotiate with the 
commonwealth government, saying, “We need to address this.” After an extended period and at a price—I 
understand that the transfer cost was over £30 000—the commonwealth government provided that land to the 
state, and it was obviously very welcome. If members go through these documents, they will see that there was 
extensive discussion about the location of sewerage works, explosive dumps and a range of other matters. There 
was quite a degree of detail in the discussions about what would happen in that part of Point Peron. One thing I 
did not allude to earlier was the turtle factory that existed pretty much where the marina is going to be 
accommodated. As a teenager, I visited that turtle factory when it was a nunnery, and it was quite a fascinating 
place. That does not exist anymore, so that is another significant piece of history that has been lost to us. 

I will come back to Point Peron. The state government got its hands on Point Peron. A whole range of affordable 
holiday accommodation places appeared. Starting at Hymus Street, there is the facility that has been used for 
many years by children with special needs. I forget the name of the place, even though I have walked past it 
many times. If people go up through that part of Point Peron, which will ultimately change if this proposal goes 
ahead, they will see a number of camps that have always been quite heavily populated by families, particularly 
throughout the summer months. It is a very successful camping area. At the time when my family first moved 
down there, those camps were always heavily booked. There were lots of families coming and going, particularly 
during summer. It was just the same as would be seen in other places down the coast such as Busselton and 
Bunbury and other areas where people can access more affordable holiday accommodation. 

The purpose of the transfer was delivered on for that period of time—that is, recreation and tourism. At the same 
time, to compensate for the loss of Garden Island, the federal government also transferred another piece of land 
at Woodman Point to the state government for the same type of purpose. Woodman Point is also still used for 
short-term holiday accommodation, and it is exceptionally popular. I know a number of families who use that 
area today. I raise Woodman Point because although it is not party to this issue that we are debating, it is 
interesting. When I met with Cedar Woods about the development, it made an interesting comment to me about 
this part of the motion that we are talking about. It said to me, “It was just a piece of paper. It was just a letter 
between the Prime Minister and the state Premier.” 
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Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 
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