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by moving the beaver or securing it in some way, as was the case in 1992 when the
beaver was relocated from atop the trophy case in the mess (Photo 4.1, p.196) to behind
the bar (Photo 4.6, p.201).

It happens that attempts to “steal the beaver” are instigated by particular members
of the unit, usually individuals who had been involved in this particular custom before.
Lieutenant Machin refers to the group of people who had made attempts on the beaver as
“my group,” as he and several other junior officers and junior NCO's are considered to be
the core group of perpetrators of this event (Interview 3). Having said that, the members
who participate each year are not always the same. Master Corporal Payne noted that the
participants could be from all ranks:

Officers... senior NCOs.. right down to Sappers... oh yeah, you got to have

everyone involved because it is the beaver, the beaver represents the

engineers... and engineers right, from a Sapper right up to the big guy [the

Commanding Officer).. makes a difference, and everybody else in

between, so why not, right that's your symbol in a bloody naval mess

[laughing] (Interview 15).

Master Warrant Officer Parsons saw that participation depended on a number of

factors:

It depends on the person, time of day and the amount of alcohol consumed,
right... It has to be a good engineer, that's the way I'd look at it... person
who's spirited, that got a lot of esprit de corps... you know you get half
crazy sometimes, on that stuff... It makes a colourful engineer, you know,
you've got to have so many people like that or you end up, geez, like

robots... (Interview 8).
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Major Stack also saw that the officers were often the instigators of the “stealing the

beaver” custom:

I think it’s.. It’s ah probably.. the junior element, your element that ah has
a lot of responsibility in the military, ah probably a lot more than most
people would have in a civilian terms, junior managers would start off on a
pretty low rung and they wouldn't have that much responsibility. Military,
particularly the army, maybe not the navy, but the army tends to throw
young people into the breach very quickly, and they assume a lot of
responsibility and they have a lot of things they have to do...so they work
hard, and I think the other side of it too, they play hard as a group, and this
is just one of the sort of things that they could get themselves involved in

(Interview 1).
And from the other side, Leading Seaman Beitenman, a member of HMCS Cabot,

described the “stealing the beaver” custom as follows:

[Much laughter] Well.. these guys like our beaver I guess [laughing] there
have been numerous attempts, and one of the better ones... as you've seen
it’s in the case hey, with the white bar inside... One of the better attempts
was they made it half-way to the door with it one year, with the power
cord from the case still dragging behind it before [laughing] before one of
the senior hands had said “Hey Guys where you goin'?” right. But it’s a
standard running rivalry type thing, and ah its kind of a tradition.... it’s
been there longer than I have [the traditions] yeah. Well... it’s.. The basis
of its traditional role, like becoming part of the junior ranks mess, that
with the attempted kidnappings of the beaver and stuff... it’s almost a
mascot... it’s chiefly associated with our mess.... It seems a lot like

fraternity type.. sorta deal, where one tries to make off with the others



163

mascots.... [Items from 56] actually if memory serves me correct there is
something that we have.. behind the bar.. that was mentioned in passing
that it’s from.. [56 FES] but I don't even remember what it is now.... With
the party goin' right, and everybody gets drinkin'... and then somebody
figures it’s about time, and the beaver will attempt to be taken away
[laughing] there's usually an ensuing fight [laughing and can't speak] you
know... it’s like, the next night you're down for training, it’s like did you
hear this? Did you see this? It serves a function.. it kinda draws the junior
ranks together, which.. in a unit as large as we have, you need something

like that (Interview 32).

For members of 56 FES, the plans to steal the beaver are sometimes discussed
before Remembrance Day, but often not until the morning of the parade. The discussion of
plans for the prank, and the reasons for stealing the beaver, may help to involve newer

members in the custom, as Sergeant Kelly explained:

Oh Cabot... the thing with Cabot, Cabot has this beaver over in their
hallway. Now the Engineers, that's our hat-badge, is a beaver, and we
don't like the fact that they got one.....It's a little tradition that's after
startin' up, is you get the younger fellas, you get into it, and they get a few
beers into them... They want to get involved. They're over chattin' with
you. Where I'm at the higher level now, they're over chattin' with you and
you're tellin' them about how when you first got in we went over and, the
big thing is, who can try and get the beaver off the wall, steal the beaver
from 'em cause we don't think they should have it, and they have itina

glass case up against the wall.... (Interview 7).
Lieutenant Machin also explains how planning for the rest of the day’s celebrations while

