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FREMANTLE ARTILLERY BARRACKS AND ARMY MUSEUM OF WA 
Motion 

MR J.P.D. EDWARDS (Greenough) [4.26 pm]:  I move - 

That this House calls on the Gallop Government to - 

(a) expedite the transfer of the Fremantle artillery barracks from the Commonwealth to the State 
as a matter of highest urgency; and 

(b) ensure that the economic viability of the Army Museum is guaranteed. 

Many supporters of the Fremantle artillery barracks are in the public gallery, and I acknowledge their presence. 

All of us recognise the importance of Australia’s military history.  I am probably a little lax with my history, but 
certainly our military history stems from the Boer War, through Gallipoli, World War I, World War II, and the 
wars in Korea, Vietnam and, of course, in more recent times, in the Gulf and Afghanistan.  There have also been 
many other battles in areas such as Borneo and Sarawak.  Australian military history has played a large role in 
making Australia what it is today.  It goes right back to the birth of this nation and the convicts and military 
personnel who came out with them.  It is not an insignificant part of what Australia is today.   

I will now give some background to the history of the Fremantle artillery barracks heritage precinct.  In 2000, in 
response to the news that the Fremantle artillery barracks heritage precinct was to be sold to the University of 
Notre Dame Australia, the Army Museum of Western Australia Foundation launched a campaign to retain the 
barracks in public ownership.  As a result of that campaign, a senate inquiry into the sale was held.  That inquiry 
recognised the strong public outcry at the possibility of losing public access to this historic site.  I will refer to 
some of the points made in that senate inquiry.  The importance and value of the Army Museum of Western 
Australia, the Army Museum of Western Australia Foundation and the Fremantle artillery barracks should be 
recognised.  The mission of the Army Museum of Western Australia is to collect, conserve, interpret and display 
Western Australia’s army heritage and to commemorate with integrity the role of the Army in Western Australia 
and Western Australians in the Army on behalf of the people of Western Australia.  The objectives of the 
museum are - 

a. To establish and maintain a permanent museum for the display and conservation of historical 
Army items in WA. 

b. To foster public interest in the history of the Army and the Armed Forces in WA. 
c. To collect and accept items of military and historical interest from all available sources and 

ensure their preservation, cataloguing and display to the public. 
d. To encourage the preservation and maintenance of items of historical military value held in or 

in possession of other organisations.  

The Army Museum of Western Australia Foundation was established as a public company.  It is managed by a 
board of directors and receives limited funding from the army history unit in Canberra.  It is part of the network 
of museums and regional collections established by the Department of Defence several years ago.  The Army 
Museum moved to the east wing of the Fremantle artillery barracks in 1995 - in recent times - with the Western 
Australian university regiment occupying the western wing.  Galleries in the main building depict the Australian 
Army’s role from colonial times through the major conflicts to the present day, while outbuildings are used for 
storage and conservation, administration and workshops.  The museum holds Australia’s largest publicly donated 
collection of army heritage items outside the Australian War Memorial in Canberra.  That is significant.  I will 
repeat it: the museum holds the largest publicly donated collection of army heritage items outside the Australian 
War Memorial.  

I have been made aware that this museum is one of seven regional museums around Australia.  I understand two 
are in Queensland and the others are in the other States.  I do not believe the Northern Territory has an army 
museum, but I stand to be corrected.  I understand the Western Australian Army Museum is recognised as the 
best of those regional museums.  A large contingent of volunteers opens the museum three days a week to the 
public and conducts tours for the school community and ex-service groups on most other days.  There is a 
presence at the museum five days a week.  I understand that tours can be arranged on demand.  People can phone 
the museum to arrange tours, which can probably be taken outside normal opening times.  However, since the 
news of the threat of the sale of the barracks, visitor numbers have increased hugely and awareness is well 
developed of the value of this very major public asset.  

Australian museums and Western Australian supporters, including those in Fremantle, are concerned that, in the 
event of the site falling into private hands, its unique heritage, which is very much an integral part of the Army 
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Museum’s display, will be lost to the people of Western Australia due to change of usage and exclusion of public 
access.  Although the collection is not under direct threat, because obviously it could be relocated, relocation 
under those circumstances may result in a severe loss of faith and support by the public.  

I gather the number of donations has diminished as a result of the ongoing uncertainty about the site.  That 
reflects an ongoing issue about who will be responsible for continuing the museum in its present form, to which I 
will refer later.  In response to those very strong community feelings about the future of the barracks, following 
the Senate inquiry, the federal Government made a very generous offer to transfer the site to the Western 
Australian Government for a fee of $1.  That was publicly announced in January 2001 by the former 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Defence, Senator Hon Eric Abetz, and the former Special Minister of 
State, Senator Hon Christopher Ellison.  An election was held in February 2001, which changed the composition 
of the Government.  However, before that, on 14 January 2001, the then Premier Richard Court, and the Minister 
for Heritage at the time, Hon Graham Kierath, set out the details of this offer to the people of Western Australia 
in a media release.  

I will quote from the release so that everybody understands exactly what was proposed and the then coalition’s 
commitment to the State’s heritage.  It reads - 

COALITION’S COMMITMENT TO THE STATE’S HERITAGE WILL SEE FREMANTLE 
ARTILLERY BARRACKS GIFTED TO THE COMMUNITY 
A Coalition Government would gift the entire historic Artillery Barracks site at Fremantle to the local 
community.  

. . .  

The Coalition commitment was also aimed at removing any lingering doubt over the future of the Army 
Museum of WA - which is located on the site. . . .  

As part of the arrangements, it would be a condition that the Army Museum be allowed to stay in its 
current location and only be required to pay a peppercorn rental.  

That commitment would be a tremendous outcome for Fremantle and the wider community, and it would ensure 
that an important historical site such as the artillery barracks remained in community hands for future 
generations.  The decision reflects the coalition’s recognition of Fremantle as a premier heritage precinct for the 
State.  I do not suppose that has changed.  However, that was the coalition’s direction on the issue at that time.  

Given that the previous coalition Government had been ready, willing and able to accept this gift for the people 
of Western Australia, with the change of government in February 2001, a Labor Government became responsible 
for progressing its transfer.   

It might be timely to give a brief history of the barracks.  The barracks were built between 1910 and 1913 to 
house 120 men and officers who manned the Fremantle artillery forts at Arthur Head and Fort Forrest at North 
Fremantle.  Not being a Fremantle person I am sorry to say that I do not know exactly where they are.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What is the name of the place in North Fremantle?   

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  Arthur Head and Fort Forrest at North Fremantle.  In the late 1930s some sheds, garages 
and a building linking the two wings of the barracks were added and, apart from some minor renovations, the 
entire complex remains.  Around the central parade ground, a thick, very fine grouping of carefully related 
buildings was constructed in similar styles and materials and was dominated by the massiveness of the 
traditional barracks block.  That was a description based on a heritage and architects report in 1972.   

The Cantonment Hill precinct, with the barracks on the southern side and a large area of remnant vegetation on 
the north western side, was classified by the National Trust in 1980 and placed on the register of the National 
Estate in 1982.  The entire precinct, including the barracks and Fremantle Harbour signal station at the top of 
Cantonment Hill, were entered on the permanent register of Western Australia’s Register of Heritage Places in 
1997.  The precinct has considerable historical and cultural significance at local, state and national levels to not 
only military and ordinary members of the Fremantle community but also indigenous Western Australians.  It is 
the place of the dingo spirit and is associated with the early European settlement of Fremantle.  The barracks, 
having been continually occupied by the Army since their construction, represent a major military history of 
Western Australia since Federation.  

That is a fairly potted history of the barracks.  At this point it is worth remembering - I am sure I do not need to 
remind the parliamentary secretary, who will respond to this - that when the Gallop Government came to power 
in 2001, its election commitment was spelt out under the heading “heritage for the new millennium” and reads - 

Fremantle Army Barracks  
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The Fremantle Army Barracks site is one of Western Australia’s most significant heritage sites as many 
Western Australian ‘diggers’ stayed there before departing Fremantle to fight in World War I.  The 
Barracks also served as a hospital for wounded veterans immediately after that war. 

Currently listed on the State Register of Heritage Places, the Barracks is an important historical site to 
many war veterans and other Western Australians.  

I do not know why I am finding it hot in here today but it is certainly not warm outside.  It continues - 

Labor will:  

work with the City of Fremantle to ensure the museum continues to operate and is able to 
expand its activities and displays.  The site could then be managed to properly maintain its 
heritage value and provide the State with a valuable tourism asset; and  

work with the City of Fremantle to ensure that the Fremantle Army Barracks and the 
surrounding precinct is appropriately preserved as a heritage site for future generations. 

I remind the House that that was the Labor Party’s election commitment prior to taking office in 2001.   

On 18 April 2001 the Department of Defence detailed the buildings and ancillary properties that were to be 
transferred to Western Australia following negotiations with the new Government, and they included the artillery 
barracks, signal station and rifle cottage, 10 vacant terrace houses, the naval store and Tuckfield Oval.  In 
consideration for transferring the ancillary properties, the Army Museum will remain at the artillery barracks and 
we will enter into a lease for a defined area for 10 years with a further 10-year option at a peppercorn rate.  This 
transfer of the entire site, less Gun House, was to ensure the ongoing viability of the whole area and the 
preservation of the important military heritage values associated with the barracks.  At the time there was some 
discussion about how much of the actual site would be given to Western Australia, and I think there were some 
negotiations between the Prime Minister and Premier Gallop.  Apart from Gun House, the whole of the 
containment and barracks and all ancillary buildings were to be handed over.  That was agreed, and I think the 
Prime Minister made it clear that it was agreeable to him.  It is our understanding that the Premier made a 
statement that a deal is a deal is a deal.  To enforce that, on 5 May 2001 the Prime Minister wrote to Premier 
Geoff Gallop, stating -  

The government remains firmly committed to honouring its offer to transfer Fremantle Artillery 
Barracks from the Commonwealth to Western Australia. 

I do not need to read that letter out, but the correspondence is there and it backs up what I have just said.  The 
parliamentary secretary to the minister at the time was Dr Nelson and, according to the letter, he - 

. . . proposed that the Commonwealth transfer to Western Australia all of the Defence-owned property 
in question, with the exception of the property known as “Gun House”, which remains in active use by 
the Australian Defence Force.  

