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This is Alan Hutchings on behalf of the Don Dunstan Oral History Project interviewing 
Mr Brian Martin, former Managing Director of the Delfin Group.  Brian, perhaps we 
should start with West Lakes, with the indenture and all of those sorts of things? 

Okay.  Right, Alan.  Well, Don Dunstan, in talking with Kinnaird – without going into too 

much detail – with Kinnaird, Max Liebermann[?], et cetera, saw the opportunity to use the 

West Lakes scheme as a very attractive election bait to the public of South Australia in – 

was it 1969 election?  1970?  Anyway, whatever that election was. 

There were two or three. 

I can dig it out, but whatever that election was.  And so he, with his former partner who 

became a planning judge – 

Oh, Ken? 

– no, not Ken Tomlinson. 

Oh, you mean John Roeder[?]? 

John Roeder.  So John Roeder very quickly, with Kevin Lynch in those days of Dunstan 

Leigh Lynch[?], cobbled up this indenture for the West Lakes scheme.  Now, there’s a lot 

of detail you add to that, but just to put it into context, cobbled this to go to – have this, 

and so he announced it before that election.  But, as you know, history tells that Dunstan 

lost the election and so the indenture and the proposal for the development of West Lakes 

– necessarily so – came under great scrutiny from the incoming government, which was – 

Steele Hall. 

– Steele Hall’s Government, and he set up a top-level government committee, including 

Alec Ramsay and I could list down the names of the people, which then very thoroughly 

went through that indenture and restructured it, and turned what was, as I said, a cobbled-

up document into something that was very meaningful.  Probably the key operator in the 

negotiations in all of that was Laurie Curtis[?], who came on board, was with W.D. Scott, 

and came on board as the first chief executive of West Lakes Limited and was really the 

cornerstone of the negotiations with that new indenture with government.  So I guess in 
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terms of the connection with Dunstan originally it was short, sharp and he was out of it, 

and then most of the structure of what had to be done and the relationships with 

government and that sort of thing was really done by the new committee set up under 

Steele Hall.   

But then Steele Hall only lasted one session, so Dunstan then came back into power.  

The person then that had most to do from then on with the West Lakes development in 

terms of making it work and being the government manager of it was Des Corcoran, and 

Des, as the Minister of Marine and Deputy Premier, had total responsibility for the 

development.  Don Dunstan, of course, bobbed up to open things and announce things and 

so forth from time to time, but that was pretty much, in a brief summary, where he fitted 

within the West Lakes scheme.  So the West Lakes scheme really then rolled on under the 

control of Des Corcoran.  So, in terms of West Lakes, that’s a very brief summary of 

where Don Dunstan fitted into it, I think. 

Well, it might be worth perhaps reflecting a bit on Des Corcoran’s role, I think, because 
he was Deputy Premier and the two would have worked closely together, so I imagine 
that Des – well, was he the driving force as much as you said?  Did he also relate to 
other ministers who were responsible for planning and ‘infrastructure’, as we now call 
it, or ‘works’, as they used to call it? 

Des was a tough nut and a damn good minister and, over the years, not only in South 

Australia but elsewhere, I’ve dealt with a lot of ministers of different governments and 

Des Corcoran ranked very, very highly – in my estimation – of people.  A person who you 

could talk to, who knew what he was on about.  I think his bureaucrats liked him because 

they knew where they stood with him, a spade was a spade, and I can make a comment 

later about some reflections he had on Don Dunstan with me in unusual circumstances, 

but I can come back to that. 

But also in that era, you know, Don Dunstan was blessed with a great Cabinet.  For 

example, Geoff Virgo:  another tough nut who was Transport Minister and filled a number 

of those things.  But one of the best ministers we’ve had for a long time was Hugh 

Hudson:  great thinker and so forth.  With a little bit of thought there are one or two others 

that could go in there; but they were a trio under Don Dunstan that, I think because of 
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Don’s fancy dancing and charisma, often didn’t get the plaudits that perhaps they 

deserved, in some ways. 

Now, in thinking about that ’70s era, I guess I’d been heavily involved in a lot of things 

that transpired then, because as you remember the Whitlam Government came in, Tom 

Uren – it was the gung-ho Minister for Planning, et cetera, and set up DURD.1 

He certainly was and certainly did. 

(laughs)  He certainly was.  And with that came this – well, you know, very strong 

socialist policy which had DURD – and the booklets that they produced had this – their 

plan was to end up with, if you like, socialising the land development business so that all 

profits ended up back with government, which was a fairly dramatic sort of change.  And 

he collected around him some (laughs) pretty strong, single-minded bureaucrats in 

Canberra.  They then – well, you know, it was an unusual time under that Whitlam 

Government, when the ministers were all having their head – they collected a bucket of 

money which was available to distribute to states who were prepared to do what DURD 

wanted them to do.  Now, Dunstan, who was always if there was some money about he 

was happy to get hold of it and worry about what happened afterwards, and so he was into 

it like Flynn while other states were procrastinating and saying, ‘Hey’ – because they 

weren’t all Labor governments in those days – saying, ‘Hey, hey, this philosophy isn’t our 

philosophy.’  So in the end there was a huge bucket of money available to come to South 

Australia which went into the Land Commission coffers and also was available for the 

Monarto new town, because part of this thing was the new towns, that Albury–Wodonga 

and Bathurst–Orange and we had Monarto and so on.  So we had a whole lot of money 

that the Dunstan Government was more than happy to grab for South Australia. 

Unfortunately, like a number of things that happened under the Whitlam Government 

at that time, they were all busting gung-ho to go ahead with these new ways to do things 

but there wasn’t a lot of depth of thought as to just what it really meant to do the things 

that they wanted to do.  To their credit, it’s fair to say that, apart from Brian Howe with 

his Better Cities program when I was Chairman of the National Advisory Committee on 

                                                 
1 DURD – Department of Urban and Regional Development. 
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Housing and Regional Development reporting to Brian Howe and the Better Cities 

program was in at that time, apart from Brian Howe it’s fair to say that the Whitlam 

Government has been the last one – apart from Brian Howe – who have thought about 

urban settlement and things we needed to do to provide for the future.  Problem is they 

stuffed it up.  (laughs)  They had a great idea but they stuffed it up. 

