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Abstract

This thesis deals with street naming practices in Bunbury, Western Australia. More
specifically, Bunbury’s street name discourse has been analysed within the framework of
Critical Discourse Analysis in order to illuminate its relationship with the societal power
structures that have been shaped by the town’s colonial history. To do so, we used a corpus
of 593 street names whose origins and meanings are detailed in Bunbury’s street name
register, provided by the town’s council. The results of our research reveal that a layer of
European street names has been imposed upon the land, while the indigenous Noongar
people have been denied representation. Such homogenous names introduce a Eurocentric
version of history into the public discourse, serving as a means of its validation and an aid for
the maintenance of existing power structures. As a vehicle for public commemoration, street
names have been utilised to subjugate and marginalize the Noongar community, while the

imperialist demand for the establishment of a European society prevailed.

Keywords: Critical Discourse Analysis, colonial street names, Australia
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1. Introduction

At its peak, the British Empire encompassed nearly one quarter of Earth’s surface and over
one quarter of its entire population (Encyclopaedia Britannica Online n.d.). Through assertive
colonial expansion, British imperialists sought not only territorial and economic growth, but
also the institution of social and cultural authority over colonised peoples. In other words, the
claiming of landscapes was accompanied by their cultural transformation. British explorers
and settlers made sure that the newly formed societies on indigenous land were and remained

“overwhelmingly European in character” (Marshall 1996, 7).

One of the strategies used to achieve this goal was the imposition of European place names
onto British dominions all over the world. For instance, certain colonial territories in Africa
were given the designation ‘British’, such as British Somaliland, British Togoland, and British
Cameroons. In a like manner, several of the original Thirteen American colonies were named
after British monarchs: North and South Carolina after King Charles |, Georgia after King
George I, and Virginia after the Virgin Queen Elizabeth | (State Symbols USA n.d.). Halfway
across the globe, the whole of the Australian continent was named by an English explorer, its
name coming from the Latin Terra Australis, or Southern Land (National Library of Australia
n.d.). Such European place names were not applied only to large territories like continents and
states. Rather, they pervaded colonial landscapes and permeated everyday lives of their

inhabitants, as they were also utilized to label smaller localities — cities, towns, and streets.

The research framework of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is particularly useful for
the study of such place and street names, as it shines a light on the relationship between
language use and societal power structures (Van Dijk 1995). By employing the approach of
CDA, one can uncover the underlying ideologies and political intent of the agencies in charge
of a certain mode of discourse — which in this case would be the British agencies in charge of
place naming, intent on setting up a European society on colonised indigenous land.
Researchers in the field of critical place name studies have been operating under the
framework of CDA for several decades now, seeking to unearth precisely the interplay

between an area’s place names and its social and political reality (Alderman 2008).



Following that tradition, we have utilized CDA principles to research Australia’s
linguistic landscape and examine how it relates to its colonial history. More specifically, we
settled on a case study of Bunbury, a town established in the early colonial days of Western
Australia. An interpretation of its street names through the lens of CDA provides valuable
insight into the societal power relations shaped by the arrival of British settlers in the 19%
century — as indigenous communities were overpowered by imperialist demand for the

establishment of a society dominated by European values.

The paper is structured in the following way. The next section provides more details
about Critical Discourse Analysis and its application in place name research, with a particular
focus on the colonial context. The third section presents the research design, laying out the
methodology as well as the research questions and hypotheses. In section four, we present
the case study itself, as we briefly report on Bunbury’s history before moving on to the
discussion of the study’s results. Lastly, the conclusion revisits the previously established

hypotheses in light of the research results.

2. Theoretical background

2.1. Critical Discourse Analysis and commemorative street names

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is an interdisciplinary approach to the study of
discourse that focuses in particular on the relationship between language use and society (Van
Dijk 1995, 17). Research in CDA acknowledges that discourse is often motivated and shaped
by implicit political intentions and ideologies, which it aims to uncover. It also seeks to find
how societal relations of power, dominance and inequality are reflected in and reinforced by
the use of language (Van Dijk 1995, 18). In doing so, CDA recognizes that specific social groups
are allowed to participate in certain modes of discourse that others are denied from. It is the
social elites that have preferential access to and consequently control over the most
influential types of discourse in society — a privilege that is in effect a social resource of power.
When this power is abused to control the minds of recipients and promote the interests of the

powerful, elite-controlled discourse can become an expression and the legitimization of



different forms of inequality, reflecting and perpetuating major social problems such as racism

(Van Dijk 1995, 19-20).