I believe Gun House is the house of the senior naval commanding officer in Fremantle.  That was agreed to and 
everybody seemed reasonably happy.  It was followed by a feasibility study funded by the federal Government 
to the tune of $10 000.  The State Government contributed $10 000 and the City of Fremantle, having expressed 
an interest in the site, also put up $10 000.  I do not need to go into detail, because a feasibility study is a 
feasibility study.  It was prepared by Ernst and Young for the Department of Defence, the Western Australian 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the City of Fremantle.  It was completed in draft form in July and I 
understand that at this stage it has not been released.  No doubt the government spokesperson will give us some 
idea whether that will happen.  The aim of the study was to identify and analyse potential uses for the precinct, 
evaluate those uses in accordance with the principles of the study and provide recommendations on how they 
could effectively be implemented.   
A steering committee was established to provide project management for the study and it is currently chaired by 
Ms Petrice Judge from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  It will make the decision on whether that 
$30 000 feasibility study will be released.  As part of that feasibility study process, a community reference group 
- known as CRG - was established, comprising members of relevant interest groups.  Its role was to provide 
advice to the steering committee on key issues and to ensure the community was involved in the process in some 
small way.   
As a result of the discussions and workshops with stakeholders in the Fremantle artillery barracks, some 
principles of the study were determined: the precinct is seen as a cohesive whole with a high level of historic and 
heritage value; the Army Museum is to remain a prominent feature of the precinct; the precinct should remain in 
public ownership; the precinct should be vibrant, well maintained and constitute a source of public pride; and the 
above principles require viable uses to be found for the precinct to bring them to fruition.  However, the public 
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continues to wait for this transfer to be effected.  That is probably the reason I am standing here after having 
moved this motion.  It has been nearly three years since this matter was first discussed between the federal and 
State Governments.  Since the Court Government’s first agreement to the correspondence between the Premier 
and the Prime Minister, there now seems to be some doubt about whether the City of Fremantle is committed to 
taking on the responsibility of vesting.  I stand to be corrected by the government member who will speak on this 
matter, but I understand that the Fremantle City Council is currently not prepared to take on the vesting or the 
responsibility, because I suspect it comes back to the second part of my motion, which is to ensure that the 
economic viability of the Army Museum is guaranteed.  That is significant.  If the Fremantle City Council is not 
prepared to take it on, then it leaves open who will take on that responsibility. 

However, as part of the feasibility study, a number of scenarios were developed for consideration by the study’s 
steering committee and its community reference group.  Some of the scenarios included: the community’s 
preference for the Army Museum to expand from its current very limited space to ensure its future viability; 
allowing other buildings to be available for community use; and leasing out other buildings at commercial 
market rates.  The Army Museum itself - the Western Australian Army Museum Foundation - has prepared a 
master plan to provide mid to long-term guidance for the management and maintenance of the artillery barracks 
precinct.  I will refer to that because it is significant.  The key consideration that the foundation put forward was 
that the whole barracks precinct should remain intact as a single heritage entity for the use of the public through 
the auspices of the Army Museum, the City of Fremantle, the Fremantle City Council Residents Precinct Group 
and the broader community; and, secondly, that the precinct should be managed in such a way that it is 
operationally self-funded with corporate sponsorship and appropriate grant funding for special projects brought 
from state and federal government sources.  All moneys raised on site are to be reinvested in the precinct to 
maintain the site’s built, cultural, environmental, heritage and community values in perpetuity. 

Further to that, I found a couple of other issues in the submission.  The desired outcomes for the people of 
Western Australia and Fremantle are: public enjoyment of the site as a gateway to Fremantle; preservation of an 
important Western Australian historic precinct in perpetuity, which has already been mentioned; use of the land 
that is compatible with the desires of the public; protection of the precinct from subdivision and sell-off for 
commercial gain; and the preservation of the home of the Army Museum of Western Australia, the custodian of 
Western Australia’s military heritage.  I did omit to say that for those people who have had the opportunity to go 
through the artillery barracks there is no doubt that it would have to run second to the War Memorial Museum in 
Canberra.  I have had the pleasure and the honour of going through that museum in Fremantle and the displays 
and exhibits are second to none.  I was fortunate to visit during the Weary Dunlop exhibition when his medals 
were on display and that sort of thing.  It was a special event.  The museum is very much an educational tool for 
our younger generations.  It is also available for our older members who were around during the Second World 
War, and latterly in other wars, who can perhaps relate to some of the horrors or some of the good times.  I do 
not know that one could say war is a good time, but people who have been involved would understand what I 
mean.  I have visited the Army Museum of WA in Fremantle, and it is a credit to those who run it and put on the 
exhibits.  I acknowledge them for their hard work in the area.  Members should be proud of it.   

I have given the background to the master plan.  Obviously, the museum is keen to ensure that it has a hold on 
what happens at the Fremantle artillery barracks.  I have outlined the key considerations.  A letter to Petrice 
Judge, director of the office of federal affairs in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, from Lieutenant 
Colonel John Deykin, the Chairman of the Army Museum of WA Foundation, dated 4 April 2003, states - 

. . . the Foundation believes it is best placed to manage this historic precinct as an historic precinct.   
It would be worthwhile to read some of the comments that Lieutenant Colonel John Deykin made in his letter.  
He refers to the feasibility study and the business plan.  He has concerns that I paraphrase.  He understands that 
the University of Notre Dame has lodged an expression of interest regarding the long-term use and management 
of the historic precinct, about which he raised concerns.  I understand that Notre Dame is an integral part of 
Fremantle, and is held in the greatest respect by people who have had any contact with it - I have not had contact 
- but some lines need to be drawn.  I do not think that Notre Dame is necessarily the right avenue for managing 
the Fremantle artillery barracks precinct.  A partnership is needed.  I will come to that in a moment.  I have 
commented on Lieutenant Colonel John Deykin’s response to the submission lodged by the University of Notre 
Dame relating to the master plan.   
I bring this issue up to date because concerns have been expressed.  People have phoned me and written to me in 
my capacity as shadow Minister for Heritage asking whether I could follow up on what is happening to the 
Fremantle artillery barracks.  A real level of concern is evident.  No-one has heard what is happening.  Rumours 
are flying around about the Notre Dame issue and the surrounding situation, which is the reason for my motion.   
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As recently as 14 July 2003, Hon Daryl Williams wrote to a constituent in Western Australia reinforcing the 
federal Government’s commitment.  He wrote that the federal Government remained committed to transferring 
all defence-owned property associated with the Fremantle artillery barracks to the Western Australia 
Government.  He outlined that the building known as Gun House would remain in active use by the Australian 
Defence Force and would not be transferred.  This arrangement was agreed to in April 2001 and committed to by 
the Prime Minister on 5 May 2001.  That was a reinforcement again that the federal Government is entirely 
agreeable to the transfer.   

This motion relates to the State Government and its role, and what it is doing about the Fremantle artillery 
barracks.  The draft report, which I referred to earlier, was completed in July.  It contains some good 
recommendations and ideas.  However, I have a concern about the final paragraph and summary, which reads - 

 The principal risk of the project is that, if the community persists with its objections to any development 
on the site, the economic viability will be so unacceptable that the City declines the offer of the vesting 
of the site and the transfer from the Commonwealth is not completed.  If this happens, the buildings will 
further deteriorate (possibly beyond the point of restoration) and the opportunity to retain a significant 
historical and heritage precinct will have been lost.  Total redevelopment of the site may then be the 
only option, to the detriment of local residents and those who value the site.   

That is alarming, to say the least.  That is part of the conclusion of that draft report.  As I said earlier, I 
understand that the City of Fremantle has declined to take that vesting.  It begs the question: who will take the 
responsibility, and what path will the Government go down to ensure that funding sources and the 
responsibilities are picked up?  Who will pick up the funding sources and responsibility?  I understand that the 
restoration would involve some capital costs: although the barracks and entire precinct are in good order and 
condition, money needs to be spent there.  I have been told that it could be anything up to $4 million.  I will be 
advised on that figure.  However, the ongoing yearly maintenance cost - again, I will be advised - for the State or 
whoever takes on the management role could be in the region of $150 000 a year, which is a significant amount 
of money.  Until this grey area of responsibility arose, increasing numbers of visitors have been taking in what 
the museum has to offer.  I believe 7 500 people a year currently pass through the Army Museum of WA.  With 
that in mind, this facility is very much - I do not like using this word because it has religious connotations, but I 
use it as everyone uses it nowadays - an “icon” for Western Australian heritage.  It would be a tragedy to let it 
slip through our fingers because the Government is not prepared - I say this as fairly as I can - to pick up the 
situation and provide positive and firm direction regarding where this process is headed; that is, how will the 
facility be managed, by whom will it be managed and in whom will it be vested?  This will answer the critics, 
some of whom are in the public gallery at the moment, on how the Government regards our military history in 
this State.   

It is a slight irony that the parliamentary secretary who will respond to this debate is a military man who spent 
some time in the Navy.  I hope he has some feel for what I have been putting forward.  I again make the point 
that the Government made a commitment prior to the last election.  It is in writing, and many people know what 
it is.  The Government needs to action the transfer of the site and live up to the commitment it made during the 
last election campaign so that the public of Western Australia can enjoy the benefits of the Fremantle artillery 
barracks.   

MR P.G. PENDAL (South Perth) [5.00 pm]:  I support the motion moved by the member for Greenough in his 
capacity as the opposition spokesman for heritage.  It is worth dwelling for a moment on the language the 
member for Greenough has used in the motion.  Unlike some motions that come before the House, its purpose is 
not to pick a fight, apportion blame or heap abuse on the Government.  On the contrary, the member for 
Greenough asks us to call on the Gallop Government - that is very moderate indeed - to do two things: expedite 
the transfer of the artillery barracks from the Commonwealth to the State and ensure the economic viability of 
the Army Museum of Western Australia.  In all respects, the member for Greenough has not only brought a 
worthwhile issue before the Parliament but also, reflective of his modus operandi, couched the motion in 
reasonable and moderate language.  I would be very surprised if the Government found difficulty supporting it.  I 
have been briefed on the issue and some of the subissues over a period of months.  I cannot see that the 
Government would have any difficulty in finding ways to expedite the transfer of the barracks and ensure the 
economic viability of the museum.  Maybe this will be one of those rare occasions on which the House can 
unanimously agree.  The proposal is a reasonable one that is couched in moderate terms designed to achieve 
unanimity rather than division within the House.   

