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ANZAC DAY AMENDMENT BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [4.14 pm]:  As has been mentioned, much of the Anzac Day 
Amendment Bill 2004 deals with changes to the word “Anzac” in the Anzac Day Act, so that it is rendered in 
capital letters, given that it is an acronym.  That is interesting because the word is still rendered with small 
letters, except for the first letter, in the title of the Anzac Day Amendment Bill 2004.  I do not know whether on 
another occasion - another historical sitting perhaps - we will need to make a special amendment to the title of 
the Act.   

I was interested to hear both Hon Norman Moore and Hon Kate Doust refer to Anzac Day as a celebration.  
Given my long association with the Western Australian peace movement, it is hard for me to see it in that way.  I 
know there is a deep and abiding sadness and respect for those people who have lost their lives in any war in 
which Australians have been involved.  Many of the most long-term, stalwart and committed members of the 
peace movement over time in Western Australia have served this country and fought in wars.  Many people 
understand that the commitment of many people to commemorate Anzac Day is to try to ensure that we do not 
make the same mistakes again, or perhaps do not commit ourselves to war for anything but the most necessary 
reasons.  I am sure that most people consider that if Australia were to be directly invaded or threatened, there 
would be enormous pressure for people to re-establish what we consider to be our freedoms.  Many people in 
numerous parts of the world are fighting to establish the right to govern themselves and their freedoms in their 
own way.  However, some people who do that are branded terrorists or forces loyal to a particular label.   

We know that the Great War was called the Great War because it was a war of the type that nobody ever wanted 
to happen again.  The world has not learnt, and people are still creating wars.  People respond to war.  People 
throughout the world still find ways of threatening each other.  Unfortunately, after the Second World War we 
encountered an enormous period of threat and counter-threat from weapons of mass destruction.  That made 
many people feel insecure about their life.  I understand that many teenagers growing up in Australia, and 
particularly in the United Kingdom and the United States, never thought they would survive.  They always 
presumed that there would be a nuclear war at some stage in their life.  Ironically, the children of the people who 
worked positively in the peace movement in Australia and overseas apparently had a much more positive view of 
life.  It has been determined by psychologists in Australia and overseas that those people who understood and 
commemorated the wars of the past, but who worked in every way they could for a more peaceful world, had the 
most positive attitude to life.  As we continue to commemorate Anzac Day in the future, I would like to see it 
become a way of looking towards how we can make our world a more peaceful world, rather than perhaps as a 
celebration of a very sad event in Australia’s history.   

It is also sad that in some ways over the past 100 years history has related to kings and wars.  Australia’s history 
continues to celebrate the lives of those people who served in overseas wars.  We have looked to the last Anzacs 
and the last World War I veterans who have survived.  Each time a World War I veteran dies an enormous effort 
is made to look through not only his war service but also the contributions he made to Australian life, the 
Australian economy and his community.  However, a couple of years ago when the oldest woman in Australia 
died, only a teeny column appeared in one newspaper.  One thing we must do to make a more peaceful world is 
to not concentrate our history on kings and wars but to also base it on the community, and to learn from the 
mistakes of history and from efforts that have been made to build a fairer and more peaceful world.  That is 
particularly important at a time when we are being pushed by international organisations to sign up to more and 
more forceful free trade and free market arrangements, because that new global warring often leads to countries 
and parts of countries feeling totally cut off from social and economic processes.  It also leads to much anger and 
has an impact on local producers, farmers and communities.  We should commemorate great tragedies, such as 
the First World War and other wars, but we should remember not only war.  We must also remember and be very 
aware of the way we deal with other countries, both economically and socially, the way we develop trust and the 
way we help remove the pressures on countries that cause outbreaks of violence.  Global warring is far too 
dangerous for us to ever consider.  We must do everything within our power to understand the causes of 
unhappiness, inequality and the huge economic pressures that lead to outbreaks of anger and envy.   

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [4.23 pm]:  I will speak in a slightly different vein, but I want to 
comment on what has been said by some previous speakers.  History shows that the 1914-18 war was called the 
Great War because, in practice, it was the first world war; that is, the first conflict of such major scale that it 
involved most of the world. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 28 September 2004] 

 p6650c-6661a 
Hon Dee Margetts; Hon Paddy Embry; Hon Barry House; Hon Peter Foss; Hon Jim Scott; Hon John Fischer; 

Hon Frank Hough; Hon Ken Travers; President 

 [2] 

It is important to recognise the bravery and self-sacrifice that many Australians showed before the date of the 
landing at Anzac Cove.  It is great that we in Australia acknowledge and pay tribute to what those Anzacs did.  
An uncle of mine, who was an Anzac, was killed.  I will answer another question by explaining this in the same 
way that my mother used to - she lost two brothers in the First World War and one in the second.  Why did those 
people put themselves in those dire situations?  It was not because they went looking for honour and glory.  They 
did it because they believed, and the countries they lived in believed, that it was for the good of the civilised 
world.  No person can give a greater sacrifice than his life.  My mother used to say that her first loyalty was to 
her country, her second loyalty was to her husband and her third loyalty was to her children.  She was of that 
generation and that probably explains the values those people had.  I am extremely proud of that statement.  My 
sister had difficulties with that statement, but I have tremendous pride in it.  At the beginning of the Second 
World War my mother sent her children to a safer area in Britain and joined the Women’s Auxiliary Air Force.  
It was total involvement with the community.  My grandmother, then in her seventies, worked in a munitions 
factory for most of the duration of the Second World War.  It was a total involvement.  It was not the same for 
people in Australia because we were distanced from the war in Europe, but for the people who lived in Europe it 
was a total involvement.   

I will consider it from a Western Australian and Australian perspective.  I am sure Hon Norman Moore and Hon 
Bill Stretch will remember Hon Sandy Lewis, who served in the Legislative Council for a number of years.  An 
uncle of his served in the Boer War, which was quite some time before the First World War.  It is also 
appropriate that we equally recognise servicemen, nurses and various others who have made the same sacrifices 
since the first Anzacs. 

I am also interested in the recommendations for recipients of the Victoria Cross.  Everybody knows that the 
Victoria Cross is the highest award for bravery for members in the British and Commonwealth forces.  One of 
the reasons that award for bravery is so special is that it is seldom awarded.  Let us consider what it means for 
someone to be awarded a Victoria Cross and relate that to being awarded the Purple Heart or the Congressional 
Medal of Honour in the United States - I am not denigrating those awards.  Many people are awarded those latter 
medals.  That is part of what makes the Victoria Cross so special - it is not awarded very often.  The Victoria 
Cross is generally awarded only for a singular act of bravery.  However, there have been two people have been 
nominated for committing many acts of bravery and only one was awarded a Victoria Cross on those terms, and 
that was the late Leonard Cheshire.  Members may remember the originator of the Cheshire Homes.  His 
Victoria Cross was awarded for his 100 raids with the Dambuster Squadron.  The other nomination was for my 
father, but he was not awarded the medal.  My father used to say that it was correct that it was not awarded, but 
he flew on more raids than any other allied serviceman in the Second World War.  In a funny way he had an 
involvement with one of our Victoria Cross recipients who lived in Western Australia, a past Governor, Hughie 
Edwards.  My father was his commanding officer at the time that he was awarded the Victoria Cross.  My dad 
used to laugh, although in no way decrying what the late Governor did.  My father mentioned him in despatches.  
It is a funny thing that Victoria Cross nominations normally go before what is called a nominatory board, but his 
nomination went to my dad’s superior officer.  He said, “No, it is more than that”, and recommended a 
Distinguished Flying Cross.  It then went to his superior officer, who said, “No, it is a Distinguished Service 
Order.”  That is the second in line for bravery.  The King had a look and said it was a Victoria Cross.   