One influential mode of discourse commonly characterised by preferential access and
elite control is the language of places and streets. While traditional place name research
treated its subject of study as passive entities and “unproblematic indicators” of the land’s
culture and history for the better part of the 20™ century, the contemporary approach
following the cultural turn in humanities and social sciences falls under the framework of CDA
(Alderman 2008, 197). No longer concerned with traditional etymological and taxonomic
issues, place names scholars have moved towards critically interpreting and explaining the
intent behind place naming. And while it is undeniable that place names do reflect the cultural
and historical context under which they came into existence, that is not everything there is to
them. Critical place name studies also recognise that they are powerful semiotic texts that
belong to the structures of power and as a result they present the political, ideological and

commemorative priorities of former periods (Rose Redwood, Alderman and Azaryahu 2010).

It is precisely this commemorative dimension that makes such place names — and especially
street names, since they are so commonly utilized for commemoration — a particularly
interesting field of study. Commemorative names satisfy two functions: practically they are
used to mark a location and help people navigate through their environment, while also
functioning symbolically as representations of an official and authorised account of history.
They reveal what was considered historically important and worthy of public remembrance
by those agencies in charge of the naming process (Azaryahu 1996). And keeping in mind the
aforementioned exclusiveness of this mode of discourse, i.e. the fact that only the official
agencies with their own particular political agendas are allowed to participate in it — it is
certain that their authorised account of history is just one version of it. There are other social
groups who may, and most certainly have, experienced reality quite differently. Yet, their
account is left out of the official discourse which seeks to construct a hegemonic version of
history, celebrating it as a “definitive representation(s) and interpretation(s) of the past”
(Azaryahu 1996, 319). It logically follows that identification with this discourse is a source of
social distinction for those included, while simultaneously leading to the marginalisation of
those excluded (Alderman 2008, 199). And even beyond merely reflecting the policymakers’

worldview, commemorative place names are also an aid in the legitimation and advancement



of their ideological stance and political interests. The official version of history they construct
validates, and in turn helps uphold the existing power structures and socio-political order

(Azaryahu 1996).

There are other strategies, as well as other modes of discourse, that serve the same
purpose. For instance, commemorative monuments and heritage museums are too politically
and ideologically charged and they also convey symbolic meaning to those who interact with
them. However, place names have an edge over them. According to Maoz Azaryahu (1996),
the main merit of street names as conductors of political and ideological agendas lies in the
fact that they are a normal part of everyday life, being quite ordinary and mundane. Unlike
monuments and museums, which are evidently and markedly loaded with political intent and
symbolic meaning, place names are not. When a person gazes at a commemorative
monument of a former country leader, they are aware that a symbolic meaning is being
conveyed to them. Because the symbolic is in the foreground and people are aware of it, they

may reject the internalization of such meanings.

However, when a person utters a commemorative street name while making plans to meet at
that location, they do not think about its specific historical meaning and significance. Everyone
uses place names in conversation, but scarcely anyone considers their involvement in the
socio-political world. In a nutshell, people generally do not view place names as expressions
of ideology and politics precisely because they are a part of their normal workaday lives —
which they expect to be void of such influences. Place names act as an entry point for the
authorised version of history to slip into the sphere of ordinary life, reshaping that historical
account into something familiar whereupon it begins to seem like the “natural order of things”

(Azaryahu 1996, 320).

2.2. The colonial context

Everything presented thus far of course remains applicable when considering place
names in the colonial context. Nonetheless, there are a few particularities that still need to be
addressed. Below, the points brought up by two relevant papers are laid out, since they served
as inspiration for our own analysis: a study of place names of Hawai’i (Herman 1999) and a

critical place name essay that focuses on the USA (Grounds 2001).