I will make some remarks about the Fremantle side of the equation and also try to relate the inaction regarding 
the artillery barracks to the wider issue of heritage in Western Australia.  The difficulties that are faced and the 
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speed at which this matter is proceeding are reflective of a range of issues that touch on heritage matters across 
Western Australia.  I know that the motion relates only to Fremantle, but I want to put it in that broader context.   

I have a view about the placement of the Army Museum within the artillery barracks.  I see the matter in 
somewhat simple and, some would say, simplistic terms.  That view is that the Army Museum was the first in the 
queue to be housed at the barracks.  I have seen some of the correspondence.  I have met with the administrators 
of the Army Museum.  I have seen the written promises of the coalition under then Premier Court and the 
undertakings of this Premier on behalf of the then Opposition prior to the election.  The remarks of both then 
Premier Court and then Leader of the Opposition Gallop prove that there was recognition of the claim that the 
museum was the first in the queue.  That is important for a number of reasons.  It is important that the 
Government of the day honours any promise it has made.  This issue has been bipartisan from the start.  The 
coalition made the commitment prior to the election - I repeat that I have seen the documents - and it should not 
be a difficult thing for the current Government to fulfil that commitment.  Page 4 of the Labor Party’s “heritage 
for the new millennium” policy contains something that underlines my point -   

Labor will:  
•  work with the City of Fremantle to ensure the museum -  

That is, the Army Museum -  
continues to operate and is able to expand its activities and displays.   

It is quite clear that the Labor Party is not talking about a site in Wyndham or south of Esperance.  The policies 
of both the coalition and the Labor Party refer to the site of the Fremantle artillery barracks.  In one respect, it 
should not have been necessary for the member for Greenough to move his motion.  However, it has become 
necessary because there is a growing level of disquiet amongst the people devoted to the project that what they 
were promised is somehow being toyed with.  That is the first ground on which the Army Museum has a prior 
claim to the artillery barracks.   
There is a fear on the part of the people associated with the Army Museum of WA - it is implicit in what they 
can see - that any break-up of the current campus will mean that they will be expected to carry out the current 
and future operations of the Army Museum in a smaller and confined space.  That would pose a number of 
serious problems for the Army Museum.  I understand that not all the museum’s collection is housed at the 
artillery barracks.  The collection is spread over a number of sites in the metropolitan area.  There is a not 
unrealistic aspiration on the part of the museum to amalgamate those disparate campuses.  That will not be 
possible if the State Government carves up the land and the facilities available at the artillery barracks.  We need 
to take that argument into account when allocating the whole of the site.  My understanding is the same as that of 
the member for Greenough; that is, we are talking about all the land in that precinct other than Gun House, 
which I understand is still used by the senior military officer in Western Australia, no matter from which service 
he or she is drawn.  Gun House is out of the equation.  However, whatever might happen to Gun House in the 
future, there should not be undue concern at this stage that it will not be part of the transfer to the State and 
onwards to the Army Museum.  That is because, by and large, it accounts for only a small portion of the land, 
albeit it contains an official residence.  With Gun House taken out of the equation, it is imperative that the 
Government make a decision on the barracks that would give the Army Museum of WA an opportunity to grow 
and to consolidate - to use the Army word - onto that site. 
I understand too, not from any direct connection with the University of Notre Dame Australia, but from having 
read some of the local newspapers, that well after the closure point for expressions of interest, Notre Dame was 
invited in to see whether it was interested.  I am not surprised at that because, although 10 years ago there were a 
lot of unnecessary fears about the impact of Notre Dame on the west end of Fremantle, as a member of the 
Opposition at the time I became involved in reassuring people that what the America’s Cup had done for 
Fremantle in the short term, Notre Dame would do for Fremantle in the long term.  The past 10 years have 
proved that point.  What the University of Notre Dame has done in respect of the west end of Fremantle has been 
nothing short of magnificent.  That city will be the beneficiary for decades to come; so too will the businesses, 
shopkeepers, students and everyone there whether or not they have an association with Notre Dame.  My point is 
that I can understand why the Government invited Notre Dame into the Army artillery barracks; it is because 
Notre Dame has a good track record.  The Government knows that whatever contractual arrangements it enters 
into, Notre Dame will make it work not only for the University of Notre Dame but also for Fremantle. 
I reiterate my earlier point that the Army Museum was given the first point of entry.  The vice chancellor of the 
university, Peter Tannock, went on the public record when an uneasiness began to arise.  In effect he said, “Hold 
on, we are not trying to take over the place; we are not trying to be the interlopers; we are not here to divide the 
community.  We thought we were being welcomed into something with open arms.”  That is another reason that 
broadens the appeal of going back to square one.  In other words, if there are no real problems with Notre Dame 
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coming into the equation, we should go back to the point agreed on by both sides of the House; that is, the Army 
Museum is the natural lessee and natural occupant of most of that site, if not all of it.  I have already referred to 
Gun House. 
I want to put this matter into the context of a broader scheme of things.  If the Government cannot address what I 
believe is a relatively simple issue, such as I understand it, it is no wonder that it is having difficulty on the 
broader front with some of these heritage issues.  It will be part of a wider challenge for the Government to see 
that it gets it right.  It is not just a question of a Labor Government or a Liberal Party getting it right.  Very often 
Governments get only one chance at preserving a heritage building and if they get it wrong, it will be gone.  We 
have seen some of the consequences of that. 
My real concern is in respect of the heritage buildings in Wellington and William Streets.  As late as last Friday 
they were the subject of a resumption order by the Government.  I do not know whether the resumption order 
means demolition.  If it means simply resumption for the railway to go underneath them and the Government 
will then restore the buildings under heritage conditions, I for one would breathe a sigh of relief.  However, if it 
is a resumption order for demolition, the Government will have problems indicative of the sort of problems it is 
having with the artillery barracks site at Fremantle.  I hope that the Government will try to come to grips with 
this matter a lot better than it is doing at the moment. 
Incidentally, I understand that the buildings in Wellington and William Streets at this moment are undergoing an 
internal process at the Heritage Council of WA and that a recommendation is on its way to the minister for 
inclusion in the Register of State Heritage Places.  Once that happens, they will be at a point of no return.  I 
desperately hope that is where those buildings will end up, because if they do not end up on that register, I fear 
they will be demolished.  That may be the reason that the resumption order was issued last Friday.  I took 
particular note of the press reports to see whether in between the lines there was an assurance on the part of the 
Government that it was a resumption for retention, but there was no mention of it; it was a question only of their 
being made the subject of a resumption order.  In the short space of time I have to talk, they are the concerns that 
I mention about a matter in the central business district of Perth which it is vital to get right because there will be 
only one chance to do so.  Incidentally, all those buildings have been the subject of the normal, proper 
assessments.  I was invited down there and I took advantage of the visit to see and understand the heritage value 
of those buildings to the central business district. 

I return to the point at which I started.  If the Government cannot come to grips with this matter of the Army 
Museum at the artillery barracks in the way I have outlined, it does not have a hope in Hades of dealing with any 
of the more difficult heritage issues - as opposed to pressing issues such as these - in Western Australia.  There is 
nothing complex at all about the Fremantle end of the equation.  It is commonwealth-owned land.  The 
Commonwealth has promised to deed it to the State and the State has agreed to accept it and deed it on under an 
arrangement with the City of Fremantle.  Everyone acknowledges that the Army Museum was first in the queue.  
Everyone acknowledges the cultural sense in maintaining it on a military site - probably the second best Army 
Museum in Australia - rather than making it over for some other purpose.  In other words, all the ingredients are 
there for this matter to be almost an administrative decision.  If it comes down to money, it is the Government’s 
priority to find the money to do with it what we all know must be done because of its place on the State’s 
heritage register.  It is not complicated; it is not rocket science; there is nothing difficult about it; and there is 
nothing in it that will challenge the minister or the Government.  The member for Greenough has done the House 
a great service in moving this motion; more than that, he has done the Army Museum and its associated people a 
great service in bringing the motion to this place.  The House could agree to it unanimously because of the way it 
is written and the fact that it is couched in moderate language.  It does not set out to condemn or misjudge the 
Government, or to reflect unfairly on the Government.  It merely asks that the Gallop Government expedite the 
transfer of the barracks from the Commonwealth to the State and ensure that the economic viability of the 
museum is guaranteed.  That is not a big ask for something as important as this is to Western Australia.  I for one 
believe we should give this motion a unanimous vote today.   

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [5.19 pm]:  I support the motion moved by the member for Greenough and 
supported by the member for South Perth.  I will highlight some different aspects of the importance of 
maintaining the Fremantle artillery barracks on its current site, as well as the potential for increased usage of the 
site for teaching purposes and to help young people understand our proud military and war history.  Before I do 
that, it is interesting to note that heritage issues are often raised in our community and in this Parliament.  It is as 
though we must somehow defend our heritage and put up with it for some reason because it is a problem that we 
must solve but are not particularly interested in.  The reality is that this country is very short on heritage overall 
because it is a young nation.  Australia does not have a great number of heritage sites that can be visited by not 
only the current generation but also generations to come and tourists.  Western Australia in particular is short on 
these precincts.   
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However, I will concentrate on our military history and military heritage because it is extremely important to our 
nation and to its future.  In recent years we have seen a large resurgence in concern about and interest in our 
military history and in the pride in our military history.  Indeed, people argue that our military history is the 
foundation of our nation.  We all know of the pride people feel in Gallipoli.  Sadly, one of our oldest World War 
I veterans recently died in Tasmania.  We are very proud that our nation was in many respects born on the world 
stage by people sacrificing their lives in places outside their own country, as well as by those in Australia who 
supported them and gave up their fathers, brothers and other relations in the fight for democracy and freedom 
around the world.  Hence, our military history is part of the very fabric of Australia and, indeed, of Western 
Australia.  There are not a lot of military sites in Australia.  There is not such a large number of historical and 
heritage sites around Australia that we can start tampering with them as though they are commodities that can be 
traded off for some financial gain; for example, the sale of a piece of land that could be used to benefit an 
organisation.  Our heritage is not tradeable.  We should not be trying to protect our heritage in that sense; it 
should not need that sort of protection.  I hope that the motion moved by the member for Greenough will be 
totally supported by the Government.  Today this Parliament can unanimously endorse not only this precinct but 
also the principles through which it has survived.  In recent times it has been an asset to the wider community.   

