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Depaxrtment of History
29 March 1972

Mr Neal Duke

Seoretary

The Christmas Island Thosphate Commission
Phosphate House

515 Collins Street

MELBOURNE 3000

Dear Mr Duke,

Thank you very much for your letter of 3 March 1972 in reply
to an enquiry of mine respecting the early records of the Christmas
Ialand Phosphate Co. Ltd.

The only question that now arises is whether any of the officers
in your employ who were involved in the transfer of the Company's
business to the Christmas Island Phosphate Commission would kindly
suggest anyone either here or in London of whom I could enguire as
to the fate of the records of the old Company. As you may recall, I
have been in correspondence with Mr J.A.J. Hurray in Iondon, but he
has done as much to help as can be expected. It is possible then that
your officers might wish to make one or two helpful suggestions.

I am indeed grateful for your goodwill in promising to advise me
as to the decision on access to the Commissioners' records now in the
care of the Commonwealth Archives Office. This is most reassuring,
particularly in view of a no doubt inadvertent misapprehension
conveyed by the statement that I was "advised it was not possible
currently to make available any of the recorde held in the Commissioners'
offices or on their behalf by the Commonwealth Archivist',

Recourse to the correspondence will indicate the actual sequence
of events to have been as follows: no commnicetion wes received by
me from the Melbourne representatives of the British FPhosphate
Comuissioners - nor indeed expected; I did, however, receive a
letter frmd Mr A.E. Gage, in relation to a different matter, in which
he stated:



2.

"Some years ago one of Mr J.T. Arundel's daughters made
available to us private papers she had retained from her late
father's effects. These papers together with other records of
the early days have now been deposited within the Commonwealth
Archives.

I suggest your best approach would be to examine these early
records by contacting lir J.D. Morris, Senior Archivist, Common-
wealth Archives Office, Outer Crescent, liddle Brighton, Vic. 3186."

Though this was not in answer to any application for access it does
show that in July of last year I had not been advised that it was not
possible currently to make aveilable any of the records held in the
Commissioners' offices or on their behalf by the Commonwealth Archives.

Furthermore, in answer to my preliminary enquiry directed to the
Senior Archivist at Brighton, I received a reply dated 29 November 1971
of which the following is an excerpt:

"The records of the British Phosphate Commissioners are
currently being exsmined and listed. However the early records
are reasonably accessible, and can be made available to you for
the dates you mention."

In the event, when I presented myself at the Commonwealth Archives Office
at Brighton on Monday, 13 December 1971, I was informed that permission
to consult the meterial had been withdrawn; this being, in fact, the
first information I had received from eny source that a reversal of
decigion as to access had been made.

lfy purpose in recapitulating these particulars is merely to place
on record the sequential development of the relevant events since, in
your letter under reply, these are perhaps stated with a conciseness
which could, to someone unacquainted with them, convey a somewhat mis—
leading impression as it does not, I feel, clarify sufficiently the time
at which the reversal of the antecedent decision was made.

The above remarks are therefore intended solely to obviate any
charge of obtuseness or obduracy on my part by someone not so well
acqueinted with the facts as yourself and do not, of course, have any
bearing of the present situation es regards the records of the Commis-
sioners.

With every good wieh.
Yours sincerely,

Ross Lamont.
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fir Roms Lamont,

Depértment ef llstory,

‘he University of hew England,
A IVUALES- Tew Bouth Yales 2351

P s

Dear ‘Gagy . : |
' I

Soxry not- to have replied befordbut I heve been swsy working on ,
‘Hebarts' Lozgueson dournaly  I'eople complain®that I never seem o be &t , |
home these @ays and 1 suppoge it is harder to pin me down nodv-that I no
longer have to attend the University (even nominally). = Recentlyy however,
the Vice-vhancellor Las piven me s personal research grant from University
funde arid last week 1 wag elscted (40 that isithe right word_) an ilonorary
¥ellows which entitles me to the use of Research Aggistants and Uypista,
so 1 may lind myselfl & bit nore restricted than hitherto.

thankg for the correction substituting lachlan for furdy. 1 wrote
to Lir Llwyn-Jones' solicitor &g scon as you left and have heen expedting
& reply deily; Wit 1 suppose that they are having their aifficulties with
the B.r.C. solicitors and will not write until the matter at issue -~ the
availability of the Commission's records -~ has been gettled one way or
anothor. Iy -own feeling is that the B.F.C. solicitors were aiming to
colean out the erchives of everything relevant and then graclously agree
to open them tc the other gide, 80 1t seemed only [zir to warn Frown
that what he might conceivably find for his pains was s.f.s, I also
mentioned your point that previcue licerices Lad been confined to-unine
habited islands and if they show any signs of following thisvup will ad
that the case which evidences the rule is Lachlan, ‘