Another person whose name some members will remember - he was not an Australian, but served as Governor 
General in this country - was Lord de Lisle.  He was a Victoria Cross winner, and I very well remember him 
staying at our home on a couple of occasions.  He was then known as Lord de Lisle and Dudley.  I am not quite 
sure what happened to the Dudley, but by the time he became Governor General of Australia it had been 
dropped.  Many servicemen performed acts just as brave as those of Victoria Cross winners, and some probably 
more so.  Very few Western Australians are of greater note than the state Governor who followed Hughie 
Edwards, Sir Wallace Kyle.  He was a highly decorated serviceman for the number of raids he carried out, 
mainly in heavy Lancaster bombers.  They were sitting ducks.  He was a very brave man.  He could easily have 
been awarded a Victoria Cross.  I am not sure of the name of the new airport in Kalgoorlie, but the previous 
airport was named after Sir Wallace Kyle.  He is probably one of the most famous Kalgoorlie boys.  It is 
interesting how, in his term as Governor, he argued strongly - a little bit against the Government of the day - 
against moving the Chamber of Mines.  He fought very hard to keep it in Kalgoorlie. 

It is a huge subject, and the danger of celebrating Anzac Day in the way we do is that it tends to override many 
of the other similar wartime activities in which Australians were involved; for example, D-day.  Many more 
Australians were involved in D-day than were involved at Gallipoli.  It was the largest assembly of military 
personnel the world has ever seen.  This legislation broadens the very important recognition we give to people 
who have paid the supreme sacrifice in many cases, but in many more cases were prepared to do so but did not 
have to.  When we consider the welcome, or lack of welcome, our veterans got after service in Vietnam, I am 
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absolutely positive, after listening to a great number of them, that the ensuing problems they seemed to have 
resulted from that lack of recognition.  It was years before they were even allowed to march in Anzac parades.  
The Returned and Services League did not want them.  There is a saying that what goes around comes around, 
and now the state president of the RSL is a Vietnam veteran.  Time has brought that about, and we have learnt 
from it.  I commend the Government for bringing this legislation forward.  Hon Dee Margetts needs to learn 
from history, and I think that is part of what she meant.  Part of our very important history is the sacrifice people 
make for other people in a great range of fields.  The defence of civilisation as we know it is a very important 
part of that history.  I thank members for their time.   

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [4.35 pm]:  Debate on this Bill allows all members, if they wish, to 
comment on what Anzac Day and the Anzac spirit mean to our nation and ourselves.  It has been mentioned that 
there is some disagreement about whether the day should be one of celebration or some other form.  Whatever 
the argument, it certainly is a day of reflective acknowledgment.  In my mind it is the most important day in our 
national calendar.  It completely unifies the nation in spirit, and it is an acknowledgment of all the sacrifices 
made in military action in the past to build what we have today - a modern, free, enterprising, democratic, 
successful, progressive and creative nation.  We should all appreciate that Australians have the ability and the 
attitude to make our nation one of the best places in the world in which to live and work.  Anzac Day is more 
important than Australia Day as far as our nation is concerned, because Australia Day is, in the minds of some 
people, not directly relevant to parts of Australia outside New South Wales.  There is an element of division in 
the minds of some people. 

I consider the obligations and public responsibilities of a member of Parliament on Anzac Day to be some of the 
most important that we conduct as individual members.  I know all members in this Chamber are involved in 
similar exercises.  I have been involved in Anzac Day services for a long time, but for the past 17 years, while I 
have been in public life, I have been involved in services in Busselton and in Margaret River, where I am a 
member of the RSL sub-branch, and I was involved in Anzac services in Bunbury during the 10 years my office 
was located there.  I have been privileged to give the main address on a couple of occasions.  I have missed one 
service in my home territory.  That was in 2000, when I went instead to Albany, which is also in my electorate, 
for a special commemorative service to mark the eighty-fifth anniversary of Anzac Day.  We all get involved in 
frequent RSL functions.  The Bunbury RSL, for instance, has an annual dinner and I have been to many of them.  
The schools get involved as well. 

I want to make some comments in particular on the fact that most of us - we have heard evidence of this from 
other members - relate our feelings about Anzac Day through family members, friends and community 
connections.  It still staggers me to move around different parts of Australia and see war memorials in the 
smallest of country communities and take note of the huge sacrifice made by the people in those communities 
whose names are recognised on the war memorials.  The Second World War and the many others that followed 
were truly horrendous wars but, in terms of the sheer numbers involved, the First World War was quite mind-
blowing.  I relate most of my personal associations with the Anzac spirit through my grandfather, Frank Henry 
Jolliffe, who was made a Member of the Order of the British Empire for his services to the community.  He was 
not an Anzac, but to me he is the epitome of the Anzac spirit.  He was born in 1899 on the Isle of Wight.  Queen 
Victoria died on the Isle of Wight in the same year.  My grandfather’s father was a groundsman in Queen 
Victoria’s summer residence - I have forgotten the name of it - and he is reputed to have been the last commoner 
to see Queen Victoria alive.  Like many others in Great Britain and Australia, he put up his age in order to join 
the British Army in 1915 and served in World War I.  He was wounded by an exploding bomb during the hell of 
the Somme battlefield, and he carried shrapnel in his leg from that bomb until he died 75 years later.  He later 
served in Russia and Kenya and in Palestine in the Middle East.  I have never been able to get to the bottom of it, 
but during those years he had a very close association with Lawrence of Arabia.  One of these days, when I get 
the time to trace a bit of my family history, one of the tasks that I will set myself is to find out a bit more about 
that connection, because although I have heard snippets of information about their relationship I have never 
heard the full story.  I am led to believe that during his time in the Army he was also the runner-up boxing 
champion.   

After the war and his discharge from the Army in 1920 he married my grandmother, who was an orphan.  Their 
first child, who was born in 1922, is my mother.  It must have been very difficult during those times to find work 
and to scratch out a decent living.  It is not surprising, therefore, that many people in Great Britain were attracted 
by the advertising that the Western Australian Government was doing at the time to encourage people to come to 
the land of milk and honey under the group settlement scheme.  My grandparents were part of that wave.  They 
immigrated to the south west of Western Australia in 1924 as pioneers of the group settlement scheme with my 
mother, who was a two-year-old child at the time.  They endured five years of hardship to carve out a farm at 
Tutunup, just north of Busselton.  They then moved to a farm near Metricup to take over from people who had 
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walked off the farm because they could not make a go of it - which was a standard story throughout the group 
settlement years - because they believed that farm would provide better opportunities for them than the farm they 
had north of Busselton.  They never looked back, because that farm was taken over by their son, and he has since 
passed it on to his son.   

My grandparents, and many other people like them, pioneered the dairy industry in the south west.  My 
grandfather was personally involved in the establishment of the Sunnywest Dairy Cooperative, which was the 
first attempt to establish a secondary dairy processing facility in Western Australia and was the forerunner of 
today’s high-tech, very efficient and high quality Western Australian dairy industry.  I am sure the Minister for 
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries will agree that it is a pity that the dairy producers today are not getting a 
better share of the rewards in the dairy industry.   