According to Herman, the Western street names imposed upon Hawai’ian territory
served as an additional way of asserting control over land that did not belong to the colonial
invaders — over land they were conquering and wished to keep under their thumb. He argues
that the imposition of such a layer of Western names contributed to the transformation of a
Hawai’ian space into a Western space. This is in line with other writing about the place naming
process on the whole, where it has been described as a means of “claiming the landscape,
materially and symbolically” (Alderman 2008, 199). And it can be argued that nowhere is this
as evident as it is in the role of naming in colonial contexts, where such discourse followed

and reinforced the expropriation of indigenous land.

Furthermore, Herman studied the role of colonially imposed place names in terms of their
imposition of “order, knowledge, language — onto a space rendered passive, unknowing”
(1999, 76). According to him, the colonial Age of Exploration can be understood as a “project
to cover the globe with order, to subject other lands and people to names and categories,
hierarchies and schema, of European design” (78). Just like indigenous peoples were viewed
as primitive and their traditional knowledge considered frivolous and unscientific, so were
their place names ignored because they did not constitute order from the Eurocentric
perspective. For the colonizers, to institute European place names meant to introduce order

and bring civilisation to uncivilised land.

Lastly, Herman found that indigenous Hawai’ian people and their language are represented in
the street names of their own country only when “they no longer pose a major political
obstacle to American hegemony” (78). They gain access to these places of public memory only
if it is safe for the colonizers and doesn’t undermine the stability of the power structures they
established. To put it differently, indigenous people (the socially marginalized) are denied
access to this mode of discourse until they conform to the colonizer’s authorised version of

social reality and history.

Richard Grounds writes that the process of naming “within one’s own cultural idiom is
a fundamental procedure for obtaining orientation in a new land” (2001, 300). In other words,
names from one’s own linguistic and cultural context reconstruct the new and unfamiliar
country they are imposed upon into something familiar. This is, once again, in agreement with

other academic writing on the subject, where place naming has been described as “an attempt

10



to render the unfamiliar more manageable” (Rose Redwood, Alderman and Azaryahu 2010,
454). Grounds goes on to identify such naming strategies as a method of claiming authority
over a territory, keeping in consonance with Herman’s thinking. He poses that it was important
for the British colonizers in Africa to use that method of placing “a familiar label on that which
they ‘discovered’ in an effort to establish, to their own satisfaction, their right to the territory
and to refashion it for their own habitation” (301). If we synthesise Herman’s points with
Grounds’, we can conclude that the British colonial practice of imposing familiar names onto

a new and unfamiliar place contributed to its transformation into a British space.

And lastly, the role of naming in nation building has been extensively studied by critical
place name scholars, who recognised the potential of commemorative street names to
reinvent notions of national identity (Alderman 2008, 196). Such naming practices can be
found in colonial locations as well, particularly when those regions started seeking
independence from their colonial rulers. For example, Grounds notices a wish to move away
from an overreliance on place names with European origins in late 19t century USA. This was
achieved by introducing decidedly American names, which contributed to the creation of a

distinctly American identity.

Because Australian colonial history is comparable to historical circumstances of the
abovementioned former colonial territories, Herman’s and Grounds’ arguments will be

utilized for the interpretation of street naming practices in Bunbury.

3. Research design

3.1. Methodology and data collection

Bunbury was chosen as the subject of this study for several reasons.

Firstly, it was established on indigenous Noongar land as one of Western Australia’s
earliest colonial settlements. Therefore, a detailed critical discourse analysis of its street

names will give insight into the commemorative priorities of the governing colonial authorities.

Secondly, it was important to select a town of an appropriate size, so that we could
compile a large enough street name corpus. Fittingly, the greater Bunbury region has a
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population of about 80,000 people, making it the third largest city in the state with a total of

755 street names (Bunbury City Council n.d.)

Lastly, it was necessary to find reliable data regarding the meaning and origin of these
street names. Bunbury’s public roads street name register lays out the origins for the majority
of them (Bunbury City Council 2007). Out of 755 total names, the meaning is unknown for 75
and for another 83 it is uncertain. Such names were not included in the study, bringing the

total of street names analysed to 593.