Tie your draft letter to the B.F.C«y I feer that you will have al :
taken action owing to my unconscionable procrastination, ¥t if not 1 should,
ir 1 were you, certainly send the letter, tut perhaps change from para.3
onwards to read more or less as in the attached. ' X

You may well wonder at some of ny amendmentes tut 20 yeers of work
ag chiel draftemen for the W.F.i.C. secretariat has taught me that it is
best never to give anyone the direct lle, Wit merely the suggestion that
an 'inadvertent misapprehension' may poseibly have been corveyed: end that
the best way to deal with someorne whe is endeavouring to pull a fast one
on you, provided he is the type of customer that I imagine Mr Duke %o besy
is to tie him up in smooth verbage. e
As you sey to our friend in your letter, ‘'with every good

p wisgh!,

(=

Yours,




Lnclosure
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I an indeed grateful fox your good will in promising fo advise
#me s to bhe decligion on access to the Uommissioner's records now in
the care of the Uommonwealth Azxchives Office. ihis is most reassuring,
particularly in view of a no doubt inadvertant misapprehension conveyed
by the statement thet I was 'sdvised it weB .ceoees Commonweslth Archisdst!.

Leccurae to the correspondence will indicate the actual sequence
of evenis to Lave been as follows: No communication was received by me
from the llelbourne representatives of the Dritieh Phosphate Commissioners
= ror indeed expecied; 1 did, howevery; receive a letter from My A.H,.
Caze, in relation to a different metter, in vwhicli hie stated:-

Tooiie Fears 4g0 sesvess Hiddale Prighton, ¥ic. 3%486.°

‘hough this was not in answer to any application for access it
does show toat in July of last year 1 had not been sdvised that it was
not possilile curpently to meke available any of the Tecords held in the
Conmissionerts offices or on.théiy behall by ile Uoumornwealth Axchivea.

Surthermore, in angwer to my preliminery encuiry directed to the
Sepior Archivist at Hrighton 1 received a reply dated 29 ligvember 1971,
of which the lollowing is an excerpb:-

'The records of .i..s.. G8tes yYou mention,'

in the event, when 1 presented myself &t the Cormonvealth Arcliives
Uffice at Exighton én Mondsy 13 Lecember 1971, 1 was informed that
permission to consuli the material Lad been withdrawn; this being, in
facty the lirat informetion that I bad received frem any source het a
revergel ‘of decision as to eccese had heen nade,
Ay purposge in recepitulating ti;g}gw pérticulars is merely to
place on record the secquential development of the relevant ovents eince,
in your letter under reply, these are perhaps stated with a concisencss
which could, to someone unacquainted with Shem, convey a somewhet nisleading
impresalon, @s il does not; I feel, clarify sufficiently the time at which
tue reversal of the antecedent decipion was nade. 1 '

szdr&{ La f‘BLzzéd

{he above remarks are thereloreZsolely/to obviate any charge of
cbtuseness or cbduracy on my part by someone Not mo well acguainted with
the fects ap yourself and do not, of couree, have any bearim_.zb'n the present
gitwation as rogards the vrecords of the Uommissioners. I

With every good wigh,

Yours sincerely,

nosg Lemont,
A
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Dear Mr. Lamont,

3 “M I refer to your letter of 21st February 1972 in which
93‘4“}/‘} (&J you request information on records of the Christmas Island Phosphate
i Co. Ltd.. g
¢ h) . '
@Ml MV Joln As far as I am aware the Christmas Island Phosphate
) S o - Commission did not take over either in London or on Christmas Island B
Y official records of the Christmas Island Phosphate Co. Ltd. (registered’

in the United Kingdom).

, This is substantiated from a search of a listing of the
Commission's records and by officers who were involved in the
transfer and still remain in our employ.

(b) In a discussion with you late last year you referred to
documents which you understood were in the possession of the British
Phosphate Commissioners relating to early activities of the Pacific
Islands Co., J. T. Arundel etc. prior to the commencem'ent of phosphate
operations on Ocean Island in the early 1900's and although both the
Commonwealth Archives Office, Victoria and ourselves advised it was
not possible currently to make available any of the records held in the
Commissioners' offices or on their behalf by the Commonwealth Archivist,
you enquired whether an exception could be made in regard to these
particular documents as they referred to a period before commencement
of Ocean Island phosphate operations.