At a recent health summit in Canberra, I took the opportunity to visit the Australian War Memorial just prior to 
leaving.  People might be surprised to know that the Australian War Memorial is the most awarded tourism site 
in Australia.  I think it has won the national award two or three times and it is one of the most visited sites in our 
country.  The reality is that it is important for education.  People also visit it because it is a shrine to who we are, 
what we represent and where we want to go.  This has been brought home to me by the resurgence in 
attendances at Anzac Day ceremonies.  During the Australia Remembers celebrations, for the first time many 
young people started to appreciate our military history and what it means to the older generation, their 
grandparents and great-grandparents, and also to the current and younger generations, who are searching for their 
Australian identity in this multicultural society and want to understand why people were prepared to leave our 
shores and sacrifice their lives for other nations at that time.  What led young people to do that?  What was the 
pride they felt for their country?  What was the pride they felt in achieving freedom and democracy for countries 
around the world?  If they were challenged today, would they do the same thing?   

When I was Minister for Youth I reintroduced and widened the cadet program in Western Australia.  To my 
astonishment, thousands upon thousands of young people decided to get involved and wear uniforms - some 
military, some non-military.  They wanted to get involved in organisations that gave them some structure and 
training.  The military cadets are distinct because they wear the service uniforms of the current Army, Navy and 
Air Force.  These young people wear them with pride, not as a training mechanism for future service people.  I 
hope it is a training mechanism, but I hope it is also because of the opportunities for comradeship and the unique 
skills that are imparted to young people through that training.  What impacted upon me and many people around 
me at that time was that many young people wanted to know more about our military contribution and how it 
worked and were fascinated by all the military services, but in particular the Army, which played a very 
important and difficult role in a number of fields close to home and in other parts of the world.   

In conjunction with the Returned and Services League, the previous Government put in place a tour of New 
Guinea, which followed the Weary Dunlop trail.  Literally hundreds of young people applied to take part in that 
tour because they wanted to know more about his personal efforts, as well as the contribution of Australians at 
that time in New Guinea, Malaya, Burma and Thailand.  That was the fascination of young people, not in a 
macabre way but because they wanted to continue some of the leadership traditions and to support other people.  
That is what fascinated me about their contribution.   

I mention particularly to the member for Rockingham, an ex-naval man, that it is a tragedy that we have not 
preserved more of our naval vessels in this country.  There seems to be an idea that they all must be sunk to 
allow divers to use them for tourism purposes.  That is important and possibly there are enough ships to do that.  
However, it was a tragedy that HMAS Perth and HMAS Swan - the very namesakes of this State - were allowed 
to be sunk rather than preserved and used as either naval museums or to provide training opportunities for young 
people.  I regret that the only people who are now able to view those vessels are divers.  We could have and 
should have done better than that at the time.  We can learn from that.   

One of the issues facing us now is the opportunity to support the Fremantle artillery barracks, not only for what it 
does currently for education and tourism, but also to preserve it for both the current and former generations as 
well as the generations to come.  I assure members that there are concerns and a desire for knowledge about the 
contribution of not only former troops and military people but also those who are currently in the military and 
those who are likely to serve in the near future.  I know it is a tragedy to say that, but it is likely that Australia 
will be involved in some sort of defence operation, and there already has been involvement in the past few years 
in Iraq.  It is likely that in places closer to home, such as Indonesia, there will be greater calls on a nation like 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 10 September 2003] 

 p10983b-11000a 
Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Phillip Pendal; Mr Mike Board; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr John Hyde; Acting Speaker; 

Mr Norm Marlborough; Mr Ross Ainsworth 

 [9] 

Australia.  It is important for young Australians to be aware of the former contribution of the military, its 
artefacts and the hardware that was used, as part of a learning curve for the future. 

I am particularly proud of the Aviation Heritage Museum of Western Australia, which is situated at Bull Creek 
in my electorate.  What a hidden gem it is.  It is a most outstanding air museum and possibly one of the best in 
Australia.  I have visited the Australian War Memorial and seen its wonderful collection of aircraft, but I do not 
think its collection is particularly better than that at Bull Creek, here in Western Australia.  The same could be 
said for the Army Museum of Western Australia at the Fremantle artillery barracks.  We should be extremely 
proud that we have these assets.  We should hang on to them, cherish them, support them and use them for our 
long-term benefit.   

I hope that the Government, as a result of the motion moved by the member for Greenough, will see this as an 
opportunity to show the community in a bipartisan way that the Government will get on with the transfer of the 
barracks from the Commonwealth to the State and deal with the difficulties that are faced as the result of 
uncertainty in our community.  Uncertainty is always a problem.  The volunteers and the people who operate the 
program need to be supported and patted on the back.  I think we have the opportunity to do that today, and to 
offer them some certainty and pride in what they continue to do.   

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.33 pm]:  I congratulate members who have 
spoken in this debate for the good tone and decent way in which the debate has occurred.  It is good to see this 
sort of atmosphere prevailing in the Parliament when dealing with a significant issue like this.  I start by 
acknowledging those people in the gallery who are representatives, fellow travellers and members of the Army 
Museum of Western Australia Foundation.  Dale Olsen is in the gallery.  Her husband, of course, wrote a very 
fine book on the sinking of HMAS Sydney.  I am sure that people in the gallery have many years in the service of 
the defence forces of Australia, and also in those of the United Kingdom, and have a deep commitment to the 
Fremantle artillery barracks and to Western Australia’s military heritage.   

I have visited the Fremantle artillery barracks on a number of occasions.  I have been very impressed by the 
heritage and history of the building and the precinct.  They have a very deep and rich military history that goes 
back to the early years of the last century.  They are part of the rich tapestry of Western Australia’s military 
history that extends from the very north to the very south of the State.  As the member for Greenough has so ably 
pointed out, the artillery barracks have a long history stretching back to 1910.  The barracks were commissioned 
in 1913.  According to my recollection, the barracks are situated on a site from which a number of soldiers left 
for the battlefields of western Europe and Turkey.  A number of soldiers left from the artillery barracks to join 
the fleet that went to Gallipoli.  They assembled in what now looks like a car park but was and is the barracks 
parade ground.  They marched to the wharves and boarded a couple of ships.  I understand they joined up with 
ships heading off to Gallipoli, from whence a great many did not return.   

In the aftermath of the First World War, the artillery barracks became a hospital.  Two out of three of those who 
enlisted and served overseas in the First World War were physically wounded.  That does not include those who 
were mentally wounded.  The artillery barracks was used as a hospital for ex-service people for a number of 
years after the conclusion of the First World War.  The precinct includes an area of land at the top of the hill at 
Tuckfield Street, which overlooks the river and the port.  I understand that area of land was used at one time for 
grazing for some of the horses used by the Light Horse in the Middle East during the First World War.  A 
number of tunnels and a bunker system are situated under the hill at the back of the barracks complex.  The 
artillery barracks is a very beautiful building and stands out.  It has been part of the army for nearly 90 years.  It 
is an important part of Fremantle and an important part of Western Australia.  It is also part of the rich military 
history of our State.   

The very north of the State was subject to attack in many raids by Japanese aircraft during the Second World 
War.  A number of raids occurred at Broome, Kalumburu, Exmouth and Wyndham.  A great many of our 
citizens are probably not aware of that, but they were significant events in the history of our country.  I was in 
Albany a little over a week ago.  It also has a rich military history.  The fleet sailed from there via Egypt to 
Gallipoli.  Of the 20 000 Australians who left, many did not return from Turkey and subsequently France and 
Belgium.  Albany, of course, has a wider history than that.  It was home to the submarine presence in Western 
Australia that played such an enormous role in strangling the trade and the transport of oil that kept the Japanese 
war machine alive during the Second World War, as was Fremantle.  It is a little-recognised fact that Fremantle 
was one of the largest submarine bases during the Second World War.  It was home to many American, some 
Royal Navy and some Royal Dutch Navy submarines that left Fremantle from 1942 to 1945.  Some, of course, 
never returned.  Some sailed off to destroy the capacity of Japan to wage war in the Second World War.  They 
assisted in saving many allied lives and bringing an end to the conflict.   
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My electorate of Rockingham probably contains the most important military base in Australia.  Z Force trained 
at Garden Island from where it left via Exmouth for Singapore for a couple of missions that resulted in an 
enormous loss of Japanese shipping during the Second World War.  Garden Island played an important part in 
that conflict.  It is now home, of course, to the principal strike base of the Australian defence force with HMAS 
Stirling having probably two-thirds of the Australian naval strike force capacity.   

Fremantle was the electorate of our great wartime leader, John Curtin.  Whenever I walk around the streets of 
Fremantle, I always think that I am walking the same streets that John Curtin walked.  I am sure that he looked at 
the Fremantle artillery barracks and recognised that it was an important place for our heritage.  Fremantle was 
the location of the artillery barracks and home to John Curtin, who played a wonderful role in preserving 
Australia in its time of greatest need.  I wonder whether the member for Greenough, who moved the motion, is 
aware that one of his predecessors in the seat of Greenough, John Verdun Newton, was elected in 1944.  He was 
a very remarkable member of this House.  He was the only Labor Party member ever elected to represent the 
state electorate of Greenough.  However, he never took his seat or entered this Chamber.  He piloted Lancaster 
bomber aircraft out of East Anglia in England on bombing raids over Germany in 1943-44.  Somehow, he 
managed also to be elected to State Parliament.  He must have had a drive for carrying out a range of difficult 
jobs at the same time.  Unfortunately, his aircraft went down in Germany and he and his crew were never found, 
as happened to hundreds of allied bomber aircraft crew in Europe at that time.  His seat was declared vacant in 
1945 because it was obvious that he was not coming back.  The Constitution provides for a member’s seat to be 
declared vacant when a member is deceased.  His successor was none other than David Brand, who became 
Premier of Western Australia for a record period of 10 or 11 years.  History might well have been different if 
John Verdun Newton had returned from Britain and assumed his place in this Parliament.  David Brand might 
not have become a member of this place and, accordingly, the political history of Western Australia might well 
have been very different.  