3.2. Research questions and hypotheses

To show how Bunbury’s street names both reflect and help maintain the political and

social hierarchies of the area they lay upon, the following research questions were drawn up:

1. Whatis the intent behind and the consequence of street naming practices in Bunbury?
2. Are the indigenous Noongar people and their culture included in the discourse of

Bunbury’s street names?
Based on these questions, research hypotheses were formulated as follows:

1. Bunbury’s street names reflect and validate the authorised version of history
introduced by British settlers, in turn helping maintain the existing social order.

2. Theindigenous Noongar people are denied access to the discourse of Bunbury’s street
names unless they conform to the colonizers’ authorised version of social reality and

history.

3.3. A caveat

In order to not misrepresent the nature of place naming, it is also important to note that
just as the social elite can use politically and ideologically charged discourse to keep the
existing social order in place, so can the socially marginalized use it as a means of resistance
and opposition (Van Dijk 1995). Place and street names are not permanently etched into the
landscape —on the contrary, it is precisely because of their political and social nature that they
are quite commonly disputed and amended (Azaryahu 1996). In the interest of gaining wider

public recognition and legitimacy, various social groups endeavour to control the naming
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process (Rose Redwood, Alderman and Azaryahu 2010). In addition to opposition through
‘official’ means, resistance can come in the form of alternative pronunciations, as well as a

flat-out refusal to use a street’s official name (Azaryahu 1996).

In Bunbury, we have found no evidence of legislative opposition to political and social injustice
through the renaming of streets. Unfortunately, we do not have access to Noongar knowledge

and oral lore, which could provide further valuable insight into the matter.

Due to such research limitations, the utilization of place naming for the purposes of social

resistance will not be covered in this paper.

4. Case study: Bunbury, Western Australia

4.1. The historical context

For about 45,000 years, several socio-dialectal groups of Aboriginal Noongar people
have lived in the south-west of today’s Western Australia (South West Aboriginal Land and
Sea Council n.d.). To have a connection with this land is an integral part of what it means to
be Noongar, as is caring for the country and all things in it (South West Aboriginal Land and
Sea Council n.d.). Noongar people led semi-nomadic lives, freely moving over the land in line
with the seasonal changes, in order to be closer to food and water supplies (Tilbrook 1983, 3).
They had been careful not to overexploit or harm their environment by employing traditional
farming and hunting methods, which held no destructive consequences for the natural

resources within it (Palmer and Collard 1996, 20).

In early 19th century, their way of life was interrupted by the arrival of British colonizers,
accompanied by extensive exploration of the land and the establishment of new towns along
the coastline. The newly arrived explorers and settlers treated the country they landed on as
terra nullius, ignoring any land rights of the people who had inhabited it for thousands of years
prior. They were quite aware of the existence of other inhabitants, but the territory in
guestion was viewed as undeveloped, uncultivated, and therefore readily available for the

Europeans to claim by right of occupancy (Brasch 2007, 14).
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It was at this time that the town of Bunbury was established on the south-west coast of
Western Australia. In 1830, Governor James Stirling, the administrator of the surrounding
Swan River Colony, first set up a short-lived military station in the area. It eventually grew into
a township and by 1841 the lots in the town had been surveyed and declared for selection.
The town was named by Stirling after Lieutenant Henry William St. Pierre Bunbury, who

carried out explorations in the region (Western Australian Land Information Authority n.d.).

Since the European newcomers settled along the shore of Western Australia, the local
Noongar people were pushed inland, restricted in freedom of movement and spatially
marginalized. They no longer had free roam of their former hunting grounds, nor did they have
access to the fishing waters that were commonly the backbone of their livelihood. What's
more, British colonisation also depleted their traditional food resources, thereby creating a
dependency on imported European goods. As a result, many Noongar people were compelled
to take up servant posts working for the settlers. From the colonizer’s perspective, this was
seen as ideal: a way to assimilate the local Aboriginal population as they adopt British customs
and beliefs, while also providing a much-needed source of labour for the new settlements.
The government offered monetary incentives to those settlers who trained Aborigines in the
required domestic and trade skills (Tilbrook 1983). In essence, the assimilation of indigenous
people was encouraged, so long as they were kept to submissive roles - constricting them not

only to the outskirts of the land, but to the outskirts of society as well.