On that, Brian – this is bringing it right up to date – that theme in government, there 
was a report in the paper with this talkfest next weekend under our new Prime 
Minister, one of the separate agenda items that’s been dropped is the future of cities. 

It’s been dropped? 

Yes. 

Not included? 

No.  The excuse is it’ll be worked in here and there, but as soon as you do that it just 
disappears, doesn’t it? 

And it’s a tragedy, it’s a tragedy.  Anyway, moving on, so we ended up with all of this 

money coming to South Australia for land commissions.  Now, we then set up in South 

Australia a committee under the head of Planning – 

Stuart Hart? 

– no; after Stuart. 

Oh, yes – John Mant? 

No, not John.  Did you see him on TV the other night? 

Yes, I did.  Last night, yes. 

Last night, yes. 

He looked as old as I do.  We’re the same age. 

Well, I couldn’t recognise him for a while.  Oh, come on.  I can look it up in a minute. 

After Stuart, Ted – not Ted Phipps.  Ian – – –. 

(leafs through papers)  I’ll tell you, I’ll tell you, I’ll tell you.  (break in recording) 

Ah!  Here we go. 
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Now, from a private sector point of view, I see that Dunstan period as an unnecessarily 

intrusive period into the process of urban development.  It was wasteful and a lot of – 

although the best intentions of the Whitlam Government were there, but that was 

misplaced in so many ways – it was even further misplaced in South Australia.   

And I was mentioning the Speechley Committee:  there were two things happened, was 

because of in the ’60s a lot of things were happening with extra costs of land and we were 

adding in gutters and all the services that never existed before, there suddenly started to be 

an upsurge in the price of blocks of land which were really largely connected with the real 

costs of doing business, and a fact that demand had dropped off and then started to surge 

again.  Now, the government decided to put in land price control.  Now, people forget this, 

but we – the industry, for something like five years in the ’70s – put up with every block 

of land that was produced had to go through a fellow by the name of Symes, Lance 

Symes, who was the Commissioner of Land Price Control.  Now, it’s pretty hard to find 

anyone, whoever got a (laughs) submission that they put forward for a price, knocked 

back; so we had this bureaucracy that all subdivisions went through to get approved. 

Now, it’s interesting because the Speechley Committee explained in what they said, to 

quote them: 

‘Finally we consider that the prices announced by the Government for the 
North Haven scheme, $4,000 to $5,000 a block, were interpreted by the market 
as government’s acquiescence to high land price.’ 

And they also said: 

‘Another influence was an announcement by the State Government that it 
intended to restrict the population growth of Adelaide by eventually diverting 
growth to the new town of Monarto.’ 

This is extracts from the Speechley Committee Report.  And so we had this funny 

interference that was going on in the urban development business around Adelaide in the 

’70s.  When it came to West Lakes, it’s pretty true to say that if West Lakes had started 

three years later it would have been much more difficult because of economic 

circumstances and some of these other interferences to do as well as we did at the start.  

Timing is everything, and to get first sales in 1971–73 and into ’74 at a good level was so 

important for the start of West Lakes.  But then this interference came in.   
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But then the next thing that loomed was the Land Commission.  Now, also as part of 

the Speechley Committee, they reported on the future of the Lands Committee, and the 

working party report recommended the establishment of a Land Commission in South 

Australia, as they were required to do by the Government, but they all said, and I quote: 

‘It is also our opinion that if the Land Commission is dominant in the control 
of broad acres it should not engage directly in land subdivision or 
development.  We believe that vesting acquisition and development functions 
in the one organisation could lead to private developers vacating the field 
because their competitor, the Land Commission, would control the supply of 
broad acres and would be a competitor in the creation of individual lots.’ 

Now, that report was ignored completely.  They set up the Land Commission and put 

them into production and, as you know, history will show that the Land Commission 

ended up in diabolical problems.  They ended up with huge stocks of subdivided land in 

all the wrong places, from the south to the north, in areas where nobody wanted to buy 

them; and in the end – and, you know, you talk to Ken Tauber about this because he was 

the man in charge of the Land Commission, his attitude is, ‘Well, I was only doing what 

the Government told me.  We had to produce land.’  But in the end the Land Commission 

had to be bailed out, in the time of the Tonkin Government, they had to be bailed out by 

getting special loans from the Fraser Government to come back and help to fund the 

remnant situation of the Land Commission.  I’ve got a paper here on it, I wrote a paper 

and gave it in 1980 to the Urban Development Institute.  It was a disaster.  That happened, 

all of that interference in the urban development process happened, under the Dunstan 

Government.  So I don’t give him too many plaudits for that. 

Similarly, we grabbed the money for Monarto and we heard about all the things – and 

you know all about this – 

Yes. 

– all the things that were going to happen with Monarto.  Now, Monarto was never going 

to happen and, as many of my compatriots said, the only way you’ll get Monarto started 

near Murray Bridge is if anyone who commits a traffic offence is sent there to live.   

Well, that was prescient. 
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(laughter)  But some of the fundamentals of urban settlement, the ideas were there – and 

to me this was Don Dunstan:  he was a fancy dancer on the surface and a lot of the by-

products of that didn’t relate to enough depth of thought of where all of these things 

headed.  So I think in that process we suffered a lot in the ’70s in trying to manage urban 

settlement, and it was a mess. 

Now, out of all of this, though, comes some advantage in that South Australia, although 

it required special funding – the Land Commission was broke.  It had all this land but 

couldn’t afford to hold it, so it needed Federal Government funding, as I explained, to 

fund it.  But in the end, we ended up with some pieces of land, like Golden Grove, which I 

will be forever grateful for because we ended up in a joint venture with government to 

develop that.  Now, that was long after Don Dunstan, of course, when we got into that.  