My grandfather, like many others, got involved in creating community infrastructure such as the schools, the 
bush fire brigade and the sporting clubs.  During World War II he was part of the Home Guard that was set up.  
However, it is really his community involvement that sparked my interest in many areas of public life.  My 
grandfather was originally elected to the Sussex Road Board.  That board went through a metamorphosis from 
the Sussex Road Board to the Busselton Road Board to the Busselton Shire Council.  He has a unique record, 
because he was the last chairman of the Sussex Road Board, the first and the last chairman of the Busselton Road 
Board and the first president of the Busselton Shire Council.  He put in an enormous amount of community 
service over 26 years of public life, and in many respects he became my role model and inspiration to take an 
interest in public affairs and public life.  My grandfather’s attitude to life and community involvement stems 
very much from his involvement and participation in the military.  He was a very organised man, and he liked 
the community that he was contributing to, and part of, to be organised in a similar fashion.  To me, even though 
he was not an Anzac, he epitomised and was a vital part of the tough pioneering, extremely hardworking and 
self-sacrificing Anzac spirit that has helped to build the successful nation that Australia is today.  He came from 
Great Britain to Australia.  However, today we have heard stories about people who have come from all around 
the world and whose lives have reflected the same sort of story.   

My grandfather and grandmother adopted Australia as their home.  They brought with them the best of English 
culture and customs and left behind some of the worst.  Once they had adopted Australia as their home, they 
never sought to return to England.  Many of the second and third generation members of their family have often 
wondered why they did not want to return and have a look around and meet up with relatives, but they always 
used to say they had made their decision and that was it; Australia was their home.  My grandfather made an 
outstanding military and community contribution to Western Australia and Australia.  Many other people have 
done similar things during the two world wars and during military involvement in Korea, Vietnam, East Timor, 
Iraq and many other theatres of war.  Many others have also translated their Army, Air Force or Navy experience 
into their community life and have put the personal skills that they learnt back into their involvement in the 
community.  That to me epitomises the Anzac spirit. 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [4.47 pm]:  Mr President, in speaking on the Anzac Day Amendment 
Bill I would like to correct the statement in the second reading speech that Private Leslie Thomas Starcevich was 
from Subiaco.  Tom Starcevich was in fact from Grass Patch.  Thirteen Starcevich sons from Grass Patch went to 
various wars, and miraculously 13 came back.  It is particularly miraculous not just on a statistical basis, but also 
because of the way in which they got themselves involved in the war.  As can be seen from Tom Starcevich’s 
Victoria Cross citation, it is incredible that he actually survived.  I will not go into the details of what he did, but 
it involved removing a large number of machine gun nests with complete disregard for his personal safety.  It 
was miraculous that while he was attacking those machine gun nests on his own, he was not killed.  I know for a 
fact that 13 Starcevich sons went from Grass Patch to the various wars because I have had a long association 
with Joe Starcevich.  The Starcevich family are Croatian, so I am sure Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich will be particularly 
proud of their contribution.  Joe Starcevich is typical of the attitude of people who have gone to war.  Joe 
Starcevich was at Changi, the Burma-Thailand railway and Nagasaki.  He was actually some 30 miles out of 
Nagasaki at the time the atom bomb was dropped.  He had been working at a coalmine, and he had broken his 
hip when the roof of the mine had fallen on him.  His leg was operated on by an American doctor, who 
hammered a rusty bicycle spoke through his leg just above his knee and put it in traction, of course without any 
anaesthetic or antibiotics.  He was taken out of Nagasaki some 10 days after the bomb had been dropped.  Not 
surprisingly, for the rest of his life he had a problem with cancer in that particular part of the bone into which the 
bicycle spoke had been hammered.  He was a man who never complained.  He refused to take a totally and 
permanently incapacitated pension, because he felt that he should keep trying to work.  He tried all the time, 
through pain and terrible difficulties, to keep up his job as a farmer.  He is still alive today.  He has now had that 
leg amputated.  However, for many years he resisted it.  I asked him what it was like in Japan, because I had not 
heard much about the Australian prisoners of war who went to Japan.  He said, “Oh, it wasn’t bad at all.  It was a 
bit like Changi.”  To be told that it was not bad at all in Japan and that it was like Changi came as a bit of a 
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surprise to me.  I said to him, “I understood Changi was terrible too.”  He said, “Oh, yes, but it was nothing like 
the Burma-Thailand railway.”  When he arrived on the Burma-Thailand railway he was extremely ill - he had 
dysentery, malaria and everything else one could mention - and was put on light duties.  Light duties consisted of 
shovelling shale out of the riverbed for rail ballast.  That, I believe, tells us a little about that man and the spirit 
of that family.  It really comes as no surprise to me that those people achieved for their country what they did.  
The type of stalwart behaviour that people had is humbling.  If the rest of us were ever put to that sort of test, I 
do not know whether we would be quite as strong and able to show as much fortitude, or be quite so humble and 
so reluctant to take any money from the State, despite the clear entitlement to do so. 

We must understand the situation that many of those people went through.  The First World War probably did 
not affect Australia directly, but it certainly was a war in which many of the people were reluctantly involved.  
The Second World War was very different.  Chamberlain took all possible measures to try to avoid it, and that 
had absolutely no effect on the Axis powers.  Australia was much more committed to that war, because who 
knows what might have happened to Australia had it not been for the intervention of the United States as Japan 
swept totally and mercilessly through the whole of Asia.  We were definitely under threat.  As mentioned in the 
second reading speech, Broome and Wyndham in Western Australia were both subject to attack.  Those 
members who went to Timor recently and who received the memo that I wrote about that will know that the 
soldiers on Same ridge, which is a saddle in the centre of Timor, were able to see from there the searchlights 
over Wyndham.  Therefore, from the mountains behind Dili they were able to see the searchlights over 
Wyndham.  The story of those soldiers who were in the 2nd Commando in Timor is a tale of great bravery and 
great service to this country.  I should at the same time pay tribute to the people who helped those soldiers; 
namely, the Timorese people who suffered dearly as a result of the aid that they gave to Australian soldiers.   

I cannot remember the exact quote from Billy Hughes’s statement at Versailles, but I have had it quoted to me 
many times.  A certain part of the quote is contained in the second reading speech; that is, the extent to which 
Western Australians and Australians died in that war.  Sixty thousand young Australians died.  When one 
considers the population of Australia at that time, 60 000 was a massive number.  Of the 330 000 Australians 
who served overseas, two out of every three were either injured or killed in the conflict.  That represents a 
number that is greater than the population of even most of the largest cities in Australia at that time.  As a 
percentage of the male population, it represented a vast number.   

My family did not come to Australia until after the war, my father having served in the war in the British army.  
However, I was often asked whether I was related to the Fosses who used to live in Western Australia, because 
the Fosses were actually a significant early family of settlers in this country.  Three young male Fosses went to 
the First World War.  Unlike the Starceviches, none of them came back.  Like so many young men, they died.  I 
like to visit Kings Park regularly.  I love walking through Kings Park.  The thing I find most affecting is to walk 
along the avenues with those little brass plaques commemorating the people who died in the First World War.  
Members should look at the ages of those people - there were hundreds of them.  They were 16 and 17 generally, 
and the trees were planted by their mothers and sisters.  It is intensely sad.  Yes, it is always a great waste, and it 
has been extremely difficult sometimes to avoid it.  Of course, there are people who could have avoided it, but 
the people who are caught up in the wars cannot.  They do it because of a sense of duty to their country.  Often 
their country is threatened.  Whether they think it is a good war or a bad war, it is a war to which they have been 
committed by the Government of this country.  Whether people agree or disagree with that Government, the fact 
is that they have the obligation to go.   