In early 20t century, such attitudes of racism were further intensified and legitimized by the
state of Western Australia through the imposition of discriminatory legislation. The Aborigines
Act of 1905, which remained in force for over 50 years, has had significant negative impacts
on the lives of Noongar people. The Act established the position of Chief Protector of
Aborigines, who had far-reaching authority over many facets of an Aboriginal person’s life. He
was the legal guardian of all Aboriginal children under the age of 16. He could manage, retain
or sell any property belonging to an Aboriginal person without their consent, and he could
grant or deny a marriage between an Aboriginal woman and a non-Aboriginal man. Moreover,
the state also had the authority to place and keep any Aboriginal person within the boundaries
of a reserve, as well as deny them access to certain municipal districts and towns (Aborigines

Act 1905). This legislation ushered in an “apartheid regime where Aboriginal people in
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Western Australia were discriminated against in all sorts of ways” (South West Aboriginal Land

and Sea Council n.d.).

Some Noongar people were also compelled to deny their heritage, as exemptions from the
Act and its dire consequences could be made for those who did not habitually associate or
socialize with other Aborigines and were sufficiently assimilated into the roles allowed to them
in a European-dominated society (Tilorook 1983, 69). They had to choose between belonging,
in the eyes of the law, to “a rejected section of Australian society” and denouncing a key part
of their identity while detaching from their Noongar families and culture (Tilbrook 1983, 5) In
other words, they were only allowed access to full citizenship rights if they fit within the

colonial idea of what Noongar people should be like.

The 1905 Act was followed by many amendments in the same vein and it was not until the
1970s that these discriminatory laws were repealed (South West Aboriginal Land and Sea

Council n.d.).

Evidently, Western Australia has a turbulent history of almost two centuries of racial
inequality and discrimination. In the next section, we will show not only how its history is
manifest in Bunbury’s street names, but also how these names aid in the validation and

preservation of the power hierarchies that shaped it.

4.2. Results and discussion

This section starts with a presentation and discussion of quantitative results. Attention
will be aimed at both street names with Aboriginal ties and at commemorative street names.
The latter will be further sorted into five subcategories, each of which will be discussed

separately.

Next, three examples of note will be examined and commented on. These include a street
name commemorating a controversial colonial figure, a grouping of streets named after
colonial explorers and their Aboriginal guides, as well as the only street that commemorates

a prominent member of the Aboriginal community.
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4.2.1. Quantitative results

The first question to answer was how many of Bunbury’s street names have ties to the
indigenous Aboriginal population and culture. Two ways were identified for this condition to
be met: either the name draws its linguistic origin from an Aboriginal language or it
commemorates a person of Aboriginal descent. Only 34 out of the total 593 names, a mere

6%, make this cut.

As was outlined previously, upon their arrival in Western Australia, British colonizers treated
the land as terra nullius and claimed it as their own. Exerting military and economic power,
they established towns along this territory, Bunbury being one of them. Its streets plainly show
signs of yet another strategy of asserting control over the land: naming as a means of claiming.
In consonance, the vast majority of street names imposed upon the landscape are of European
etymology. They mirror and validate the viewpoint that Western Australia was practically
unoccupied upon the colonizers’ arrival, when other people had been living there for tens of

thousands of years.

What is more, this is an obvious example of British imposition of knowledge and order onto a
“space rendered passive, unknowing” (Herman 1999, 76). Just like the Noongar people
themselves were dismissed as primitive and their land therefore treated as unoccupied, their
place names were also ignored. Instead, European names were introduced to bring order into

a land considered previously untouched by civilization.

In addition, the sheer numbers make it obvious that the discourse of Bunbury’s street names
is characterized by preferential access: the immigrating white population is allowed to
participate, while the indigenous Noongar people are not. The British are favoured with
representation and remembrance as they get to see their language and culture depicted on
the social stage of public discourse. The authorised version of history exhibited in that
discourse excludes the perspective of the Noongar, who experienced the past and its social
reality quite differently. Their history is in effect erased from streets as places of public
memory. Instead, the only history worth remembering and commemorating according to the

official agencies is white, British and colonial.
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Let us also extend the argument made by Herman regarding Hawai’ian street names to the
situation in Bunbury, which has been similarly affected by colonialism (1999). We argue that
this layer of street names imposed by the colonizers assisted in the transformation of a
Noongar space into a British space. Through it, the Noongar were excluded from participation
in the social and political realm, just like they were often physically excluded from entering
this space through official legislation (Aborigines Act 1905). Because the colonizers employed
several such strategies, the exclusion was made all-encompassing and the space and its history

rendered homogenously British.