But it was unusual circumstances.  There’s usually some good comes out of a mess, and 

we ended up with all this land that has since been subdivided.  Now, the reality is – and 

I’m jumping ahead – today I see the Land Commission – – –.  The Land Commission, 

under the Tonkin Government, was changed to an Urban Land Trust and instead of them 

being in the business of a developer they pulled right out of it and got into joint ventures 

and all the sorts of things, and it got back on the rails.  Strangely enough, they’re back in it 

again, doing what they did in the bad old days, looking to subdivide under their own 

banner. 

I hadn’t realised that. 

Yes. 

This is – what are they called these days?  I’ve forgotten.  This is the Land Management 
Corporation? 

Yes, under the Land Management Corporation. 

Right.  I thought that they were more like the Trust and just being a land banker. 

Well, they are, but – 

But. 

– they’re just busting out of it. 
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I see. 

That’s the danger.  I see the same danger happening again as happened in there.  So when 

you talk about – you know, when you’re looking, for me – – –.  And, you see, I don’t want 

to talk about the ‘Dunstan Era’, you know, in terms of art and loosening up hotel closing 

and those sorts of things; I’m just tackling it from one particular point of view.   

There was something that I’ve never forgotten that hit home to me was when Don 

Dunstan, you might remember, at Calvary Hospital made that press announcement sort of 

thing – 

Oh, yes, yes. 

– and Des Corcoran was thrust in to become Premier, and then afterwards Des went to an 

election which he lost – I think his loss was helped a bit by some union strikes in the same 

week, I think they were transport strikes and things like that in the week of the election –  

Yes.  It was quite notorious in political history. 

– yes, and so he lost the election – now, I’d had a good working relationship with Des, 

you know, like all ministers, you have some good and some bad and I’ll talk a little bit 

about that in a minute, too, which involved Dunstan – and about three weeks or so after 

Des Corcoran lost the election I was speaking to someone, it might have been Ivan 

Holliday – remember Ivan? 

Yes, I remember Ivan. 

It might have been him.  And I just asked him had he heard how Des was getting on.  He 

said he’d seen him and Des was at a pretty low ebb.  So I rang Des and I said, ‘How are 

you going, mate?’  And he said, ‘Well, pretty flat, Brian.’  And I said, ‘Well, can we catch 

up and have [lunch]?’  He said, ‘I’d love to.’  So I made an appointment and went out to 

the Tower Hotel and had lunch with him – fairly long lunches you could have with Des – 

and he was very talkative and much appreciative that someone bothered to talk to him.  

And he then proceeded to say to me in no uncertain terms what he thought of Don 

Dunstan, in terms of (1) that since the election that had been thrust on him because – and 

he ..... Don and he talked about Don’s performance at the hospital, and it was thrust upon 

him – he said, ‘You would have thought that a guy that I’d worked for so hard, along 
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with’ – and he mentioned Hudson and the others, is a great team – he said, ‘You would 

have thought he’d have given me a ring, wouldn’t you, seeing that I’d lost the election, or 

just said, “Bad luck, Des” or something.  Brian, I haven’t had a word from him.  I have 

not had a word from him.’  And he said, ‘You know,’ he said to me, (laughs) ‘that guy 

never really appreciated the work that the rest of us were doing for him.’  And I’ll never 

forget that discussion because I felt so sad for Des Corcoran, you know?  He’d lost the 

election and you don’t have many friends when you’re a loser, and he really was 

disappointed. 

The other time that it involved Des, too, that really upset me with Don Dunstan – so 

I’m not giving Don too many pats on the back, am I? 

That doesn’t matter.  It reminds me of an experience I had in the last days of Monarto 
which I put on tape – 

Oh, good. 

– with Hugh Hudson holding forth in a manner similar to the way you’ve said. 

Yes.   

Well, I’m not the one being interviewed, but I suppose Hudson’s comments at the time 
suddenly showed me another point of view, put it that way. 

Now, the other thing that really annoyed me, remember the lights at Football Park?  That 

ridiculous saga?  Getting lights at Football [Park]? 

Yes. 

It went on for four years.  Now, without trying to get into the background of it, because 

really it was caused by stupidity of the Football League who feel all (growling voice) 

powerful and with the government behind them they’re going to do anything, (normal 

voice) but you have a company like West Lakes Limited in the middle with a whole lot of 

residents frightened like hell about what’s going to happen around them, and we having 

control over Football Park under the lease – 

Indenture, the lease. 

– under the lease that we have with Football Park, and Football Park had certain stringent 

requirements for approval, et cetera, et cetera, which they ignored and just went ahead, 
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and on the other hand we got the residents saying – – –.  So we ended up with a collision 

thing and there was a lot of water that went under the bridge.  And I don’t want to go into 

it in detail, but let me recite this situation.  I’d got to a point where we were working very 

hard, I was working very hard, with Des Corcoran in particular who was leading this, to 

find a way through this.   

And we ended up at Parliament House with the Football League, our engineering 

manager, Peter Shepherd[?], myself and a couple of other people, to work through this.  

And the League came with this plan of what it was all about to say – – –.  Now, Peter 

Shepherd, my engineering manager, halfway through tapped me on the shoulder and said, 

‘Brian, can I talk to you outside for a minute?’  And he said, ‘Brian, those drawings are 

not to scale.’ 

Oh! 

He said, ‘They’ve drawn things here that are not to scale.’ 

Ah!  That old trick! 

So (laughs) I went back into the meeting and I said, ‘Now, Des, Peter’s just – – –.  Can we 

just check those drawings?’  And we checked them and of course they were nowhere near 

to scale and it was all a put-up job.  And Des exploded.  He said, ‘(roars)’, you know, as 

he would, ‘What have I been wasting my time for?’  So we then decided that, look, to get 

this down to a basis where we can sort it out, what we need to do is Delfin or West Lakes 

would get their consultants and the Department of Environment would get their people, 

consultants, and we’d set up a strategy to work through this over the next three or four 

weeks so that we could come back and deal with a real situation.  And that was agreed 

upon.   