The saddest war of all, as far as the participants were concerned, was the Vietnam War, because many of the 
people who went to Vietnam paid the ultimate sacrifice for their country.  It does not matter whether people 
disagreed or agreed with that war; they were there because of a decision of our Government to send them there.  
If they died, were injured or suffered some trauma, they did it on behalf of us, and they deserved to be treated 
considerably better than they were when they returned to Australia.  I often wonder whether, if the Vietnam 
veterans whom we meet from time to time, and who always seem to be seriously disturbed - I know a few who 
came back in a better mental state than when they went, but most of the ones I know who came back were 
altered, and often drastically, for the worse - had not been treated like pariahs when they returned to Australia, 
that would have been what they needed to enable them to have the respect for what they did and for themselves 
that they lost.   

The strange thing about it is that even though many people loathed war, many of those who came back from the 
Second World War saw it as a time of great companionship and great loyalty, and a time that they could look 
back on with some fondness.  Sure, they lost some good friends, and they regret that terribly; sure, they 
underwent some terrible things.  However, they were heroes.  They were respected by their community and by 
each other, and they are respected to this day, which I believe stands them in great stead.  Although they would 
be the first to say that war is terrible and we should avoid war, I do not think they would ever demean what was 
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done by themselves or their colleagues, and I do not think we should ever do so.  Whatever we might think about 
a particular war, we should not demean what those people did.  I am very optimistic that the spirit of Anzac will 
be much appreciated by the coming generation, and that people will appreciate the extent of the sacrifice that 
those people made and the respect that they deserve for having made it.   

I will just make a small comment on the Bill itself, because I am, to put it mildly, puzzled by it.  I have always 
understood the origin of the word “Anzac”.  We were taught it in school.  The acronym was taken from 
Australian and New Zealand Army Corps - ANZAC.  We all know how much the Army likes to use acronyms.  
However, the term has long since been the province and possession of the Australian Army.  I suppose that in 
those days it was the Imperial Army.  It was not Australian; it was an imperial force and the particular corps 
consisted of Australians and New Zealanders.  Hence the name, the Australian and New Zealand Army Corps.  
However, since that time we have continuously used the term “Anzac” as an adjective.  I do not think that 
“Anzac” Day was accidentally used in the Act.  I am sure the people who wrote the Act knew about the origin of 
the word “Anzac.”  It has come into common parlance.  We use it to talk about the Anzacs.  We talk about the 
Anzacs of the Second World War.  There were Anzacs in the Second World War but, as I understand it, there 
was no Australian and New Zealand Army Corps, certainly not the one that led to the use of that term.  Can we 
hear any difference when we say the word “Anzac” as opposed to the word “ANZAC”?  No, we cannot.  The 
term “ANZAC” is pronounced exactly the same way as the term “Anzac”.  Why do we need to make this change 
to acknowledge the origin of the term when, in fact, the word in common parlance has been used without capital 
letters for years?  Perhaps somebody is looking at every instance in which the word “Anzac” has been used in 
Australia and is trying to substitute it with the word “ANZAC”.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson will outline some of the history in more detail.  He is a far better historian than I am.  
However, the term “Anzac” came into origin in May 1916.  The Anzacs were not all Australians and New 
Zealanders who went off in the first instance.  The Australians and New Zealanders went separately.  The AIF 
went in one group and the three battalions of New Zealanders went in another group.  They were formed into six 
divisions.  The sixth division was called the New Zealand and Australian division, not the Australian and New 
Zealand division, because they were able to make up five divisions with the AIF.  The joining of a few New 
Zealanders made up the New Zealand and Australian division.  That division, and the first AIF division, were put 
together into a corps which was called the Australian and New Zealand Army Corps.  That is two divisions only 
out of a total of six.  Later they formed the Anzac mounted division, which served in the Middle East.  They 
were the “Anzacs”.  Within two years the term “Anzac” was being used.  In the first instance, the Anzacs we are 
celebrating in the Bill are only the first and sixth divisions.  It is those two groups that coined the term.  I do not 
think we are commemorating only those two divisions.  We are commemorating all those who have represented 
the spirit we are talking about.  It is strange that we are moving from the word “Anzac” which is in common 
parlance in Australia, and which is the adjective that describes something that is represented by Australia and 
New Zealand, to picking letters that represent only one division of the AIF and a bit more, plus the New 
Zealanders.  It seems strange.  

The other strange thing - I am grateful to have had this pointed out to me - is that we are changing the Act to 
reflect the mix of Australian and New Zealand troops and yet we have omitted the New Zealand troops in the 
preamble.  The preamble states that this Bill will -  

. . . confirms the status of ANZAC Day -  

It is trying to emphasise “New Zealand” -  

as a day for the commemoration of the landing of Australian troops on the shores of Gallipoli . . .  

The Government has gone to all the trouble of emphasising the “n” and the “z” as capital letters, but later in the 
same preamble the New Zealanders are forgotten.  The rest of the Bill refers to the changing of the term “Anzac” 
to “ANZAC”.  I wonder why.  Will the minister explain where the push to make that change comes from?  
Perhaps there is an Australian move, which is equally misguided, to make that substitution on the basis of poor 
history and to reinvent retrospectively a philological usage that does not exist.  Who has researched that history 
and what is the history that requires us to make that change?  It is not that I do not understand the origins of the 
word, and it is not that I do not understand the difference between Anzac and ANZAC.  Given that I understand 
the difference between the two, I am a little puzzled as to why we are changing a usage that has stood us in good 
stead and that has become the standard in not only Western Australia, but also Australia.  Every child who has 
been to Anzac Day has been to “Anzac” Day.  Every person who has watched an Anzac Day parade has watched 
an “Anzac” Day parade.  Why will we now watch an “ANZAC” Day parade?   

I am not sure of the usage in New Zealand.  Perhaps because of its concern to have regard for the part played by 
New Zealanders, New Zealand has always used the term “ANZAC”.  Perhaps we are doing this as a courtesy to 
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New Zealand, which has had a different usage from us for many years.  I find it a little strange that we are 
substituting a term that has been in common usage since 1916 for an acronym that was used between 1914 and 
1916.   

I absolutely support the remainder of the Bill.  It is a good Bill.  Indeed, it was time to update the Act and make 
some small changes.  I have no objection whatsoever to confirming the status of Anzac Day, provided that, in 
doing so, we recognise the contribution that was made by New Zealand forces.  They comprised nearly half of 
the original Anzacs because they had three battalions in the second division and Australia had the other division, 
not the whole AIF.  As I said, that history is probably better left to Hon Derrick Tomlinson who is far better at 
history than I am.  I always hesitate to trespass on ground on which he is an expert.  It is curious that we are 
passing a Bill to make a distinction between the two usages.  Both are perfectly valid; however, one departs so 
much from the understood use of the term.   