The Government recognises that the artillery barracks site is a very important heritage location for the people of 
Western Australia.  I think the Army Museum has done a very good job, although it has been moved around a 
number of locations to end up at the site of the artillery barracks.  In many ways the barracks site is as suitable a 
site as could be found for an army museum in Western Australia.  As has been indicated, the site has a fine 
history.  The way in which it has been established as the Army Museum is very fitting and very moving.  It is a 
very interesting place to visit.  On the outside of the main building are a number of exhibits of army equipment 
such as armoured cars, a tank or two, some artillery and some river-crossing equipment near the entrance.  They 
are very interesting to not only adults but also schoolchildren and people touring Western Australia on holidays 
who might like to examine some of Western Australia’s very fine military history.  The Army Museum’s 
presence fits to a large degree with what the State Government is doing with its Anzac Day strategy, which the 
Premier announced recently.  The Government will make Anzac Day services compulsory in all state schools.  
They will carry out an Anzac Day ceremony as close as possible to 25 April next year, which I think falls during 
the school holidays.  Schools will be advised of the concept and of what will be required of them.  

Mr M.F. Board:  For nine or 10 years in our electorate we have held a combined schools Anzac Day ceremony 
that involves about 100 young people from each school.  As many as 2 000 children have attended.  The 
Governor has often come and the Air Force has performed flyovers.  It has become a tradition.  Will each school 
be required to hold the service on their own school premises or would a combined ceremony with a number of 
schools be satisfactory under the new policy?   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The new policy has not been finalised.  

Mr M.F. Board:  We would like to keep the tradition.  

Mr Day:  It is policy on the run.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  It is not policy on the run; it is something you should have done but you did not have the 
brains or the wherewithal.  

Mr M.F. Board:  Hang on!  I have been doing it for 10 years.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dean):  The member for Rockingham has the floor.  

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The member for Murdoch raised a good point, which the member for Darling Range 
cheapened with his remark.  I expect that when the policy comes into effect, it will have some flexibility.  I think 
the member for Kingsley has written to me along similar lines.  I do not see that as a big problem.  We are in 
consultation with the Returned and Services League, and it is very supportive.  If some schools have a long-
standing arrangement of holding a combined Anzac service, that should not be a significant obstacle.  The 
member understands what we are trying to achieve.  The Minister for Education and Training, whose idea it was, 
has significant personal commitment to it and I am sure it will work very well throughout the State.  In addition, 
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the Government is reviewing the school curriculum to ensure that each school’s information about state and 
commonwealth military history is appropriate.  We want to ensure that school students throughout Western 
Australia are aware of the breadth of Australia’s military history.  Its overseas military history goes back to 
1865, when some of the then colonies sent forces to New Zealand to deal with a conflict there.  Troops were sent 
to the Sudan in 1895, to China at the turn of the century during what was known as the Boxer Rebellion, to 
South Africa, to other places referred to by the member for Greenough, to various countries during the First 
World War, and to Russia in 1919 in an attempt to quell the revolution, when our troops were part of forces sent 
to support the White Russians.  Two Victoria Crosses were awarded to Australian servicepeople in Russia in 
1919.  The troops who went there left the Western Front in November 1918 thinking that they had survived the 
worst conflict in the history of the world and were going home.  However, they were sent to Britain and attached 
to another force and sailed to Murmansk, where they went into battle against the Bolshevik Russians in an 
attempt to reverse the revolution, which failed.  We were then involved in World War II and wars in Korea, 
Malaya, Borneo and Vietnam, the more recent Iraqi Gulf conflicts, Afghanistan, and a range of other peace-
keeping operations throughout the world.  Our servicemen and women are not only in East Timor, the Solomon 
Islands, Afghanistan or Iraq; they are in about 20 locations performing what could be termed dangerous 
activities.  They ensure that services are provided to many people around the world and that peace is kept 
between different places.  It is important that we educate our citizens and our students about all these factors in 
Western Australia.  We commenced a review to make sure that the school curriculum is changed and is very 
broad so that people know about our involvement in all these different things. 

Next year and every year after that 12 lucky students from years 8 to 11, selected from schools around the State, 
will be sent to Gallipoli.  They will be led by an appropriate Western Australian, with a range of people to 
supervise them.  They will pass on their experiences about what they learn on that pilgrimage to their classmates, 
their schools and their districts.  It is an outstanding initiative for young Western Australians.  We will make sure 
the costs are kept down as much as possible.  It is an outstanding initiative for young Western Australians to gain 
that sort of experience as part of their education and to gain an appreciation of one of the most important events 
in Australian history.   

We are also reviewing the War Memorial at Kings Park, now suffering terribly from concrete cancer, to make 
sure that it is preserved and restored to a form that will withstand the elements as well as it has for the past 80 or 
so years.  We will implement similar programs around the State for other memorials. 

I now move to the Fremantle artillery barracks.  We are aware of the history of this site.  In 2000 it became a 
concern that the site might be transferred entirely to the University of Notre Dame Australia.  We were aware of 
some concern among the ex-service community and the Army Museum that they might be excluded from the 
site.  In fact, we went to the election with a heritage policy that stated that we supported the Army Museum 
remaining on site at the artillery barracks, in conjunction with the support of the City of Fremantle.  In the lead-
up to the 2001 election on 10 February we noted that the then Premier reached an agreement - I think I saw it on 
the television - with the Commonwealth Government.  I think I saw Senator Ross Lightfoot there with Hon 
Richard Court, indicating that the Commonwealth was prepared to hand the site over to the State, which would 
resolve this issue vis-a-vis the University of Notre Dame.  Upon coming to office on 10 February 2001, this issue 
was taken up and it became apparent in our dealings with the Commonwealth - the member for Greenough 
mentioned a letter that was received from the Prime Minister - that it was prepared to transfer the site to the State 
but it was not prepared to transfer Gun House, which is the residence of the commodore, the senior military 
officer in Western Australia, as part of the deal.  Our understanding of the deal that was reached before the 2001 
election, and from all of the verbal evidence that was presented to us, was that the whole site would be 
transferred to the State of Western Australia, that Gun House would be part of that transfer and that we would 
receive the entire precinct.  We therefore awaited the outcome of the federal election in October 2001.  Our 
understanding before the 2001 state election was that if the Australian Labor Party was elected at a federal level 
it would transfer the entire site to the State.  We awaited the October 2001 federal election; of course the 
Government was re-elected federally, and it became apparent that the entire site would not be handed over to the 
State.  We therefore started negotiations with the Commonwealth and the City of Fremantle to come up with a 
way of managing that site that would appropriately preserve the Army Museum’s position and ensure that the 
heritage values of the site were retained.  We realised that a range of commercial issues were involved with the 
site, and that some considerable repair work was needed on some of the buildings, which were quite dilapidated 
and dated, to bring them up to a standard one would expect for such an important site.  A lot of money would 
need to be spent.   

The Commonwealth, the City of Fremantle and the State Government each contributed $10 000 towards a study 
that was conducted by Ernst and Young.  That study brought together a range of community interests in 
Fremantle, including the Army Museum, which had a place on the reference group forming part of the study.  
That study was designed to come up with a way of managing that site that would not impose costs on the State 
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Government.  Our conditions for the transfer of this site from the Commonwealth to the State were that we 
would on-transfer it to the City of Fremantle to manage in conjunction with the Army Museum, and that that on-
transfer would not involve the State picking up financial obligations that were rightfully those of the 
Commonwealth.  We made that clear as part of this process.  That was always the State’s position on this matter. 

The study was conducted over a long period.  We acknowledge that it took a long time, but many disparate 
elements formed part of this study, and obviously there was some conflict between some of the parties to this 
process.  There was some considerable fear on the part of the Army Museum because of the involvement of the 
University of Notre Dame on the site.  Our central condition was that we wanted the site to go to the City of 
Fremantle on a financially viable basis, whereby the Commonwealth would not transfer its financial obligations 
for this matter to the State.  We relied on a range of things in coming to that view.  We relied upon the fact that 
the Army Museum itself is in fact a part of the Army.  It receives administrative support from the Army and a 
range of its costs are picked up by the Army.  In reaching the view that the Commonwealth had responsibility for 
the costs of this site, we relied upon the fact that the Army Museum was part of the Army.  We consulted with 
the Army Museum and it gave us advice.  I also spoke to Hon Brendan Nelson, now Minister for Education, who 
was then Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Defence.  Our understanding in this process was that the 
Commonwealth would make a rental payment to the Army Museum for its occupation of that site.  That would 
offset the cost of the Army Museum’s occupation of that site and help ensure that it was not a financial drain on 
the State.  It is not to be a transfer of a cost from the Commonwealth to the State that rightfully belongs to the 
Commonwealth.  A letter was written by Senator Ross Lightfoot making exactly that point.  He offered 
commercial rent for the barracks building for 10 years with a 10-year option to ensure that the Army Museum 
could continue on the site.  The Commonwealth advised the Returned and Services League to that effect.  I 
understand that Hon Brendan Nelson advised the Army Museum to that effect.  I spoke to him.  My recollection 
is that they were the sorts of thing he intimated in relation to the site.  The Commonwealth would pay rent.  
Secondly, the State Government would recognise that the Army Museum is part of the Army and that the 
Commonwealth would assume that responsibility for the site.  That was the basis upon which we went forward.   

A report has been prepared bringing together the thoughts of all the groups - namely, the Army Museum, the 
University of Notre Dame, the City of Fremantle and some heritage groups in Fremantle who made submissions.  
A draft report is available.  I heard the opposition spokesperson quote from that draft report.   