Anyway, the Saturday – you know, I could dig it out exactly – but I think it was we 

then met with the then head of the Department of Environment, who was a bit of a 

Dunstan – a funny appointment, a long-haired guy, a most unusual character, who headed 

the Department of Environment for a while.  Young, a surprise appointment – 

Yes. 

– and I’m trying to think of his name. 
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Wasn’t Peter – quite a nervy sort of fellow? 

Yes.  Young, you know? 

No, this one – – –. 

Bit of an unusual – anyway, we’ll come back to that. 

Peter Ellyard? 

No, it wasn’t Peter Ellyard, no.  It was one before Peter Ellyard, I think, the one before 

Peter Ellyard. 

There was a Rob somebody-or-another. 

Yes, I think it might have been him. 

Yes, he’d come out of the blue. 

Out of the blue, and he was a Dunstan selection to be somehow put into this position and 

it came out of the blue.  Anyway, we met with him and his department and worked out a 

strategy to go ahead with how we could resolve this situation.  And this was reported to 

the residents and so forth and everyone was quite happy.  Anyway, a week later – if it 

wasn’t a week later I think it was that following week – Norwood won the Grand Final at 

Football Park.   

The following Sunday was the official opening of the rowing lake at West Lakes.  Scan 

Sutherland, the Mayor of Woodville, came up to me and said, ‘Brian, don’t go home 

unless I talk to you.’  I said, ‘Okay.’  So towards the end of the day he grabbed me and he 

said, ‘Now, as I understand it, you’re moving ahead with this arrangement with the 

government and the residents are going to be involved, et cetera.’  He said, ‘What I don’t 

understand is yesterday at the Football Grand Final after it was over Don Dunstan came 

up to me and said, “This business about getting lights up.  I want to get the lights up on 

Football Park.”’  And Scan Sutherland said, ‘Well, I explained to him that there’s a 

process going on that was going to take three or four weeks,’ and Don Dunstan said, 

‘Well, if I can get a letter to you by Tuesday afternoon’ – this is on the Saturday – ‘if I can 

get a letter to you by Tuesday afternoon saying everything’s in order and that the 

government’s quite satisfied with the arrangements, can you call a council meeting by the 
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Wednesday night to get it all approved?’  And Scan Sutherland, talking to me on the 

Sunday, said, ‘I was speechless.’  He said, ‘What am I supposed to do about that?’  And I 

said, ‘The silly bastards.’  I said, ‘We’ve got this thing, it can work through.  Why don’t 

they just leave it alone?’  So anyway I went back home and I thought, ‘Well, this is 

interesting.’  So (laughs) the man whose name we can’t remember – 

Yes, I can.  Was it Rob Dempsey? 

It might have been, it might have been Rob Dempsey.  I’ll have to dig it out.  It might 

have been Rob [Dempsey], I think you’re right.  Long-haired fellow. 

Yes, and quite young, actually. 

Quite young, quite young. 

In his twenties, I think. 

Yes, something like that, yes.  So I thought, ‘Well, I’ve got to find out what’s going on.’  

So on the Monday morning – and this is a bit funny, really (laughs) – on the Monday 

morning I thought, ‘I’ll ring Rob Dempsey.’  So without telling him anything of this – 

It might not have been him, but nevertheless – – –. 

– okay, I think it was – without filling him in on any background I rang and I said, ‘Rob, 

look, this process that we’re going through that’s going to take X number of time, can you 

see any way of speeding it up at all?’  ‘No,’ he said, ‘we’re going to need all that time to 

go through with it.’  Anyway, I said, ‘Oh, all right, are you sure?’  ‘We can’t bring it back.  

Let’s all stick to the rules.’  ‘All right.’  So I just (laughs) hung up.  He rang me back late 

that afternoon.  He said, ‘Look, we’ve re-looked at it; we can have it finished by tomorrow 

afternoon.’  (laughter)  I said, ‘What!’  I said, ‘Well, that’s not possible for us,’ I said, 

‘we’ve got people working on it.’  Because in the back of my mind I knew what was 

going on.  I said, ‘We’ve got a process going through here.  It’s going to take us at least to 

the end of the week.’  And I thought, ‘You silly bastards.’   

So with that I made an appointment to go and see Des Corcoran and I said, ‘Des, look:  

we’ve set up a structure that will get this thing on the road so that residents and everyone 

can be happy with the proposal, and from what I hear there’s dirty work at the crossroads.  
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What’s going on?’  He said, ‘Why don’t you mind your own fucking business.’  (laughter)  

I said, ‘It is my business.  I’ve got residents and I’ve got this whole thing.  We’ve set it up 

and you’ve been part of it.’  Anyway, and he says, ‘Oh, bugger you, Martin, I wish you 

hadn’t come.’  And with that (throws papers) he threw a letter across the table that he’d 

already signed.  He said, ‘That’s going to the Woodville Council this afternoon to say that 

the government’s approved it.’  I said, ‘Well, Des, you’re mad.  This thing will come 

undone, because Council can’t accept it.’  He said, ‘Well – – –.’  In other words, Don 

Dunstan had said, ‘I want that fixed.  Forget all the arrangements.  Do everything else.’  

And, you know, that’s another thing that stuck in my claw that due process, it didn’t 

concern him, and it certainly didn’t in that [example]. 

So, as a result of that, Scan Sutherland rang me – who was worried, because he had his 

residents and everything, that was all fitting into it – he said, ‘We’ve got this letter, Brian,’ 

and he said, ‘I’ve called a meeting for tomorrow night to see what the Council has to say.’  

I said, ‘Okay.’  Anyway, Peter Shepherd set up one light at the back of the Council 

Chambers, just one hooked onto their thing, and before the Council meeting we arranged 

for the councillors to come out and see one of the lights.  There were to be six hundred 

and eighty of these lights up on the towers.  And we put one – it looked like a World War 

II searchlight, huge, you know, the output of these lights – and the councillors, who’d 

never understood what they were dealing with, nearly fainted.  They said, ‘Oh, God, what 

are they doing?’  So that interference by Don at that point of time stuffed the thing up and 

it took another two and a half years to resolve.  So, you know, there are little bits of colour 

where a very – you know, the way he used to operate.   