I did not get around to telling members what Billy Hughes said because I moved to other issues.  At the signing 
of the Treaty of Versailles, Billy Hughes listened to President Wilson give his speech.  President Wilson had 
stated that because he spoke on behalf of so many million Americans his voice should be heard over that of the 
Right Hon Billy Hughes.   

Hon Nick Griffiths:  It is William Morris Hughes.  

Hon PETER FOSS:  Yes.  After President Wilson finished, it is reported that the Right Hon Billy Hughes said 
“Mr President, I speak for 60 000 dead Australians.”  The effort by Australians in the First World War, in the 
percentage of the population that volunteered and served and the types of battles in which they were involved, 
meant that Australia probably suffered more than many other countries, as there were not many battles during 
the First World War that did not involve atrocious casualties.  The total number of people killed in the First 
World War leaves the number of casualties from the Second World War far behind.  We sometimes forget how 
many people died in the First World War, because it happened so long ago.  It was an atrocious war.  The deaths 
of 60 000 Australians in such a small population had a significant impact on the whole of Australia.  There 
would not have been a family that was not in mourning or was not affected in some deep and personal way by 
the tragedy of the First World War.  We should do whatever we can to promote some thought about that.  
However, I am not convinced that this particular change does that.   

HON JIM SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.11 pm]:  I support many of the statements that members have made.  
It is interesting that Hon Peter Foss finished his contribution to the debate by talking about Billy Hughes, 
because the angle on which I want to speak relates to what I find really important about Anzac Day.  I agree with 
Hon Norman Moore that there was a period when Anzac Day was not as popular as it is now with the Australian 
community, which was around the period of the Vietnam War.  I think that happened because people found out 
that the Vietnam War was created out of a falsehood.  It was not so much that the soldiers had not been as brave 
as the soldiers who had fought in any other war, but that the population had been tricked.  The Billy Hughes 
connection is important.  One of the notable changes that occurred after the events at Anzac Cove and the 
incredible loss of life that preceded them in other parts of Europe in which the war had been fought was that 
people like Billy Hughes started to get sick of the fact that Australian soldiers were in effect being used as 
cannon fodder.  The great tragedy of Gallipoli was that a terrible blunder was made in deciding where the troops 
would be landed.  That tragedy occurred because of bad planning, bad intelligence and the attitude of some of 
the powers in Britain that people, and particularly the colonials, were expendable.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  You realise, of course, that many, many more British than Australians were killed at 
Gallipoli.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Yes.  Some generals believed that the way to win a war was to simply have 10 000 soldiers 
more than the enemy, which meant that they would have a few thousand soldiers left at the end and would win 
the battle.  Australians abhorred that attitude when they discovered what had happened.  When Australia looked 
as though it would have some problems from the war, Hughes wanted to move to a point at which Australia 
could have greater control over its troops.  The fall of Singapore had a big effect on the psyche of Australians.  
The political climate was such that Australians wanted to take control of their own destiny, rather than be sent to 
theatres of war under the control of people other than Australians.  Australians were good at managing their 
troops, as Monash and others were to prove.   

Hon Barry House:  Cosgrove did a pretty good job in East Timor.   

Hon JIM SCOTT:  Indeed.  There is no doubt that the military traditions of Australia stand up very well in terms 
of their success.  The point I am trying to make is that part of the spirit that came out of Gallipoli was that 
Australia needed to take control of the lives and destinies of its troops, and that Australian lives should not be 
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wasted in theatres of war under the direction of generals who wanted to use people as cannon fodder.  That was a 
great change in our thinking.  It took the sacrifice of Gallipoli to bring about that change.  It was the sort of 
tragedy that is needed for a country to change the ways of the past and take control.  I am rather concerned today 
that we seem to be slipping back on that somewhat and forgetting that lesson.  I am appalled that Australian 
troops are being sent to theatres of war under the control of another superpower, rather than under the control of 
our own military leaders.   

The many memorials in Australia’s small country towns and larger towns and cities such as Kalgoorlie bear the 
words “lest we forget”.  Those words mean that we should not forget not only the people who died and the 
sacrifices that they made, but also how terrible war is and that it needs to be the last resort.  They are very clever 
words.  When I was younger I thought that they were fairly corny, but having thought them through and 
considered all aspects of them I now believe that they are very apt.  Those words enable both the people who 
abhor war and those who want to recognise the bravery of the troops who have fought in wars to get something 
from the memorials.  We need to do everything we can to make people think about the appalling violence of 
wars and the tragedy that war causes to the lives of not just the troops but also the people who get in the way.  
These days, wars are usually fought from long distances and by highly sophisticated troops.  The people who die 
seem mainly to be civilians.  Our side of the fence seems to have more technology at its disposal than do many 
of the enemies that we are fighting in fields of conflict.  It is important that when we think about the words “lest 
we forget”, we think about what a great tragedy war is.  In fact, we must ensure that we do not become involved 
lightly in wars and conflicts based on untruths, lies and deception, but choose to be involved only when there is a 
genuine threat to us or our friends and allies.  Although this Bill will not ensure that, observing Anzac Day itself 
can help us to reflect on those issues and not race off and become involved in conflicts that do not concern us 
based on misinformation.  I hope a lot of Australians are able to reflect on those issues on Anzac Day.  I 
therefore support the Bill, despite the use of lower case letters in some places and not in others.  As other 
members have said, anything that adds significance to Anzac Day and makes us think about the importance of 
the sacrifices that were made by the Anzacs, the better.  I support the Bill. 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [5.21 pm]:  In researching and examining this legislation, I 
visited the Australian War Memorial web site, which I must confess I had not been to before.  I found it 
extremely disturbing and a very sad historical account of much of the actions of Australians at war.  Some 
figures that came from that web site are worthwhile repeating to remind us of the sacrifices that were made by 
very many Australians in trying to establish the country in which we and our children are proud to live.  At the 
time of World War I, Australia was a very small, young nation with a population of fewer than five million.  The 
First World War, or the Great War as it is also referred to, had a major impact on everybody.  It brought about 
economic change, it created bitterness and controversy and political events and reputations were made and lost 
on it.  Through it all, Australians responded to the call to enlist and went to fight.  Their story is an important 
part of understanding the history of Australia and its people in the twentieth century.  New immigrants or visitors 
to this country may well ask what significance Anzac Day has to Australians.  The great Anzac tradition, more 
than any other tradition or influence, shaped the character and destiny of this country through the ideals and 
values of courage, endurance and mateship that are still relevant today.  All this was established on 25 April 
1915 with the landing of the Australian and New Zealand Army Corps on the Gallipoli Peninsula. It was the start 
of an eight-month campaign that resulted in some 25 000 Australian casualties, including 8 700 who were killed 
or died of wounds or disease.  Put another way, more than 1 000 people a month or 35 people a day lost their 
lives.  These are appalling statistics.  However, in the face of that adversity, the men who served on the Gallipoli 
Peninsula created this legend by adding the word “Anzac” to the Australian and New Zealand vocabularies and 
created the notion in Australia of the Anzac spirit.  There is no doubt that the Anzacs there - the soldiers - 
suffered greatly.  They certainly learnt a lot.  Although on the whole the campaign was considered to be an 
enormous failure, despite the Anzacs renowned heroism, they claim to have achieved one remarkable victory.  
According to the allies, that was the withdrawal from Gallipoli, which was undertaken without the Turks being 
aware of what was happening.  The Turks, of course, say that their respect for a worthy foe allowed them to 
leave with honour and dignity, but I lean parochially towards the Anzacs’ viewpoint. 