Next, the names were categorized as either commemorative or non-commemorative.

Figure 1 shows how common each type is:

154/593 - 26% \

Non-commemorative

= Commemorative

439/593 - 74%

Figure 1: Bunbury street names categorized by commemoration

As is evident, the majority of Bunbury’s street names are commemorative. This points
to the fact that the official agencies in charge of naming in Bunbury have been, for the most

part, tapping into not only the navigational but also their symbolic purpose.

The overlap between Aboriginal and commemorative, or rather non-commemorative street
names is quite telling. The pie slices representing names with Aboriginal ties have been singled

outin Figure 2:
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Names with Aboriginal ties

5

Non-commemorative

= Commemorative

Figure 2: Commemorative and non-commemorative street names with Aboriginal ties

Out of 34 street names with Aboriginal ties, 29 are non-commemorative. Two commemorate
other locations in Western Australia that just happen to bear names of Aboriginal etymology,

while only three names in the whole of Bunbury commemorate a person of Aboriginal descent.

The small grouping of non-commemorative names that are allowed into the official discourse
are names of plants and other wildlife. Such names are not as politically and ideologically
charged as commemorative ones, meaning that they do not threaten existing power
structures. In essence, even when words from an Aboriginal language are introduced, they are
still symbolically silent. They are only accommodated within the abovementioned authorised

version of history because they do not contradict it.

Somewhat alike are two of the names commemorating Aboriginal persons, but this point will

be further elaborated on in section 4.2.2.

Considering their quantity and notable political and ideological aspect, this next
section will go into more detail regarding commemorative names. To make matters orderly,
they were sorted into five subcategories, according to whom or what they are
commemorating. The subcategories are as follows: (1) names commemorating people, (2)

names commemorating ships, (3) names commemorating places, (4) names commemorating
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the University of Oxford, and a final (5) miscellaneous grouping. Figure 3 shows the

distribution of street names along these subcategories:

8/439 - 1. 8%

|

8 People M Ships Places [ University of Oxford [l Miscellaneous

18 /439 - 4. 1 o

36 /439 - 8.2%

441439 - 10.0%—__

333/439-75.9%

Figure 3: Commemorative street names in Bunbury

People are most commonly commemorated, adding up to 333 streets, which is 76% of
all commemorative street names. In fact, this subcategory is the most populous overall,

encompassing 56% of all streets in Bunbury.

Local figures make up most of it, with 311 streets named after local politicians and city hall
workers, military men, railway workers, land surveyors, early settlers and other prominent
persons who lived in the area. Additionally, a surprisingly small number of 10 streets
commemorate figures of the British Empire; several are named after religious saints; a few

more after French colonial figures; and the final three after persons of Aboriginal descent.

Particularly interesting for our study is the commemoration of 19 land surveyors. These were
the men in charge of exploring and physically claiming the land for the British government and
the establishment of its colonies. Names of 84 early settlers, the first European people to live
on that land and claim it as their own some two centuries ago, are also recorded on Bunbury’s

streets. What is more, 39 street name descriptions in the official Bunbury street name register
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mentions ownership, indicating it is the reason for commemoration. To illustrate, Brown
Street was named after Thomas Brown, a long-time resident who “owned land in this locality”
(Bunbury City Council 2007, 7), Flynn Street after Ignatius Flynn who “once owned the
property” (10), and Cannon Place commemorates “early settlers of the area and original
owners of the land” (17). Referring to the Cannons as the land’s ‘original owners’ is itself
indicative of the colonizers’ stance that the land they were claiming was uncultivated and

unoccupied prior to their arrival.

It logically follows that a physical claim on the land authorised by the British colonial
authorities or the state of Western Australia is considered a worthy reason for claiming those
locations in their political and social context as well. Material possession leads to
commemoration — and the relationship between the two is marked by reciprocity. Symbolic

commemoration in turn validates and legitimizes the physical claim on the land.