“making the rounds,” informs other members of the unit about “stealing the beaver” and
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the rules for performance:

Basically it’s just an example of follow the leader type of things. Their
superiors and their elders sort of will mention that they're, “When are we
going to Cabot?” to one of their friends, or whatever their peers and the
younger guys will go “What are you going over there for, what are you
going over there for?” And then they'll explain the process of how the
messes are open, how the Legions are open and then, then the conversation
about last year we almost got the beaver will start up sort of inadvertently
off to the side somewhere and the young guys go “What beaver? What
beaver? I thought only engineers are supposed to have beavers” and then
the older guys will go “That's right. That's why we're going to take

Cabot's....” that sort of scene.... (Interview 3).

Lieutenant Palfrey expressed similar sentiments:

I don't know where they got it [beaver at HMCS Cabot], but that's
insignificant to us. It’s on the engineer hat-badge, it’s not on the navy hat
badge. It's a symbol of hard work, diligent work, getting the job done. . .no
matter what conditions you're in and here it is in a navy mess, and we

thought that was improper (Interview 6).
Sapper Hancock learned about this stealing custom while “making the rounds” on

Remembrance Day, 1992:

That day.. that was the first time I had heard about it.... it was, I guess
between 12:30 and 2:30, cause everyone was talking about the beaver.. and
how one other time some of the guys tried to take it.. I don't know if they
got out of the building with it or not.. they probably did.... but they got
caught at doin' it somehow.... and it wasn't by the engineers, it was by..

another officer, and they asked the names of these guys and the guys gave
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names of other guys in the unit.... and when the time came later to get
these guys... so the boys did get away with it... it was always a big joke
after.... Corporal Gulliver I think it was, told me about it, Corporal
Gulliver and Corporal Kenny.. how they ah.. some of the guys had tried to
take it before (Interview 28).

The strategy to “steal the beaver” is most often formulated while at the mess of
HMCS Cabot, once the members of 56 have discovered where the beaver is located that
year, in its case atop the trophy display or behind the bar. At that time they can judge the
amount of distraction that will be required for the members to carry out their plans.
Master Corporal Payne describes the failed attempts to “steal the beaver” in 1992,

emphasizing the importance of planning and team work:

We had a very poor attempt....I think less talk and more action at a certain
time we would have gotten the bloody thing, right... shoulda had it. We
should have had it..... What happens is, after you get to your own mess and
you have a few drinks whatever... after prob’ly a couple of hours passes by
there's talks then about moving off to other messes and as soon as
someone mentions about HMCS Cabot, someone else probably mentions
the beaver, right, and gettin' it, right and then it’s slopped around or passed
around a little bit, and its not, there's not really a plan. I think like, what
happened this time was that there was.. wasn't a plan before we left, right,
I think we waited a lot, way too long I think, as soon as we were in there
we should have said okay look, this is how its gonna go. I need so many
people to guard the door, I needs.. one person just to act as a stupid idiot
just to be able to make sure that.. when you walk into the bar, you'll notice
that.. the bartenders go off this way [motions with left hand straight out to
the left] right straight to the bar and you walk in a little bit from the door,
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and you'll see the beaver right on the, on the shelf....they moved it behind
the bar, but see it was still retrievable from the bar, because well, all you
had to do was get a big lad.. stand him right out from the entrance, right..
soon as you opened the door, stand right there where the bartenders can't
get past ya, right. One guy'll rush in, take it down, you'll have to get a tall
lad so he don't drop the bloody thing, cause it is the beaver, right, hand it
out to somebody else, get a few bodies to block the door from anybody
else who wants to get ya and theeeew [noise made to signify fast and
stealthy movement] go. And have a drop-off point planned for it, right.
But it was disappointing, we waited too long, and it really rots my socks
right cause we coulda had it, but they ended up lockin' the door after.. but
that's too easy too because soon as it open [clears throat] you can get
buddy [makes a cracking sound with fist smacking into cupped hand] walk
along there and keep the door open....you can get it, if you wanted it, you

can get it (Interview 15).