The Anzac spirit and tradition were summed up well by the then Prime Minister at the interment of the Unknown 
Soldier at the Australian War Memorial in 1993 when he said - 

That is surely at the heart of the Anzac story, the Australian legend which emerged from the war.  It is a 
legend not of sweeping military victories so much as triumphs against the odds, of courage and 
ingenuity in adversity.  It is a legend of free and independent spirits whose discipline derived less from 
military formalities and customs than from the bonds of mateship and the demands of necessity. 

Dr Frank Bongiorno, Senior Lecturer in History at the University of New England, when asked to write a short 
piece on the Anzac tradition, stated - 
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Australians are particularly inclined to make heroes of noble failures, such as the defeated Eureka 
rebels, the suicidal Jolly Swagman in ‘Waltzing Matilda’, and Ned Kelly.  Gallipoli seems to fit this 
pattern.  On the other hand, long before the evacuation - and therefore before the Gallipoli campaign 
was called a ‘failure’ - many Australians had come to recognise 25 April 1915 as the day their young 
Commonwealth had come of age.  This notion was fuelled by reports from journalists such as Ellis 
Ashmead Bartlett, an Englishman who described the Australians as a ‘race of athletes’, and the 
Australian war correspondent C.E.W. Bean. 

In contrast, Professor Manning Clark, in History of Australia, suggests a different image to that of the bronzed 
and noble Anzacs.  From a range of sources he has produced evidence of the Anzacs’ bad behaviour.  Although 
perhaps less than heroic, this behaviour too - brawling, drinking and fighting - is part of the Australian 
construction of identity and part of the larrikin element exemplified in C.J. Dennis’s characters such as Ginger 
Mick and Digger Smith, which Dennis created during the First World War years.  Dennis’s The Sentimental 
Bloke was published in 1915 and Digger Smith in 1918.  The Sentimental Bloke sold more than 60 000 copies in 
less than two years.  Therefore, like it or not, hero or larrikin, ratbag or rebel, the Anzacs in all their complex 
iconography are an inextricable part of the Australian tradition.  At Gallipoli, men from all backgrounds and 
classes from the newly federated Australia created the essence of what it meant to be Australian: courage under 
fire, grace under pressure and giving a hand to a mate.  On the issue of courage, of all the orders and decorations 
open to members of the Australian Defence Force, the Victoria Cross remains the most honoured and most 
coveted.  It marks its wearer as possessing supreme courage, a disregard for danger and a complete devotion to 
duty.  Certainly without in any way denigrating the recipients of the Victoria Cross to date, the foregoing 
description of VC wearers could equally be applied to all Australians who have the courage today to serve as 
armed services personnel. 

The Victoria Cross was established on 29 January 1856 and made retrospective from 1 August 1854.  In the 
Commonwealth of Australia Gazette No 525 of Monday, 4 February 1991, the Victoria Cross took its place as 
the highest Australian award in the Australian system of honours and awards.  Victoria Crosses were awarded to 
nine soldiers at Gallipoli for acts of extreme heroism.  They were Albert Jacka, William Symons, Leonard 
Keysor, John Hamilton, Albert Shout, William Dunstan, Alexander Burton, Frederick Tubb and Hugo Throssell.  
Members will note that John Simpson Kirkpatrick of Simpson and his donkey fame is not among the list.  
Nevertheless, Simpson’s actions are regarded as the highest expression of mateship.  He remains one of 
Australia’s best-known historical figures.  Even though Western Australians are overly represented in Australian 
recipients of the Victoria Cross since its inception, of the foregoing Gallipoli campaign recipients, only Hugo 
Throssell came from this State.  It is fitting that Hollywood Private Hospital, formerly the general repatriation 
hospital, has honoured the State’s recipients of the Victoria Cross and the George Cross by naming wards and 
units after the winners. 

In 1916 the first anniversary of the landing at Gallipoli was observed in Australia, New Zealand and England and 
by troops in Egypt.  On 25 April that year the day was officially named Anzac Day by the Acting Prime 
Minister, George Pearce.  However, in a typically Australian way there are some who argue that the first dawn 
service occurred in Cairo on the first anniversary in 1916 and not at the Sydney Cenotaph in 1927.  There are 
also those who argue that the first dawn service was held in Albany in 1915, prior to the departure of the troops 
to the Middle East.   

As members will be aware, regulations to protect the use of the word “Anzac” and any word that resembles it 
from inappropriate use were passed in 1921 under the Commonwealth’s War Precautions Act Repeal Act 1920.  
It should be noted that the regulations use the acronym “Anzac” as a word; that is, not totally in upper case as 
appears in the Bill under consideration.  I expect that the Government has taken counsel that the 
Commonwealth’s regulations have no impact on this Bill.  In addition to the regulations protecting the use of the 
word “Anzac”, the word is further protected under 1956 Australian Customs Service prohibited import 
regulations.  The regulations prohibit the importation of goods with “Anzac” or a similar word in their 
description or bear the word or a similar word in associated advertising material without the permission of the 
Minister for Veterans’ Affairs. 

Members will be very aware of the poem For the Fallen by Lawrence Binyon - 

They shall not grow old,  
As we that are left grow old. 
Age shall not weary them, 
Nor the years condemn.  
At the going down of the sun, 
And in the morning,  
We will remember them. 
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This Bill ensures that we will remember them and it has my full support. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [5.34 pm]:  I will be reasonably brief.  I listened to Hon Peter Foss 
discuss the word “Anzac”.  I will bet that if we ran a spelling competition in 20 years, the word would not be all 
in upper case.  There would be 10 different varieties of spelling.  Mr President, at the end of the day, I will 
support this Bill. 

My grandfather Thomas Henry Cook came from Nhill in Victoria.  I would like to be able to say that he was the 
fifth “Doodly” boy, but he was not.  He was in the 10th Light Horse at Gallipoli and was wounded.  He was sent 
to Scotland to recover from being shot in the leg.  In a cavalier manner, he went back to the fighting.  I am not 
sure why people did that in those days or why they volunteered.  I am glad this topic has been brought up.   

People recognise the word “Anzac”.  Australia was “born” during that time.  I will use the analogy of clearing a 
block.  When a person builds a house, he first clears the block and then places on it a foundation.  The house is 
built on top of that.  In 1914 Australia was in its infancy.  Gallipoli was the foundation on which we built.  I 
remember how sad it was to listen to my grandfather.  He was so proud at the time of Anzac Day.  He used to get 
ready about a week early; it was just one of those things.   

As Hon Norman Moore said, interest in Anzac Day diminished during the Vietnam War because of a number of 
people who were anti-war.  I do not know anyone in this world who is not anti-war.  Everyone is anti-war.  The 
disgrace thrown upon the Vietnam veterans was something to behold.  I used to feel embarrassed about what 
happened.  One thing we will never stamp out is war.   

The original Anzacs lied about their age in order to travel overseas to fight.  As Hon Jim Scott said, they were 
sent like animals.  They were cannon fodder.  I do not know how I would feel standing in a trench knowing that I 
was in the next group of 40 or 50 soldiers to go over the top and run into machine-gun fire.  How they ever did it 
has got me beaten.  It is something we look at as the Anzac spirit.  I would not have had the courage.  I would 
have shot myself before I left the trench just in case the fellow I was running at with my bayonet missed his shot 
and hit me only through the side of my arm or my head.  I do not know whether it was courage or madness with 
those soldiers.  It must have been the Anzac spirit.  That is what their actions were built on.   