The next commemorative subcategory comprises of ship names, which is unsurprising
given the fact that Bunbury is a coastal town. What does deserve our attention in particular is
the fact that 14 out of 44 of these names commemorate colonial ships that brought British
settlers and supplies to Western Australia. They were quite literally the vessels of colonialism
and their names invoke images of British imperialist ambitions. Their inclusion in the discourse
of Bunbury’s street names honours and validates the system that employed them. In other
words, we can see evidence of the legitimation of British imperialism through its indirect
commemoration on Bunbury’s streets. To circle back to arguments posed previously, these
names once again perpetuate a singular authorised account of history in which the colonizing
British powers brought civilisation to previously uncivilised and, for all their intents and

purposes, unmanned lands.

The third subcategory includes commemoration of various locations. Out of 36 such
names, one was named after a province in Italy, 17 commemorate rivers and other towns in
Western Australia, 7 are named along the theme of European Grand Canals, and 11 are named

after family homes of settlers or towns back in Great Britain.

Firstly, we suggest that the 17 Western Australian names could have served as an aid in the
creation of a distinct Australian identity, separate from that of the British Empire. By

introducing names which are markedly Australian in their symbolic capacity, the authorities
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employed naming as a method of nation building. Additionally, another street name from the
miscellaneous category clearly served the same purpose: Premier Street, which was surveyed
in the 1890s, commemorates “Western Australia’s move to self-government with a Premier

as head of government” (Bunbury City Council 2007, 37).

Secondly, Bunbury’s official street name register identifies seven streets named along the
same theme — Grand Canals. This includes streets that bear the names of Venetian suburbs,
rivers, and bridges, as well as a province in France. Examples include San Marco Promenade,
Basilica Place, Rialto Close and Venezia Boulevard. They are all located in Pelican Point, an area
of Bunbury that encompasses three housing estates with valuable waterfront properties, as
well as an 18-hole golf course. It has been purposefully developed as a low-density residential
area “with allowances for larger homes and grander housing designs” (Bunbury City Council
2013, 7). Therefore, it is safe to say that this is an exclusive area meant for the richer
inhabitants of Bunbury. Its developers must have been aware of the power of place naming
as an “important branding strategy”, as the street names that lay over the estates were
evidently chosen specifically because they invoke romantic imagery of the old continent
(Alderman 2008, 201). Derek H. Alderman notes that such marketing strategies are employed
to attract residents by giving them a “sense of sophistication” and a “point of social distinction”
(2008, 201). Essentially, the Grand Canal names symbolically reflect the monetary worth of
the properties and having a home with such an address provides its owner with a degree of

social distinction.

Thirdly, let us focus on the commemoration of 11 family home and town names. This grouping
exemplifies how naming can be used to render the unfamiliar familiar. The new foreign space
of Bunbury was given the name of something the settlers had already had intimate knowledge
of, in order to transform that unknown space into something more “manageable” (Rose
Redwood, Alderman and Azaryahu 2010, 454). For example, Evedon Street was named after
a surveyor’s hometown in England (Bunbury City Council 2007, 44), while Wexford Lane got
its name after the Congregation of Sisters of Saint John of God moved from Wexford, Ireland
to Bunbury in 1926 (48). On top of that, Henley Drive (23), Marlston Drive (29), and Willoughby
Street (49) were all named after family homes of Bunbury’s early settlers and surveyors. As
they emigrated from Britain, these people symbolically took a part of their home with them.

Evidently, naming strategies very much alike those employed by the British in colonial Africa,
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as has been reported by Richard A. Grounds, were used to assert control over this land in
Western Australia (2001). This argument could of course be extended to all other street names
of European etymology, but it is this particular grouping where it is the most obvious. Familiar
old country names have been simply transplanted onto a new land so that the settlers could
further establish their claim on it, while simultaneously aiding in the transformation of this

Noongar space into a British space.

The fourth commemorative subcategory includes a series of 18 streets named after
colleges and permanent private halls of the University of Oxford. For instance, Trinity Rise was
named after Trinity College (Bunbury City Council 2007, 46), Hildas Close after St Hilda’s
College (23), Pembroke Street after Pembroke College (36