The Premier will meet with the Mayor of Fremantle next week to discuss the concept of the transfer of the site to 
the City of Fremantle, and the conditions the City of Fremantle will impose on that arrangement.  The 
Government’s understanding is that the City of Fremantle also has the view that it should not be lumbered with 
the Commonwealth’s costs.  That is the view reached of late.  An earlier view expressed by the previous Mayor 
of Fremantle was that the city appeared to be prepared to take on some of the associated costs.  The new mayor’s 
view is that the Commonwealth, not the City of Fremantle, should meet the costs.  Therefore, the Premier will 
meet the City of Fremantle next week.  The arrangement that the Government proposes to put to the City of 
Fremantle relates to 10 married quarters on the western side of the site in need of substantial repairs.  The 
Government is amenable to the notion that those married quarters be used as Homeswest accommodation - 
perhaps most appropriately as aged person’s accommodation.  The Government is prepared to offer $2.5 million 
for those married quarters to be refurbished and used for Homeswest accommodation.  That is the sort of money 
the Government is prepared to provide for the site.  The Premier will talk to the City of Fremantle about that 
offer next week as the Government’s contribution to the site.  However, if the remainder of the site requires 
funds, that is the responsibility of the Commonwealth.  The State Government will demand that the 
Commonwealth meet its responsibilities with the site.  It has been an Army site for 100 years.  The 
Commonwealth offered to pay rent for the site.  It has been allowed to deteriorate over a long time without any 
substantial maintenance to keep the site up to scratch.  It is unfair to suddenly say that the State will pay the 
expenses on that site.  The Government will negotiate with the City of Fremantle.  It will put in $2.5 million to 
refurbish the married quarters.  The Government is amenable to an arrangement that is cost-neutral to the State, 
with the exception of the $2.5 million.  That point of view will be put to the Commonwealth.   

The Government believes the Army Museum should remain on that site, and it is supportive of the Army 
Museum’s expanding its footprint on the site, and using the main building so that it becomes a larger museum 
with more displays and so forth.  The Government supports the costs of that proposal being met by the 
Commonwealth.  I spoke to representatives of the Army Museum last week.  They passed information on to me 
that the Commonwealth has entered into similar arrangements with military heritage sites in Sydney.  I 
understand that a $115 million fund has been used in Sydney for a range of military heritage sites.  There are 
more sites in Sydney.  It is an older city, and, historically, it was more heavily used for military purposes.  I refer 
to Cockatoo Island, Watson’s Bay, Middle Head, Fort Denison and a range of military sites on The Heads used 
for hundreds of years for military purpose.  The Commonwealth has offered, through the natural heritage trust 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 10 September 2003] 

 p10983b-11000a 
Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Phillip Pendal; Mr Mike Board; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr John Hyde; Acting Speaker; 

Mr Norm Marlborough; Mr Ross Ainsworth 

 [13] 

and other funding, $115 million for the preservation and upgrading of all those military sites in Sydney to a 
much higher standard.  The Prime Minister has offered that arrangement to the Sydney Harbour Trust.  Over 
time, the sites will be transferred to the New South Wales Government after those funds have been spent on 
those sites.  The Western Australian Government’s view is that if it is good enough for Sydney and New South 
Wales, with its fine military history, why is it not good enough for Western Australia?  Why is it that a similar 
arrangement cannot be made with Perth, with our fabulous military sites, and the wonderful heritage site in 
Fremantle, to ensure our heritage is preserved to the same degree as that in Sydney?   

As a State Government, we are doing our bit in relation to our military history and heritage.  I outlined our 
Anzac Day program.  I outlined the efforts with the memorial at Kings Park and students being sent to Gallipoli.  
The Government is setting up groundbreaking and innovative programs for students and with state memorials 
and monuments.  The Commonwealth should treat this State in a similar manner to the way it is treating sites in 
Sydney; that is, it should treat Western Australia as fairly as it is treating New South Wales.   

I would be surprised if opposition members believe that the State Government of Western Australia should 
assume an obligation not placed on the State Government in New South Wales.  Therefore, I will move an 
amendment to the original motion.  I know members thought that the motion moved by the member for 
Greenough could be agreed to by all members.  The reason the Government cannot agree with the motion as 
moved is that it places the entire financial obligation of the site on the State Government.  That was never the 
basis on which negotiations were entered into.  The State Government entered negotiations in good faith.  As 
part of the long process with the Army Museum, the Government was clear about what it regarded as its 
obligations.  The Government is supportive of the Army Museum’s remaining on that site and expanding.  This 
site has been owned by the Commonwealth for 100 years and allowed to deteriorate.  The State should not pick 
up that obligation.  I am sure that was the understanding of the last Government.  Senator Lightfoot intimated in 
his correspondence that he thought the Commonwealth had some obligations regarding the site. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  If you are going to move the amendment, could you do so now and speak to it for a couple of 
minutes so that we can look at it?   

Amendment to Motion 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I move - 

To delete all words after “House” and substitute the following - 

congratulates the Gallop Government -  

(a) on its efforts to secure the continuation of the Army Museum’s position at the 
Fremantle barracks; and 

(b) its genuine efforts to find a mutually acceptable outcome in relation to the future of 
the entire site; and  

calls on the Commonwealth Government to accept its financial responsibility in order to 
ensure the Army Museum’s economic viability and the viability of the entire site.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You are politicising an extremely good motion.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  The Opposition requested that I speak to the amendment so that it can have time to prepare 
its contribution.  I am happy to do that.  I do not think this amendment politicises the motion.  As I said, the 
motion as moved by the Opposition essentially imposes a financial obligation on the State.  We all know that the 
Commonwealth has owned the site for nearly 100 years.  It is its responsibility to ensure that the site is handed 
over in a suitable condition.  It should not require the State to fulfil that obligation.  We would never agree to it.   

We are prepared to contribute $2.5 million to the upgrade of the married quarters to ensure accommodation for 
aged persons at the site.  That is a fair and reasonable offer on the part of the State.   

I reject the allegation that this is a political amendment to the motion.  It is very factual.  We have gone through a 
very genuine effort over a long time to try to accommodate all the disparate interests in this matter.  We have 
tried to secure the Army Museum’s position at the site.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Did your spin doctors come up with this?  I am sure it is not your amendment. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  For two hours the Government has listened in silence to the debate on this very important issue.  
The new code of conduct is very important.  The behaviour that has been shown by government members - 
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  Why do you not behave yourself, sit down and be quiet?  You are making a mockery - 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Member for Hillarys!   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The personal degradation continues.  Members are ignoring the code of conduct.  It is very 
important that we work towards a motion that the House can unanimously agree to.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That the Labor Party can agree to.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Hillarys!   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The new code of conduct makes explicit reference to tolerance of other political views.  Such 
tolerance is not shown if the governing party, which forms the majority in this House, is not able to articulate its 
amendment.  

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  That is not a point of order.  I remind the member for Hillarys that all interjections 
are unparliamentary.   

Debate Resumed 
Mr M. McGOWAN:  I drafted the amendment myself.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Did you really?  Was it not the spin doctors in the Premier’s department?    

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I drafted it myself a moment ago. 

I do not think there is anything wrong with one side of this Parliament saying that the other side has tried to do 
something well.  The member for Hillarys intimates that there is something wrong with saying that his opponents 
have done something well.  We have applied our best efforts to this matter.  The Premier has met with the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Defence.  I spoke to the former Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Minister for Defence and have met with the current Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Defence about 
this issue.  The Premier has played a very significant role in trying resolve this issue in a mutually satisfactory 
manner and in the best way we possibly can.  We have used every effort to arrive at a solution that meets the 
needs of the Army Museum of Western Australia Foundation.  I have met with the representatives of the Army 
Museum of Western Australia Foundation a number of times, including twice in my office recently.  When in 
opposition I visited the site a couple of times with members of the foundation.  We have corresponded and 
spoken over the phone on a number of occasions.  The Government has done its best to ensure that the point of 
view of the representatives of the museum is listened to.  Those representatives have gone to a lot of effort to 
enlist the help of their local members of Parliament, Hon Carmen Lawrence and the Attorney General, in 
ensuring that the museum’s position is preserved.  Those members of Parliament have also raised this matter 
with us to try to reach an acceptable outcome.   

We all understand - I hope the Opposition understands - that the Commonwealth should not use this as an 
opportunity to pass on millions of dollars of expenses to the State.  That is our position on this very important 
issue.  We want the Army Museum preserved.  We want the Fremantle artillery barracks preserved and we want 
its heritage values maintained.  We are prepared to put $2.5 million into this project as part of our contribution to 
this very worthwhile site.   

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [6.16 pm]:  I support the amendment.  It is very important that we work towards 
unanimous support of this motion.  We want to find the quickest way to gain surety and permanence for the 
Army Museum of Western Australia and the volunteers who look after that wonderful asset for the State.  As 
with my colleagues the member for Greenough and the member for Rockingham, I pay credit to the people in the 
gallery who are involved with the museum.  It is important that we have an outcome as quickly as possible.  The 
amendment will ensure that we acknowledge the reality of the situation in working towards that aim.  Very 
importantly, our Governor, a former military man, said that when people work on something that is right, it is 
above politics.  It is important that we acknowledge that this is an issue that is above politics.  I urge members to 
give unanimous support to this amendment.   

My particular interest in this issue relates to the fact that until 1995 the Army Museum was housed in my 
electorate - close to my house - opposite Perth Oval at the wonderful Dilhorn on the corner of Bulwer and Lord 
Streets, Perth.  When I was Mayor of Vincent the Commonwealth Government, for a variety of reasons, decided 
to move the Army Museum and the excellent work done by it from the site, which it subsequently sold.  The 
Royal Australian Air Force training base was located in the old Leederville town hall near the intersection of 
Oxford and Vincent Streets.  The Commonwealth Government also sold that.  The Commonwealth secured 
funding of over $5 million from the sale of those and other military residences in Perth.  None of that money has 
been returned to Western Australia.  As the parliamentary secretary rightly pointed out, the Commonwealth has 
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funded military museums in the eastern States.  It is very important that this Parliament unites to ensure that the 
Commonwealth meets its responsibility.   

I also remember when the coalition announced in January 2001 its commitment to the Army Museum on the 
Fremantle site.  A number of government members have checked the election budget and forward estimates of 
the former coalition Government, and no sum was provided for the Army Museum and its operations.  Clearly, 
the coalition understood that the federal Government would meet its obligations.  This Government is merely 
asking opposition members and the Independents to support it on the issue of ensuring that the Commonwealth 
backs the State Government on this important process.   