Ironically enough, last Sunday week I was in Salmon Gums.  My wife and I were driving home when we noticed 
Tom Starcevich VC Road.   

Hon Peter Foss:  They know where he comes from. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Who does? 

Hon Peter Foss:  Grasspatch knows where he comes from. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I knew he came from there anyway because he is also remembered very strongly at the 
Esperance hall.  My grandfather settled in Esperance after the war.  I am referring to my mother’s father.  Where 
the shire council is currently located was my grandfather’s farm.  He used to grow fruit and vegetables for most 
of Esperance and Kalgoorlie.  He used to ship them up there.  He is buried in the Esperance cemetery.  
As I said, the Anzac spirit is built on such people.  It is important for children of today to learn more about this 
so that they understand the foundations of this country.  I do not think the role of the Anzacs in the war is taught 
in schools.  It is not that we should teach children about war, but we should give them a good, strong background 
to the foundations on which this country is built.   
Hon Ken Travers:  This Bill is part of a package that does that. 
Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Beaut!   
My father-in-law still marches on Anzac Day.  He is a veteran from the Second World War.  He gets very 
excited to see his grandchildren get excited on Anzac Day.  Recognition of Anzac Day is certainly coming back.  
This country is not like America.  I grew up in this country.  The Americans have pride in being American; they 
stand up for it.  I was in a bar one night and someone sang the anthem of the southern States.  In fact, I requested 
it.  Everyone in the bar from a southern State stood with his hand over his heart and sang along.  A person would 
not see that in Australia.  Australia is slowly starting to gain a little of this type of pride.  It is the foundation 
stone that a country is built on.   
The different renderings of the word “Anzac” mean that people will never get it right.  People will start with a 
capital A or write it in lower case or upper case.  The last time I wrote “Anzac” I think it wrote it all in upper 
case, so obviously I was wrong.  Bringing this legislation forward and making Anzac Day a day to remember for 
generations to come means that we will be able look back proudly and see part of our heritage, what we are 
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about, where we are going and where we came from.  This is the foundation that this country is built upon.  I 
strongly support the Bill. 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.40]:  I support the Bill.  Members 
need to remember that this is part of a package of measures that are being introduced by the Government to 
broaden Anzac Day.  They include sending 12 of our children around the world every year to visit significant 
Anzac sites, which is extremely important.  I will mention a little later the role that I think young people are now 
playing in remembering Anzac Day.  It includes the restoration of the state war memorial, the role of Anzac Day 
ceremonies in the school curriculum, encouraging young people to take ownership and to be provided with the 
resources to repair the memorials that are dotted throughout Western Australia.  As we travel as members of 
Parliament, we see war memorials dotted throughout districts of the State.  Many of them display the names of 
those people from the particular district who lost their lives during wars.  We need to make sure that those 
memorials are maintained and given respect, so that the people who lost their lives will forever be remembered 
in our psyche.   
One provision of the Bill seeks to acknowledge the role and the significance of Gallipoli veterans on whom 
Anzac Day is based.  Anzac Day was the day on which the Australian and New Zealand Army Corps did, for the 
first time, go to war as Australians and New Zealanders.  The Bill also seeks to extend Anzac Day ceremonies to 
those others who have contributed to Australia’s efforts in wars, not just the First World War but also in 
peacekeeping operations.  Many Australians have played significant such roles in our lifetime.  I consider myself 
to be part of a lucky generation in Australia’s history.  I came of age just after the Vietnam War.  People of my 
age have not seen their friends go off to fight in wars, as did our forefathers and maybe as will those who come 
after us.  Some have gone off to fight in minor skirmishes and, more particularly, to risk their lives peacekeeping 
as part of Australia’s international contribution to making our world a safer place in which to live than it was for 
our forefathers. 

The fact that we are debating this Bill today recognises the changing nature of Anzac Day.  It has certainly 
changed within my lifetime.  It has changed for a number of reasons.  My first memories of Anzac Days are of 
attending the Anzac Day ceremonies at the Mt Lawley Returned and Services League War Veterans’ Home, 
which is located in Menora.  As a young scout I used to participate in those Anzac Day ceremonies.  It was good 
because we used to get a day off school, which was always a bonus.  However, it was more than that.  I still very 
fondly remember meeting some of the old diggers who had served during the First World War and had come 
back from the Anzac campaign.  They were part of the living history of Australia.  Of course, now when we 
attend an Anzac Day ceremony, we never attend with a former Anzac member.  Those who come after us will 
never have the honour and privilege of sitting around having a cup of tea and a lovely scone while talking to 
those people, who were the lucky ones in many respects.  They were people of immense generosity of spirit and 
nature.  Unfortunately, I think because of my height I often used to pass out at these Anzac Day parades.  A 
lovely old veteran would always be the first to assist me.  I always felt it a bit poor that I was there and not able 
to stand up.  Those blokes when not much older than I was would have been off fighting, putting their lives on 
the line and watching their friends die, yet I could not stand for two hours in the sun. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  It is very hot in here. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  It is always very hot in here, but I think I have passed those growing pains and that stage 
in life.  Those are the sorts of memories I have.  I had the chance to sit and talk to those people.  They have left 
an indelible impression on me.  I have always been extremely grateful for having met those people who were so 
caring and had cared for their own during those times. 
Because we are in Kalgoorlie-Boulder today, another thing I remember from my childhood was getting an 
autograph.  I am not an autograph hunter or collector.  I have only one autograph in my collection.  It is of 
Douglas Bader.  He obviously was not an Australian but he was a war hero nonetheless.  I had the good fortune 
to meet him when I was about 14 or 15 years of age.  The reason I mention it is that I got his autograph at 
Forrest.  I stayed in Kalgoorlie on the way to and from the air race.  I still remember that and I still have that 
autograph at home.  The race was held a number of kilometres to the east of us, but because we are in Kalgoorlie 
today I remember that. 
I remember a bit later in my life attending the dawn services at the state war memorial.  I guess by that time we 
were not seeing so many of the First World War veterans.  I think the focus of Anzac Day ceremonies had 
already very much shifted from the First World War veterans to the Second World War veterans.  For those who 
have never been to the state war memorial, I can say that it and the Joondalup war memorial are probably two of 
the most moving places I have ever been at dawn to watch as the sun rises behind them. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Go to the Blackboy Hill one. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 28 September 2004] 

 p6650c-6661a 
Hon Dee Margetts; Hon Paddy Embry; Hon Barry House; Hon Peter Foss; Hon Jim Scott; Hon John Fischer; 

Hon Frank Hough; Hon Ken Travers; President 

 [12] 

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I have friends who regularly used to go to the Blackboy Hill war memorial.  My nieces 
and nephews have also been there.  Anzac Day dawn there is also a special moment.  It probably means it does 
not matter where people attend a war memorial service.  There is nothing quite the same as seeing the dawn sun 
rising behind the war memorial while contemplating our lives and how lucky we are.  We have not had to suffer 
and endure losing our loved ones.  We have not had to stand in memory of them and have those horrors return to 
our minds. 