Don Dunstan to me, as I said before, was a fancy dancer who danced on the surface, 

took opportunities – like he grabbed money from the Federal Government – and the 

outcomes were left to a ministry that largely were able to sort things out for him. 

Right. 

Now, you know, (laughs) whether that’s – – –.  So there’s good and bad in everyone.  But 

it does worry me at times that all we hear are the plaudits of Donny, that he sort of 

reinvented South Australia, you know?  And I’m not sure whether it was as simple as that. 
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Well, I think that’s well said.  Is there anything else you want to add?  Port Adelaide, 
for example? 

Well, now, that’s an interesting one because I think that’s a balancing issue.  With Port 

Adelaide, a key part of the indenture requirement for West Lakes was the shopping centre 

situation, and it was to be very central to the development and how it should be done.  

And Curtis – and I should tie in Football Park a little bit to this because Laurie Curtis in 

those early days was negotiating firstly in strict confidence with the SANFL2 Basheer, 

Brebner and Kutcher about the potential to grab some land at West Lakes and build 

Football Park.  Now, the idea was that that, combined with the shopping centre and the car 

parking and arrangements, provided an opportunity for the League to get its own ground 

with a financing package that made it all feasible.  And as it’s turned out, if you look 

forward to today, they are the best-off football league in Australia.  There’s plenty of 

arguments about whether they should build a new stadium or not, thirty years on, but 

that’s another issue.  But the SANFL have ended up a very wealthy, independent 

operation because of those decisions then.  But critical to that was the combination of this 

shopping centre, Football Park and getting the roads down to it and so forth. 

Now, as part of his work, Curtis was canvassing the various major retailers about being 

part of West Lakes, including Myer’s, David Jones and so forth.  Now, out of the blue, 

people started selling their houses in that Queenstown triangle between the Old Port Road 

– 

And the new. 

– and the new Port Road – 

On the north-west intersection, yes. 

– yes, to the right-hand side of the Old Port Road.  Going towards the sea the northern 

side of the Old Port Road. 

That’s right. 

                                                 
2 SANFL – South Australian National Football League. 
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At something like up to two and a half times what they’d previously been worth and all 

very quietly, and one of the purchasers was – his name will come to me in a minute – the 

Coles developer here in Adelaide, our biggest developer. 

Oh, Jack Weinert. 

Jack Weinert.  He was buying, and Myer’s were in there buying.  Eventually, Jack pulled 

out and said to Myer’s, ‘Well, look, providing I can get my slice of the action in this I’m 

not going to bid against you.’  So it became apparent that, even though only interim 

planning control was involved at the time, Myer’s were moving in, buying residential 

property, with a view to setting up this shopping centre there. 

Now, of course, what this meant, you had the two sides of this coin but initially the 

mayor, Mayor Martins – 

Port Adelaide Mayor, yes. 

– yes, from Port Adelaide – and his council and the retailers at Port Adelaide, when they 

found out about it, were up in arms because, as you can imagine, building a shopping 

centre in that wedge there would almost certainly have killed Port Adelaide as it existed 

then and probably would have on a continuing basis, or would have changed the structure 

of the whole thing.  So you ended up with this great dispute going on.  Now, initially, the 

council was dead against Myer’s, but gradually over time things changed.  Now, I’ve got a 

lot of this written down, the actual history of this.  But over time it changed and Myer’s 

and West Lakes Limited under the then leadership – it was just about the time I joined 

West Lakes, with Laurie – went in toe-to-toe fighting on this, and there are all sorts of 

rumours of how Council was being influenced and how – one of the ones that was 

published in the press, that Mia Martens[?] had sold to his advantage a property out at 

Edwardstown to Myer’s on a favourable basis and after that time his views changed.  

Now, he denied that.  But, look, all of that sort of stuff got – and that went on for three 

years. 

Now, the Dunstan Government was heavily involved, became heavily involved in that.  

And Don Dunstan, to his credit, stood toe-to-toe with Myer’s who threatened him at great 



 DON DUNSTAN FOUNDATION 
DON DUNSTAN ORAL HISTORY PROJECT 

 
Brian MARTIN 

 

16 

 

length to withdraw all their investment in South Australia and all sorts of other things.  

You know, you could spend an hour talking about the history – 

Yes, just on that alone, yes. 

– on that alone. 

Or wait for your book. 

(laughs)  But even to the point where Oliphant, the Governor, was almost down to Victor 

Harbor for a weekend at the Governor’s residence down there when they’d raced a police 

motorcyclist down to stop him before he got there to send him back to have a special 

Executive Council meeting to pass planning legislation that stymied Myer’s.  You know, 

there’s a lot of history around this.  But that was a very, very important part of the 

planning of the north-west region at that particular time. 

Yes. 

And certainly Don – and, you know, I could dig out some quotations where he in no 

uncertain terms told Myer’s where they could go.  (laughter)  So there were many sides of 

individuals and – 

Many sides to him. 

– many sides to him.  I think so.  I think many sides to him.  Quite apart from his personal 

complexities, I think there were many – the way he did business.  And when I say I 

wanted to recognise his ministers, in some ways the way Don operated provided room for 

his ministers to do the job – 

Right, yes. 

– that they needed to do to make things work.  You know?  He would skim across the 

surface, that was it, and leave it to them.  And fortunately he did some good ministers who 

did the job well. 

But it was a very strong ministry, there was no doubt about that. 

Absolutely.   
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My own memories were of the young Don Hopgood then and Glenn Broomhill and then 
later on Hugh Hudson. 

Yes. 

And one of the things that a number of people who’ve been interviewed have noted in 
their reflections was the lack of minders and the way that you could talk to the minister 
and things didn’t get lost by going through the various minders that we now have. 

Yes.  I mean, I noted during that time, from my point of view – I’ve always been a straight 

shooter, you know – 

Yes. 