It pained me very much when the Army Museum was moved from Dilhorn.  Dilhorn had a long and important 
local and military history in this State.  During the Second World War it was a military residence.  It was secured 
by the Commonwealth from the Loton family in the early 1900s and continued its military association right up 
until the Commonwealth decided to sell that property.  I well remember the large cannon between the two palm 
trees on the corner of Lord and Bulwer Streets.  It was a reminder of the military links in the area and the work 
that was being done by the excellent volunteers who gave their own time, resources and, more importantly, their 
invaluable corporate knowledge of military history in this State.  Across the road the old Loton park, which of 
course is now Perth Oval, became a military base during the Second World War.  American and other allied 
servicemen camped there.  Famous photographs were taken of aircraft landing on Perth Oval as part of the war 
effort.   

It is important that surety and funding be obtained from the Commonwealth for the Army Museum on the 
Fremantle site.  The aim of the museum is to be a resource.  It is trying to garner many of the scattered 
collections and, more importantly, to archive the location of various military memorabilia and history in Western 
Australia.  Once we have a surety of continuation of the museum on the Fremantle site, the volunteers will be 
relieved and will be able to concentrate on those other issues.  In my electorate of Mt Lawley, Allan Ellam and 
his wife had an amazing collection of military history and memorabilia.  They expanded their patios, verandas, 
garages and carports to store an amazing collection of history.  Unfortunately, as Mr Ellam grew older, it became 
necessary for him to end the tours of his home by children and others interested in the military history of 
Western Australia.  I am sure that there are many others in Western Australia who have private collections and 
would be encouraged to centralise them under the caring hands of the volunteers of the Army Museum if we 
could get this surety from the Commonwealth Government.   
We must also acknowledge that this is a complex endeavour.  If it were a simple endeavour - if it were an 
administrative simplicity of a public servant filling in a form because the Commonwealth had actually delivered 
the money and everything was hunky-dory - it would have happened on 12 February 2001.  It is a complex issue.  
I congratulate the parliamentary secretary and the Premier for the hard work they have put into getting an 
outcome that is not only fair but also as quick as possible.  We sometimes forget that the Government has been at 
the reins for only a little over two years.  Many things need to be fixed and accomplished.  This is a very 
important issue, because of not only the ongoing work at the site but also its heritage aspects.  It is very 
important that when we speak of heritage we acknowledge that for heritage to survive and be valued it must 
connect with the contemporary community.  Obviously, by engaging youth and others we will enable the 
collections, the history and the heritage to have an ongoing future.  Two weeks ago in Merredin indigenous 
service people created some gravestones and acknowledged the great history of indigenous service people in this 
State.  That is a part of our military history that must be properly acknowledged.   
A few weeks back I joined the Mt Lawley sub-branch of the Returned Services League for its annual Victory 
over Japan Day dinner, although it is perhaps more politically correct to call it Victory in the Pacific Day.  That 
is something that inspires me.  It is unfortunately very rare these days that I go to a function and am the youngest 
person in the room.  At many of the meetings of the sub-branch of the RSL and of others concerned with this 
State’s military history it is the older generation of Western Australians who are perhaps bearing an unfair 
burden in carrying the torch for the history and heritage.  It is important that we acknowledge the contribution of 
senior Western Australians.  It is very important, certainly through the Government’s volunteers and heritage 
policies and the work that the parliamentary secretary has outlined, that we make it as easy as possible for our 
seniors who are involved in military museums to deliver their great corporate history.   
I also acknowledge the work of the Gallop Government within my own electorate in ensuring that Anzac Cottage 
in Mt Hawthorn is now home to Vietnam veterans.  Anzac Cottage was the first house built in the area for 
returned servicemen during the First World War.  It was erected very quickly.  Returned servicemen were able to 
live there.  It is appropriate that this heritage building be acknowledged by the State Government, which is 
helping Vietnam veterans through a variety of grants to collect and hold some of their history at that site and to 
meet there.   
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The main aim of the Government in this issue is to secure what is effectively the state museum for military 
history.  That is what the Government intends to achieve in Western Australia.  I also acknowledge that the Navy 
Museum is located in my residential street, close to Dilhorn and East Perth railway station.  A number of 
returned naval officers and others, many of whom live in the member for Rockingham’s area, come to this site in 
Perth to look after their own history and heritage.  We must acknowledge, in going forward with this project, that 
there is a huge array of military history in Perth.  We must make sure that full funding is available from the 
Commonwealth, so that we can be aware of where this heritage is located and it can be readily available to not 
only those who know and lived through some of those times, but also younger generations.   

The way in which the Mt Lawley sub-branch of the RSL and other sub-branches in my electorate received the 
announcement by the Premier and the parliamentary secretary on the Government’s plans for Anzac Day was 
amazing.  I had the pleasure of joining those two colleagues at the RSL annual conference, which was held just 
around the corner from my electorate office in Northbridge, at which the announcement was made.  Clearly the 
Government is playing a very important role in making a commitment for students and schools to be able to 
involve themselves with our torch bearers, the people who are carrying our military history and the great legacy 
that it holds for us. 

We need to realise that if the Commonwealth Government does not come good with its promise of finance, then 
less money will be available to fund the important projects to which we have already committed, most 
importantly the committee that the parliamentary secretary chairs that is planning ahead to the centenary of 
Anzac Day in this State in 2014.  If the State Government has to somehow scrape together the money to make up 
for the Commonwealth’s contribution, then the important activities that will be held in the next nine years will 
not be able to be funded in the way they should be funded.  Therefore I implore members to unanimously 
support the Government’s amendment.   

MR J.P.D. EDWARDS (Greenough) [6.33 pm]:  I am very disappointed in the Government’s amendment.  I 
moved the motion very genuinely, in the hope that it would be a bipartisan-type motion, and I was very careful 
in the words that I used to make no criticism of the Government, because the Fremantle artillery barracks and all 
that it stands for should be above politics.  I know that may sound a bit precious, but for the people who are 
sitting in the gallery, for the supporters of all things military in Western Australia, and as citizens of Western 
Australia we should all be extremely proud of those barracks.  To politicise and cheapen this debate by moving 
an amendment like this frankly smacks of ill-thinking and is a reaction that I believe is quite unnecessary.   

Amendment on the Amendment 

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  I move -  

To amend the amendment by deleting all words after “congratulates the” and substituting the following 
-  

Army Museum of WA Foundation and the board of management in its efforts to secure the 
continuation of the Army Museum’s position at the Fremantle barracks and calls on the Gallop 
Government to continue its genuine efforts to find a mutually acceptable outcome in relation to 
the future of the entire site.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That is a very good amendment.  It takes the politics out of it.   

Mr J.P.D. EDWARDS:  Yes.  As the member for Hillarys has rightly said, hopefully that will take the politics 
out of it.   

I reiterate that it was not my intention to politicise the debate, and I am sorry the Government has seen fit to do 
so.  The Government has made a decision to call on the Commonwealth Government to take up its 
responsibility.  I put it to members that the Commonwealth Government is handing over, through the 
Department of Defence, the whole of that site.  I also put it to members that there was absolutely nothing to stop 
the Department of Defence from selling that site.  The Department of Defence could have sold that site, and we 
would then have lost that history and the federal Government would have made some money that presumably 
would have been spent somewhere else and not necessarily in Western Australia.  Instead of that we are now 
being given a site for a peppercorn rent of $1 a year, and we are being given the responsibility of maintaining 
that site.  I do not believe the Government has done enough to try to find partnerships that may be able to help 
address the funding issue.  The Army Museum of WA Foundation and the board of management are very able.  
The parliamentary secretary has told us that he has spoken to the board of management.  I wonder how far down 
the road they have gone in discussing the funding issue and whether they have tried to look for other partnership 
avenues that they could use.  For the State Government to turn around and put a hand out to the Commonwealth 
and say that it expects the Commonwealth Government to take up its responsibilities I think is negating its own 
responsibilities.  I encourage the Government to have another look at the funding issue and speak to some people 
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who perhaps know better about the funding of heritage.  I am sure the National Trust would have some ideas that 
it could put forward.  There is no reason that the Government could not approach some of the private benefactors 
who have an interest in the State and might be interested in contributing to a foundation to keep the Fremantle 
artillery barracks open.  I wonder whether any of those avenues have been tried and tested.  I do not believe they 
have.   

I believe the Government’s amendment is a knee-jerk reaction to the motion that I moved.  The easiest way out 
of it is to turn around and throw the matter back at the Commonwealth.  I reiterate that the Commonwealth could 
well have sold that place if it wished.  It has not done that.  We now have to take responsibility, on behalf of the 
people of Western Australia, to maintain and keep the barracks open.   

To pick up on one of the issues that the member for Murdoch raised, the barracks could be a great educational 
tool to teach our young people about military history.  The barracks could also be used by the cadets.  There are 
many possibilities.  I do not believe enough has been done to find a solution.  The Government’s amendment is a 
knee-jerk solution.  I believe other solutions can be found.  The Government needs to do some more thinking 
about this matter, and it needs to talk to the board and the foundation to encourage them to come up with some 
suggestions and ideas.  I am sure the Government has already done that to some extent, but perhaps it should do 
that again now that I have put forward some other ideas.  The National Trust has grants of different sorts.  Some 
of those are probably commonwealth grants that we may be able to tap into.   

I am being very careful not to politicise this debate, because I believe it should not be politicised.  I encourage 
the Government to have another look at its funding sources to see what it can do, because I do not believe the 
Government has done enough.  The Government is disappointing the people who are in the gallery tonight.  
Frankly, the Government has taken a cop-out.  The Government can do better, and the people of Australia expect 
better from the Government.  

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [6.40 pm]:  I support the amendment on the amendment moved by the member 
for Greenough.  It is a tragedy that the original motion was moved in private members’ time, in a bipartisan way 
to give support to what our community has been trying to do in saving and maintaining the artillery barracks, and 
to give the opportunity to the Government to get behind it.  As a whole Parliament we can work together to 
secure that.  Rather than just supporting that motion, the Government moved, through its amendment, to force 
the Opposition to congratulate the Gallop Government.  What are we supposed to be congratulating the Gallop 
Government on in this issue?   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.J. Dean):  Members, this debate has proceeded fairly calmly so far.  I draw the 
attention of the member for Murdoch to the need to speak to the amendment on the amendment to the motion.  