I confirm that at this stage access is not available;
the records held by the Commonwealth Archives Office have been
transferred for the purpose of being assessed for their archival
worth and pending further consideration by the Commissioners and

- partner Governments have not been cleared for access. '

When a decision has been made on this matter I will
advise you.

Yours sincerely,

for THE CHRISTMAS ISLAND PHOSPHATE COMMISSION,

-«/fe:a,e/él @%z,a

SECRETARY,




Droﬁ ﬁ,‘_ Mr. HEH MOU"—I;{

Department of History

Mr Weal Duke

Secretary

The Christmas Island Fhosphate Commission
Thosphate House

515 Collins Street

MELBOURNE 3000

Dear Mr Dilke,

Thenk you very much for your letter of 3 March 1972 in reply to
an engquiry of mine respecting the early records of the Christmas
Island Phosphate Co. Ltd.

The only question that now arises is whether any of the officers
in your employ who were involved in the tronsfer of the Compeny's
business to the Christmes Islend Phosphate Commission would kindly
sugsest anyone either here or in London of whom I could enquire as to
the fate of the records of the old Company. As you may recall, I
have been in correspondence with Mr J.A.J. Murray in Iondon, but he
hes done as much to help as can be expected. It is possible then that
your officers might wish to make onme or %wo helpful suggestions.

Thenk you for promising to advise me as to the decision on
access to the Commissioner's Office. I am indeed grateful for your
good willy but may I point out an appvarent error in your account of
my visit to Melbourne 1last December, It is simply not a fact that you
"advised 1t was not possible currently to make available any of the
records held in the Commissioner's offices or on their behalf by the
Commonwealth Archivist'. In the first place in reply to my enquiry
of the Commonwealth Archives Office as to the availability of the
documents, I received no communication whatsoever from the Melbourne
representatives of the British Phosphate Cormissioners - nor did I
expect one from that source, However, in relation to an enquiry on
a different matter, I did receive a letter from Mr A.E. Gj‘aze dated
14 July 1971 in which he states.

neow Iin '04'- Care o/, The Cﬁm.mmwea/fzd /4?'0(;:&5 -
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"Some years ago one of Mr J.T. Arundel's daughters made
available to us private papers she had retained from her late
father's effects. These papers together with other records of
the early days have now been deposited within the Commonwealth
Archives.

I suggest your best approach would be to examine these early
records by contecting Mr J.D. llorris, Senior Archivist,
Commonwealth Archives Office, Outer Crescent, Middle Brighton,
Vie. 3186."

) ,Ehzenﬁough this was not in answer to any application for access it
| dad 2t besn ' “goos show that in July of last yeaz(youtadnot advised/it was not %‘F/
possible currently to make available any of the records held in the
Commissioner's offices or on their behalf by the Commonwealth Archives.

Fortdernar :/ In the-second-place in answer to my preliminary enquiry the daccted é7f
Senior Archivist, Brighton, I received his repg_y doted 29 1 er
1971 in which ke statedi= frlod the (ol v o iwuft ;-

"The records of the British Phosphate Commissioners are
currently being examined and listed. However the early records
are reasonably accessible, and can be made aveilable to you
for the dates you mention."

In the event, when I presented myself at the Commonwealth Archives
Office, Brighton on Monday /3 December 1971, I was informed that
__your- permission to consult the materisl had been withdrawnj f‘;{'his was , o /= =,

the first information I had from eny source that a reverae.’t of deqision
as to access had been made. Mace s 2acord He seguestia€ devibofsont
ol
Iuy purpose in recounting these happenings in [té srrive atsn-
ur. o8 your letter under reply stands,

of ¢ levert events

Porce ) fw» the sequence oi‘ events is mduly compressed. Your record, omitting Aedifs
Qe 24 b; as it does emy representation of the reversal of decision by either
s Vaa yourselves or the Cormmonwealth Archives Office, can be read to imply,

no doubt unintentionally, either stupidity or stubbormness on my part
which was not the case. I am not wishing to waste your time in idle
coniroversy, but I think a moment's reflection will convince you that

I have Justification in questioning your abbreviated account. At the
same time, let me assure you that I quite understend that my present
observetions have no bearing on the present situation as to the records
of the Cormissioners.

N\
N\

\ With every good wish.
\ Yours sincerely,

N

L imvint

/.tj}r Al »;.M a G ‘te,f)e,g_o?‘ b / cufu;
‘ ; dessldud Piole w Ross Lemonte

woesyudid e Ctdy | ey & e >

c}k s o w)‘ 9 /‘J % "’?v//'ff‘éf 4

L%M’W /’c r a.‘(n{%& '?.Eme.maé q/ ﬂa’!— A«W Levpesn

a2 "&:‘&

e