– in terms of talking to people; they know what I want and I know what I want.  But you 

can’t – when you read about or hear about some of this fancy stuff that goes on with 

councils and things, you know, with people and bribes and goodness knows what else, the 

people you dealt with in that Government weren’t those sorts of people.  You were able to 

sit in front of them.  I can remember, for example, with Des Corcoran, you’d sit in front of 

him and say, ‘Des, look, this is where we’re at, these are the issues.’  He’d pick up the 

phone, ‘Keith?’  Keith Lewis. 

Yes. 

‘Have you got a minute?  Come around, Keith.’  And Keith’d come around and you’d sit 

around the table, no-one else around the table, and he’d say, ‘Well, this is what they want 

and this is – – –.  What do you think?’  And the next thing you’d resolve the issue, it’s all 

right, Keith Lewis’d send you a letter and the business was done.   

Yes. 

And yet it was so practical, so down-to-earth.  I don’t know, but nowadays they seem to 

have so many people in between who interfere with the process – perhaps it’s the way it 

should be done.  Perhaps it’s a filtering thing. 

We’ll look back and think, ‘Yes.’ 

‘Perhaps there was need for filtering.’  But when you got good people involved filtering is 

not necessary.  When you got people who are not necessarily so  

good – – –.  And when you look at that – I saw that as a very nasty, intrusive, stupid thing 
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with Don on Football Park:  why he allowed himself to do that, which was just illogical –

 – –.  We were so close to a planned strategy to bring the company, the residents, Football 

League and Government together and he pursued this thing, and from my point of view 

when that happened I had one thing to do and that was to save the company’s image and 

not have our residents, who were absolutely fundamentally vital to us, accusing us of 

doing them in.   

Well, anyway, thank you very much, Brian.  I think you’ve talked yourself out.   

(laughs)  I think so. 

And I think that will be very useful material. 

Yes, interesting. 

Okay. 

END OF INTERVIEW. 


	This is Alan Hutchings on behalf of the Don Dunstan Oral History Project interviewing Mr Brian Martin, former Managing Director of the Delfin Group.  Brian, perhaps we should start with West Lakes, with the indenture and all of those sorts of things?
	Okay.  Right, Alan.  Well, Don Dunstan, in talking with Kinnaird – without going into too much detail – with Kinnaird, Max Liebermann[?], et cetera, saw the opportunity to use the West Lakes scheme as a very attractive election bait to the public of S...
	There were two or three.

	I can dig it out, but whatever that election was.  And so he, with his former partner who became a planning judge –
	Oh, Ken?

	– no, not Ken Tomlinson.
	Oh, you mean John Roeder[?]?

	John Roeder.  So John Roeder very quickly, with Kevin Lynch in those days of Dunstan Leigh Lynch[?], cobbled up this indenture for the West Lakes scheme.  Now, there’s a lot of detail you add to that, but just to put it into context, cobbled this to g...
	Steele Hall.

	– Steele Hall’s Government, and he set up a top-level government committee, including Alec Ramsay and I could list down the names of the people, which then very thoroughly went through that indenture and restructured it, and turned what was, as I said...
	But then Steele Hall only lasted one session, so Dunstan then came back into power.  The person then that had most to do from then on with the West Lakes development in terms of making it work and being the government manager of it was Des Corcoran, a...
	Well, it might be worth perhaps reflecting a bit on Des Corcoran’s role, I think, because he was Deputy Premier and the two would have worked closely together, so I imagine that Des – well, was he the driving force as much as you said?  Did he also re...

	Des was a tough nut and a damn good minister and, over the years, not only in South Australia but elsewhere, I’ve dealt with a lot of ministers of different governments and Des Corcoran ranked very, very highly – in my estimation – of people.  A perso...
	But also in that era, you know, Don Dunstan was blessed with a great Cabinet.  For example, Geoff Virgo:  another tough nut who was Transport Minister and filled a number of those things.  But one of the best ministers we’ve had for a long time was Hu...
	Now, in thinking about that ’70s era, I guess I’d been heavily involved in a lot of things that transpired then, because as you remember the Whitlam Government came in, Tom Uren – it was the gung-ho Minister for Planning, et cetera, and set up DURD.0F
	He certainly was and certainly did.

	(laughs)  He certainly was.  And with that came this – well, you know, very strong socialist policy which had DURD – and the booklets that they produced had this – their plan was to end up with, if you like, socialising the land development business s...
	Unfortunately, like a number of things that happened under the Whitlam Government at that time, they were all busting gung-ho to go ahead with these new ways to do things but there wasn’t a lot of depth of thought as to just what it really meant to do...
	On that, Brian – this is bringing it right up to date – that theme in government, there was a report in the paper with this talkfest next weekend under our new Prime Minister, one of the separate agenda items that’s been dropped is the future of cities.

	It’s been dropped?
	Yes.

	Not included?
	No.  The excuse is it’ll be worked in here and there, but as soon as you do that it just disappears, doesn’t it?

	And it’s a tragedy, it’s a tragedy.  Anyway, moving on, so we ended up with all of this money coming to South Australia for land commissions.  Now, we then set up in South Australia a committee under the head of Planning –
	Stuart Hart?

	– no; after Stuart.
	Oh, yes – John Mant?

	No, not John.  Did you see him on TV the other night?
	Yes, I did.  Last night, yes.

	Last night, yes.
	He looked as old as I do.  We’re the same age.

	Well, I couldn’t recognise him for a while.  Oh, come on.  I can look it up in a minute.
	After Stuart, Ted – not Ted Phipps.  Ian – – –.

	(leafs through papers)  I’ll tell you, I’ll tell you, I’ll tell you.  (break in recording)
	Ah!  Here we go.