Mr M.F. BOARD:  The amendment, as moved by the member for Greenough, rather than congratulating the 
Gallop Government, congratulates the people who have made the museum what it is - the Army Museum of 
Western Australia Foundation and the board of management - for their efforts to secure the continuation of the 
Army Museum’s position.  We would rather support that position, if there is to be an amendment.  We would 
have preferred the substantive motion to go through but, if there is to be an amendment, let us support the people 
who have got behind the museum year after year - the volunteers, who have made the effort and put in time, 
energy and probably their own money as well.  They do this to secure the artefacts and display them in a way 
that will benefit everyone.  We should be using this motion to support those people.  That is what this is all 
about.  It is not about politicising the issue.  We did not move to condemn the Government; we moved to support 
the artillery barracks.  That is what we are doing today.  We support the people in the gallery who have made the 
effort to come along.  Rather than politicising the issue, as the Government has done, we will support the 
community, the foundation and the board of management.  I support the amendment on the amendment, as 
moved by the member for Greenough.   

MR N.R. MARLBOROUGH (Peel - Parliamentary Secretary) [6.43 pm]:  I agree with the member for 
Greenough to this degree: that the role of both the Opposition and the Government in this House on this issue 
should be, where possible, that of one party going in the same direction.  Therefore, I intended to move an 
amendment that I thought would meet that need.  I will read the amendment for the purpose of the debate - 

That this House congratulates the Gallop Government and recognises the Opposition’s support to secure 
the continuation of the Army Museum at the Fremantle barracks as well as efforts to find a mutually 
acceptable outcome in relation to the future of the entire site, and calls on the Commonwealth 
Government to accept its financial responsibility to ensure the Army Museum’s economic viability and 
the viability of the entire site.  



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 10 September 2003] 

 p10983b-11000a 
Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Phillip Pendal; Mr Mike Board; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr John Hyde; Acting Speaker; 

Mr Norm Marlborough; Mr Ross Ainsworth 

 [18] 

The division on this issue in this Parliament is minuscule, and I am sure those listening in the public gallery 
would have seen this.  We are seeing political grandstanding on the issue of division in this Parliament.  There is 
no division.  In the debate, both sides are saying that we are going forward.  We want to retain the museum in its 
rightful place at these barracks.  The history of these barracks indicates that this is an important site for not only 
our military history, but also for the nation.  The ongoing role of a military museum in that position should be 
recognised.  My amendment was an attempt to get rid of that division, but having seen the Opposition’s further 
amendment, I am prepared to accept that. 

We must move forward together, in a manner no different from the military personnel who would have gone into 
those barracks.  Politics is not much different from the military regime.  We all come from different 
backgrounds, and we all have different needs and wants.  We all feel very strongly about those needs and wants, 
but when we come together on issues such as this, as when we are drawn together in a military situation, 
particularly when there is the likelihood of conflict, in the regiment those difference must be put behind us, so 
that we can all go forward marching to the same beat.  If we are capable of doing that the chance of victory is 
multiplied tenfold.  We need to be united on the issue of preserving this museum in the barracks in Fremantle.   

However, let us not delude ourselves with the discussion coming from the Opposition.  There is a political 
difference between the rights of the State in taking on this area of land, and the money that needs to be spent on 
the site to bring it up to scratch, and the obligation of the Commonwealth.  The Liberal Opposition wants us to 
go away from this House accepting that it will all come together if we hold raffles at the end of the week.  Let us 
compare like with like.  The member for Rockingham gave a very clear history of what has gone on under the 
Howard Government with this issue.  If this were New South Wales, this museum would now be funded by the 
federal Government as part of its obligation to spend money to bring its properties up to scratch.  That is the 
history of the eastern seaboard.  The member for Greenough would have us forget what people get on the eastern 
seaboard.  For the properties owned by the federal Government in the west, we should go out and rattle tins or 
knock on corporate doors to get the money.  We should, according to the member for Greenough, say to Mr 
Howard that he has no responsibility.  He may want to go on every march that has been held in the past two 
years, but now is his chance to show his bona fides.  Does Howard support our military, as he says he does?   
Does he support its history, and does he have a feeling for what the Australian digger is all about?  If he does, we 
are saying we will manage the property through the Fremantle City Council, and put $2.5 million into the 
project, but the federal Government should recognise and meet its obligations.  It should put its money in, as it is 
doing in every barracks that is being disposed of in the eastern States.  That is where the political difference still 
lies.  The Opposition wants the people to rattle tins, and forget about what Howard is doing to them.  That should 
be hidden under the carpet; it has no effect.  It has no effect only because it hurts the Opposition, which has a 
federal leader who is not supporting, as he should, putting federal dollars into bringing this museum up to the 
standard it deserves.  If the Opposition is fair dinkum about supporting our military and about showing gratitude 
to those men and women who have put their lives at risk in all the wars this country has been involved in, it 
should tell the federal Government to put up the money. 

The federal Government should not hesitate to say that the buildings belong to it.  They need new sewerage, a 
new roof, new floorboards, and bitumen on the parade ground.  The federal Government should bring the 
buildings up to scratch before handing them over to anybody to manage.  That is all that has been asked for and 
that is the political difference.  It is not a matter of our not going about it in the appropriate way or not trying to 
get the money from elsewhere; it is a matter of our saying to the federal Government that it has a responsibility 
and it must fulfil it by upgrading the goods that it owns.  The federal Government should not hand over soiled 
goods to somebody else so that the ratepayers of Fremantle or the taxpayers of Western Australia must spend 
money on them.  If the federal Government were fair dinkum and responsible, it would get on with it. 

When I walk into that barracks, in many ways it is like walking into a home.  Why?  It is because I was born in a 
barracks like that.  I have spoken about my father before.  He spent some 25 years in the British Army.  We lived 
in barracks all over the world.  They seemed to be composed of the same bricks, the same mortar and the same 
design.  I can walk blindfolded into the barrack’s married quarters referred to by the member for Rockingham.  I 
know where every room is.  When I walk into those barracks I can still smell the lino on the floor that as a kid I 
had to polish with a buffer before I had my breakfast.  Dad insisted.  We had no carpets.  There was brown lino 
on the floors in the married quarters.  We polished them and the adjutant inspected the quarters every month.  
We had to stand by to have our quarters inspected. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  It did not do you any harm. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  It did not do me any harm at all.  I grew up in barracks like that until I was 17.  I 
am the eldest of six kids, all of whom were born in barracks like that.  I spent my childhood in barracks like that.  
They are second nature to me.  I know every nook and cranny.  When people have seen one design, they have 
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seen them all.  There is something strong and reliable about a design that works.  People feel secure the minute 
they walk into the barracks.  Whether it is the history or the ghosts of the personnel who went to war from them 
and returned to their loved ones, who knows, but it works.  I can talk from the position of having been born in 
them and grown up in them until I was 17 years of age.  Of course we must do everything we can to hold onto 
the artillery barracks and the precinct and preserve them as a museum. 
I say this to the gallery, where there are many people I know: when I walk into that museum, particularly the 
Japanese prisoner of war area, it is magnificent.  I have never seen one anywhere like it.  I am sure that it evokes 
a lot of emotion in a lot of people.  Luckily I had a father who survived those camps.  He was captured the day 
that Singapore fell and survived having his ship attacked by a kamikaze plane the day before.  It is important that 
there be a lack of division at this level but that we recognise we cannot hide the real political division and 
responsibility.  Both sides of this House should be approaching Prime Minister Howard and saying that it is the 
Commonwealth’s land and the Commonwealth’s bricks and mortar, and that the Commonwealth Government 
should fix it up before we take it over and manage it, so that we can get on with it and hand it over to the 
guardians of our history, the men and women who are in the public gallery who have proper responsibility, and 
show them how much pride the nation has in them. 
MR R.A. AINSWORTH (Roe) [6.54 pm]:  I had not intended to speak on this motion because I felt it was one 
that would be supported virtually automatically by the Parliament.  It disappoints me that various people have 
attempted to talk about political parties or sides of the House in this matter.  The speech of the previous speaker 
was very good because it brought home to us what this is really about: it is not about scoring political points but 
about getting something done, not as a Government or an Opposition, but as a Parliament, because we are here 
as a Parliament. 
I take exception to the Government’s amendment that refers to congratulating the Government because that is 
not what the original motion was all about.  The motion was not to point blame at anybody and certainly not to 
absolve the Commonwealth of its responsibilities.  Paragraph (b) reads - 

ensure that the economic viability of the Army Museum is guaranteed. 

The process of ensuring economic viability may well include, and perhaps should include, a very strong 
approach to the Commonwealth by the Parliament to ensure that there is some commonwealth input into the 
process of restoring and maintaining those buildings and the whole complex before the responsibility for them is 
passed over to Western Australia.  On that basis it is a shame that there is any reference to congratulating one 
political party or another.  The time for congratulating the Government would come when it had successfully 
achieved all the things that the member for Peel was talking about.  At that point, as the major party in the 
Parliament and having worked assiduously to achieve an outcome which the Parliament supported and having 
been successful, the Government could quite legitimately put itself up for congratulations.  I for one would be 
quite prepared to congratulate the Government, but I believe congratulations or complaints about lack of support 
from the Commonwealth or any other source are premature.  I agree with the member for Peel that as a 
Parliament, we all share the objective of getting on with the job and making sure that it happens.  If it means 
lobbying the Commonwealth, let us do it, but let us not congratulate anyone before the outcome is achieved. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The question is that the words to be deleted after the word “House” be deleted, in 
accordance with the amendment moved by the parliamentary secretary.   

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and passed. 

Amendment (that the words after the words “congratulates the” in the parliamentary secretary’s amendment be 
deleted, as moved by the member for Greenough) put and passed. 

Amendment (that the words to be inserted after the words “congratulates the” be inserted, as moved by the 
member for Greenough) put and passed. 

Motion, as amended, put and passed. 

House adjourned at 6.59 pm 
__________ 

 