As members of Parliament we all regularly attend services at schools and throughout our electorates.  I regularly 
see my colleagues from this Chamber at various ceremonies.  Like me, many of them are now associate 
members of the Returned and Services League.  Hon Ray Halligan and I share membership of the Wanneroo-
Joondalup RSL.  I guess that the focus of Anzac Day ceremonies have shifted a little in just the past seven years 
from remembering the Korean and other wars to the Vietnam War.  The veterans attending and speaking at those 
ceremonies are from the Vietnam War days.  That for me highlights the shift that has occurred during my brief 
lifetime.  Although it is still Anzac Day with capital letters it is also Anzac Day in lower case.  It starts with 
Anzac Day with capital letters when the first members of the Australian and New Zealand Army Corps went on 
25 April on to the shores at Gallipoli.  I think this Bill seeks to acknowledge the reality of that change over time.  
I have certainly noticed it in my lifetime.   

Many members have mentioned the role models that our forefathers have provided.  My grandfather was born in 
Australia and was a career army officer.  Although my grandfather was born in Australia, he served his whole 
time in the British Army and was an engineer, like our current Governor.  He could not serve in the Australian 
Army as an engineer at that time, so he signed up and became a member of the British Army, although I am sure 
people will correct me and say it was the imperial forces.  Nevertheless, it was seen very much as part of 
defending the greater empire of which Australia was a part at that time.  Unfortunately, I did not meet him but 
that was not because we lost him during the war.  He served throughout the whole of the First World War and 
spent most of that time in France.  He rose through the ranks to become, I understand, a Lieutenant Colonel by 
the end of the war.  At that time he reverted back to the rank of Captain but died of cancer at a very young age 
after spending 20 years in pursuit of regaining the rank of Lieutenant Colonel.  
My father served throughout the Second World War also as an engineer and also in the British Army.  When I 
attend Anzac Day ceremonies as a member of Parliament, I often reflect, in moments of solitude, on a story my 
father told me.  The silent service at Joondalup provides a wonderful opportunity for reflecting on our own 
memories.  Although my father has often told this story, it took a fair amount of time to extract a war story from 
him.  He was not forthright in telling such stories.  I am sure that is fairly common among returned servicemen.   
Later in his life he worked as an accountant at a butcher’s shop in Newcastle Street that employed some of the 
many migrants who came out from various parts of Europe after the Second World War.  A Polish gentleman 
worked in the smallgoods factory on the ground floor.  My father and he were sitting around the lunchroom 
having a chat one day when they started to talk about their war experiences.  Obviously, they had quite different 
experiences.  My father served in the British army, the Polish man had been conscripted to serve on the 
Germans’ side of the war.  As dad tells it, they got on very well and often talked about their children and how 
well they were doing.  That day they spoke about the Second World War and mentioned where they had seen 
active service and how they had been fired upon.  Fortunately, my father had experienced only two occasions on 
which he was fired upon.  At one point he mentioned an incident when his group was trying to build a Bailey 
bridge across the Rhine River.  I cannot remember the exact details but it was just prior to a particularly 
significant day during the Second World War.  As he described that experience, he and the Polish bloke sitting 
across the table from him realised that they had been firing at each other.  Twenty-five years earlier they had 
been shooting at each other.  That has always reminded me of the futility of war.  They were two people who had 
had no personal animosity towards each other.  In different circumstances, 25 years later, they were able to 
realise the futility of war and to share the hopes and futures of their children in a country such as Australia where 
we are very lucky to have brought many people together.   

That story has always reminded me that we must constantly strive to try to avoid war.  It should always be the 
absolute last resort.  If there is an alternative way of arriving at peace and dealing with issues, that is what we 
should be doing.  I note that the minister made the point in his second reading speech that decisions of our 
country’s political leaders in committing young lives to dangerous conflicts have often been questioned and 
should continue to be so in a healthy democracy.  Those are very important words.  When we pass a Bill such as 
this we should always remember those sentiments.  As I say, the story that my father tells about meeting up with 
probably one of very few people who fired shots at him during the war, not motivated by anger, reminds me of 
the importance of finding alternative ways of resolving our conflicts and using war as a very last resort.   

I have been very much part of the lucky generation in Australia’s history.  However, I have had the fortune to 
meet many people such as the World War I diggers at the Returned and Services League at Mt Lawley.   
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I have worked with people who served in the Second World War and others who served in the Vietnam War.  
Members have spoken about the way in which the Vietnam veterans were greeted on their return home.  They 
reminded me of another story that sits very fondly in my psyche.  I shared a flight coming back from Sydney in 
the 1980s with a gentleman.  I have not met the bloke since and I would not know his name if he walked into this 
room now.  He was about the same size as me.  I do not know how the reservations officers managed to get the 
two biggest blokes onto the aircraft alongside each other, but they did that day.  He had his young daughter with 
him, which made it even more difficult.  He was returning to Western Australia from a coming-home parade in 
Sydney.  He told me how important that parade had been to him because it finally acknowledged the Vietnam 
veterans’ service.  
Hon John Fischer:  It was 1987, wasn’t it?  

Hon KEN TRAVERS:  I cannot remember the exact year, but it was instigated by Bob Hawke in the mid 1980s.  
As I said, the bloke was as big as I am and when he was telling me what it meant to him to finally have 
Australians acknowledge and embrace him and his colleagues, he was in tears and he had me in tears.  Whatever 
we may think about the Vietnam War, the people who fought in it did nothing wrong.  They fought with the right 
motivation.  Whether the war was just is another matter, but those people did not deserve the treatment they 
received when they first returned home.  The parade was most appropriate in recognising their contribution.  I 
know its significance to the people who served in Vietnam and that is why I say it is important to hold annual 
occasions such as Anzac Day to remember the people who fought and their contributions.  Those are the people I 
think this Bill acknowledges.   
As I said at the beginning, this is part of a whole package that seeks to ensure that Anzac Day continues.  I am 
fairly confident it will, based on my experience of attending Anzac Day ceremonies.  When I met the veterans at 
the Mt Lawley RSL most people of my generation thought I was absolutely mad and did not understand why I 
did that.  Since I have been attending ceremonies in Joondalup, Wanneroo in particular, and the Town of Vincent 
the number of people who attend these ceremonies has increased.  I have not managed to attend a ceremony at 
Yanchep yet but I intend to do so before my time is up.  I have regularly visited the high school there.  Every 
year we sit there and say to each other that the number of people attending has increased, particularly those with 
young families, who attend the dawn services and the other services throughout the day.  That is a very positive 
sign for this country.  I will continue to use Anzac Day as an opportunity to remember the sacrifices people made 
for this country and to remember that we must also strive to avoid those situations and only as a last resort send 
our young to fight in a war, although I acknowledge that occasions might arise when that is necessary.  We 
should remember two things on Anzac Day: first, the contribution people have made and, secondly, the need to 
avoid war ever happening again.  I support the Bill.  
The PRESIDENT: Order!  Before I interrupt the debate I will give the call to Hon Ray Halligan so that he will 
have the call when we resume.  I will shortly leave the Chair until the ringing of the bells.  I remind members 
that we are guests at a community barbecue just up the road at St Barbara Square.  It is run by the Hannans and 
Kalgoorlie Rotary Clubs for the benefit of their community projects.  We will be the guests of honour and I hope 
to see all members there during the tea break.  
Debate interrupted, pursuant to sessional orders. 
[Continued on next page.] 
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