	Now, from a private sector point of view, I see that Dunstan period as an unnecessarily intrusive period into the process of urban development.  It was wasteful and a lot of – although the best intentions of the Whitlam Government were there, but that...
	And I was mentioning the Speechley Committee:  there were two things happened, was because of in the ’60s a lot of things were happening with extra costs of land and we were adding in gutters and all the services that never existed before, there sudde...
	Now, it’s interesting because the Speechley Committee explained in what they said, to quote them:
	‘Finally we consider that the prices announced by the Government for the North Haven scheme, $4,000 to $5,000 a block, were interpreted by the market as government’s acquiescence to high land price.’
	And they also said:
	‘Another influence was an announcement by the State Government that it intended to restrict the population growth of Adelaide by eventually diverting growth to the new town of Monarto.’
	This is extracts from the Speechley Committee Report.  And so we had this funny interference that was going on in the urban development business around Adelaide in the ’70s.  When it came to West Lakes, it’s pretty true to say that if West Lakes had s...
	But then the next thing that loomed was the Land Commission.  Now, also as part of the Speechley Committee, they reported on the future of the Lands Committee, and the working party report recommended the establishment of a Land Commission in South Au...
	‘It is also our opinion that if the Land Commission is dominant in the control of broad acres it should not engage directly in land subdivision or development.  We believe that vesting acquisition and development functions in the one organisation coul...
	Now, that report was ignored completely.  They set up the Land Commission and put them into production and, as you know, history will show that the Land Commission ended up in diabolical problems.  They ended up with huge stocks of subdivided land in ...
	Similarly, we grabbed the money for Monarto and we heard about all the things – and you know all about this –
	Yes.

	– all the things that were going to happen with Monarto.  Now, Monarto was never going to happen and, as many of my compatriots said, the only way you’ll get Monarto started near Murray Bridge is if anyone who commits a traffic offence is sent there t...
	Well, that was prescient.

	(laughter)  But some of the fundamentals of urban settlement, the ideas were there – and to me this was Don Dunstan:  he was a fancy dancer on the surface and a lot of the by-products of that didn’t relate to enough depth of thought of where all of th...
	Now, out of all of this, though, comes some advantage in that South Australia, although it required special funding – the Land Commission was broke.  It had all this land but couldn’t afford to hold it, so it needed Federal Government funding, as I ex...
	I hadn’t realised that.

	Yes.
	This is – what are they called these days?  I’ve forgotten.  This is the Land Management Corporation?

	Yes, under the Land Management Corporation.
	Right.  I thought that they were more like the Trust and just being a land banker.

	Well, they are, but –
	But.

	– they’re just busting out of it.
	I see.

	That’s the danger.  I see the same danger happening again as happened in there.  So when you talk about – you know, when you’re looking, for me – – –.  And, you see, I don’t want to talk about the ‘Dunstan Era’, you know, in terms of art and loosening...
	There was something that I’ve never forgotten that hit home to me was when Don Dunstan, you might remember, at Calvary Hospital made that press announcement sort of thing –
	Oh, yes, yes.

	– and Des Corcoran was thrust in to become Premier, and then afterwards Des went to an election which he lost – I think his loss was helped a bit by some union strikes in the same week, I think they were transport strikes and things like that in the w...
	Yes.  It was quite notorious in political history.

	– yes, and so he lost the election – now, I’d had a good working relationship with Des, you know, like all ministers, you have some good and some bad and I’ll talk a little bit about that in a minute, too, which involved Dunstan – and about three week...
	Yes, I remember Ivan.

	It might have been him.  And I just asked him had he heard how Des was getting on.  He said he’d seen him and Des was at a pretty low ebb.  So I rang Des and I said, ‘How are you going, mate?’  And he said, ‘Well, pretty flat, Brian.’  And I said, ‘We...
	The other time that it involved Des, too, that really upset me with Don Dunstan – so I’m not giving Don too many pats on the back, am I?
	That doesn’t matter.  It reminds me of an experience I had in the last days of Monarto which I put on tape –

	Oh, good.
	– with Hugh Hudson holding forth in a manner similar to the way you’ve said.

	Yes.
	Well, I’m not the one being interviewed, but I suppose Hudson’s comments at the time suddenly showed me another point of view, put it that way.

	Now, the other thing that really annoyed me, remember the lights at Football Park?  That ridiculous saga?  Getting lights at Football [Park]?
	Yes.

	It went on for four years.  Now, without trying to get into the background of it, because really it was caused by stupidity of the Football League who feel all (growling voice) powerful and with the government behind them they’re going to do anything,...
	Indenture, the lease.

	– under the lease that we have with Football Park, and Football Park had certain stringent requirements for approval, et cetera, et cetera, which they ignored and just went ahead, and on the other hand we got the residents saying – – –.  So we ended u...
	And we ended up at Parliament House with the Football League, our engineering manager, Peter Shepherd[?], myself and a couple of other people, to work through this.  And the League came with this plan of what it was all about to say – – –.  Now, Peter...
	Oh!

	He said, ‘They’ve drawn things here that are not to scale.’
	Ah!  That old trick!

	So (laughs) I went back into the meeting and I said, ‘Now, Des, Peter’s just – – –.  Can we just check those drawings?’  And we checked them and of course they were nowhere near to scale and it was all a put-up job.  And Des exploded.  He said, ‘(roar...
	Anyway, the Saturday – you know, I could dig it out exactly – but I think it was we then met with the then head of the Department of Environment, who was a bit of a Dunstan – a funny appointment, a long-haired guy, a most unusual character, who headed...
	Yes.

	– and I’m trying to think of his name.
	Wasn’t Peter – quite a nervy sort of fellow?

	Yes.  Young, you know?
	No, this one – – –.

	Bit of an unusual – anyway, we’ll come back to that.
	Peter Ellyard?

	No, it wasn’t Peter Ellyard, no.  It was one before Peter Ellyard, I think, the one before Peter Ellyard.
	There was a Rob somebody-or-another.

	Yes, I think it might have been him.
	Yes, he’d come out of the blue.

	Out of the blue, and he was a Dunstan selection to be somehow put into this position and it came out of the blue.  Anyway, we met with him and his department and worked out a strategy to go ahead with how we could resolve this situation.  And this was...
	The following Sunday was the official opening of the rowing lake at West Lakes.  Scan Sutherland, the Mayor of Woodville, came up to me and said, ‘Brian, don’t go home unless I talk to you.’  I said, ‘Okay.’  So towards the end of the day he grabbed m...
	Yes, I can.  Was it Rob Dempsey?

	It might have been, it might have been Rob Dempsey.  I’ll have to dig it out.  It might have been Rob [Dempsey], I think you’re right.  Long-haired fellow.
	Yes, and quite young, actually.

	Quite young, quite young.
	In his twenties, I think.

	Yes, something like that, yes.  So I thought, ‘Well, I’ve got to find out what’s going on.’  So on the Monday morning – and this is a bit funny, really (laughs) – on the Monday morning I thought, ‘I’ll ring Rob Dempsey.’  So without telling him anythi...
	It might not have been him, but nevertheless – – –.

	– okay, I think it was – without filling him in on any background I rang and I said, ‘Rob, look, this process that we’re going through that’s going to take X number of time, can you see any way of speeding it up at all?’  ‘No,’ he said, ‘we’re going t...
	So with that I made an appointment to go and see Des Corcoran and I said, ‘Des, look:  we’ve set up a structure that will get this thing on the road so that residents and everyone can be happy with the proposal, and from what I hear there’s dirty work...
	So, as a result of that, Scan Sutherland rang me – who was worried, because he had his residents and everything, that was all fitting into it – he said, ‘We’ve got this letter, Brian,’ and he said, ‘I’ve called a meeting for tomorrow night to see what...
	Don Dunstan to me, as I said before, was a fancy dancer who danced on the surface, took opportunities – like he grabbed money from the Federal Government – and the outcomes were left to a ministry that largely were able to sort things out for him.
	Right.

	Now, you know, (laughs) whether that’s – – –.  So there’s good and bad in everyone.  But it does worry me at times that all we hear are the plaudits of Donny, that he sort of reinvented South Australia, you know?  And I’m not sure whether it was as si...
	Well, I think that’s well said.  Is there anything else you want to add?  Port Adelaide, for example?

	Well, now, that’s an interesting one because I think that’s a balancing issue.  With Port Adelaide, a key part of the indenture requirement for West Lakes was the shopping centre situation, and it was to be very central to the development and how it s...
	Now, as part of his work, Curtis was canvassing the various major retailers about being part of West Lakes, including Myer’s, David Jones and so forth.  Now, out of the blue, people started selling their houses in that Queenstown triangle between the ...
	And the new.

	– and the new Port Road –
	On the north-west intersection, yes.

	– yes, to the right-hand side of the Old Port Road.  Going towards the sea the northern side of the Old Port Road.
	That’s right.

	At something like up to two and a half times what they’d previously been worth and all very quietly, and one of the purchasers was – his name will come to me in a minute – the Coles developer here in Adelaide, our biggest developer.
	Oh, Jack Weinert.

	Jack Weinert.  He was buying, and Myer’s were in there buying.  Eventually, Jack pulled out and said to Myer’s, ‘Well, look, providing I can get my slice of the action in this I’m not going to bid against you.’  So it became apparent that, even though...
	Now, of course, what this meant, you had the two sides of this coin but initially the mayor, Mayor Martins –
	Port Adelaide Mayor, yes.

	– yes, from Port Adelaide – and his council and the retailers at Port Adelaide, when they found out about it, were up in arms because, as you can imagine, building a shopping centre in that wedge there would almost certainly have killed Port Adelaide ...
	Now, the Dunstan Government was heavily involved, became heavily involved in that.  And Don Dunstan, to his credit, stood toe-to-toe with Myer’s who threatened him at great length to withdraw all their investment in South Australia and all sorts of ot...
	Yes, just on that alone, yes.

	– on that alone.
	Or wait for your book.

	(laughs)  But even to the point where Oliphant, the Governor, was almost down to Victor Harbor for a weekend at the Governor’s residence down there when they’d raced a police motorcyclist down to stop him before he got there to send him back to have a...
	Yes.

	And certainly Don – and, you know, I could dig out some quotations where he in no uncertain terms told Myer’s where they could go.  (laughter)  So there were many sides of individuals and –
	Many sides to him.

	– many sides to him.  I think so.  I think many sides to him.  Quite apart from his personal complexities, I think there were many – the way he did business.  And when I say I wanted to recognise his ministers, in some ways the way Don operated provid...
	Right, yes.

	– that they needed to do to make things work.  You know?  He would skim across the surface, that was it, and leave it to them.  And fortunately he did some good ministers who did the job well.
	But it was a very strong ministry, there was no doubt about that.

	Absolutely.
	My own memories were of the young Don Hopgood then and Glenn Broomhill and then later on Hugh Hudson.

	Yes.
	And one of the things that a number of people who’ve been interviewed have noted in their reflections was the lack of minders and the way that you could talk to the minister and things didn’t get lost by going through the various minders that we now h...

	Yes.  I mean, I noted during that time, from my point of view – I’ve always been a straight shooter, you know –
	Yes.

	– in terms of talking to people; they know what I want and I know what I want.  But you can’t – when you read about or hear about some of this fancy stuff that goes on with councils and things, you know, with people and bribes and goodness knows what ...
	Yes.

	‘Have you got a minute?  Come around, Keith.’  And Keith’d come around and you’d sit around the table, no-one else around the table, and he’d say, ‘Well, this is what they want and this is – – –.  What do you think?’  And the next thing you’d resolve ...
	Yes.

	And yet it was so practical, so down-to-earth.  I don’t know, but nowadays they seem to have so many people in between who interfere with the process – perhaps it’s the way it should be done.  Perhaps it’s a filtering thing.
	We’ll look back and think, ‘Yes.’

	‘Perhaps there was need for filtering.’  But when you got good people involved filtering is not necessary.  When you got people who are not necessarily so  good – – –.  And when you look at that – I saw that as a very nasty, intrusive, stupid thing wi...
	Well, anyway, thank you very much, Brian.  I think you’ve talked yourself out.

	(laughs)  I think so.
	And I think that will be very useful material.

	Yes, interesting.
	Okay.