The rules for performance of “stealing the beaver,” are part of the shared
occupational knowledge that is passed on during the performance of the custom, and as
well in the telling of occupational experience narratives (McCarl 1978b). Captain Fleet,
commenting on the failed attempts of 1992, also refers to the unofficial acceptance of
“stealing the beaver” within Canadian Forces culture “Ha ha ha, well they never got it.
It’s too bad. [ wasn't there that particular time... It’s not discouraged but it’s not
encouraged, but you expect it to happen... It’s a bit of rivalry that's healthy, I think”
(Interview 2).

This type of stealing may seem strange to many outside the realm of military culture

but there is a ritual quality to it, which is evident in the explanations of what would be done



167
with the beaver, or other item if stolen, also considered as the rules for “appropriate”

performance (Baumann 1977, 11; see also Hymes 1975, 17):

There is a fine line between simple rivalry and vandalism. If it comes
down to vandalism it’s hooliganism, and should be discouraged and
should be dealt with.. ah things like this | mean stealing that beaver they
would have taken that beaver over here, we all would have had a great
laugh at it, certainly a good chuckle ah probably had a plate engraved and
had it returned in some ceremonial manner right, it is important in that

way (Interview 2).

The objects involved in the “stealing” custom within the Canadian Forces are not
always mascots, as in the case of 56 FES, but may be items such as mess bells (Photo 4.7,
p.202), propellers (Photo 4.8, p.203); totem poles (Interview 31); ceremonial cups
(“Hawk Tales™) as well as the “Stealer’s Trophy” (Photo 4.9, p.204; Osolinsky; “Steeler’s

Trophy™). Sergeant Edison further explains:

A bell in a mess is a very popular thing.. like Cabot has stole the bell of
the Garrison Club which is the junior ranks mess for us a few times and
we’ve done the same, and then Cabot showed up with this beaver. I don’t
know where it came from but I know it’s there, and it was under guard
they knew that we’d go after it even up until the other day they were ready
to do the same thing. It’s strange to see the navy with a symbol of the
unit... just to say that you can get it. It would be taken in fun.. and it
would be given back. You know yourself that Cabot knows where to go to
get it if it did go missing.. to claim it and say we took it back.. it’s all in
fun all in sport, nobody’s lost no teeth over it.... Aboard ships and messes

you find it.. they would try and take the bell... it’s a symbol of the mess,
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the man that rings the bell buys a round for everyone who is in the
house...Cabot did get in the Garrison Club back... around '80, I’d say '78
to '80 and they managed to get the bell of the Garrison Club and they’d let
you know they got it they’d initial it and they’d put stolen from on such
and such a date.. and they would give it back. It’s there.. I've heard tell of
it in all my day. I suppose the beaver goes back to the day people stole
flags, people lifted somebody’s flag of a unit (Interview 10).

Sergeant Reelis also explains the “stealing the beaver” as part of accepted tradition within
the Canadian Forces:

It’s just a mess thing.. you get it out of there.. eventually it’ll get back

there. Like a lot of messes have that, there are things that are there to be

stolen... There’s one mess that’s got a shovel that’s silver plated, and

that’s the whole purpose of it. It’s mounted on a plaque and it’s got crests

on it of where it’s been, and when you steal it you put a crest on it, and it’s

been around the forces a few times. Some messes have got bells, and that’s

what they’re there for, to be stolen (Interview 12).

Nor is the tradition of “stealing the beaver” an isolated act. Sapper Budden
described another incident involving an attempt to steal a beaver statue in a public park in
Fredericton, New Brunswick near Canadian Forces Base (CFB) Gagetown, undertaken by

him and a number of sappers on the same training course that illustrates his understanding

of stealing customs:

I remember one time up in Fredericton, ah one of the parks in the middle
of Fredericton has this big brass beaver er something, it’s humungous, I
mean.. And there was four of us there, we were sloshed and we were just

tryin' to get this beaver back to the shack right and it was like [acting out
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trying to lift large, heavy beaver] “come on, hands on for a lift” you know,
and could not move it right. That would have been the ultimate if we had
gotten that back to the shack.... We just couldn't move it, I mean that
would have been the ultimate thing, just get that back in the shack, you
know inspection the next morning, “Ahh what is that?” ... “You know we
acquired that there sir”.... I don't know how we would have got it back,
you know, get a bus or something [both laugh] I don't think we really

cared at the time (Interview 27).

A number of stories assert that a cannon belonging to the United States Naval
Facility at Argentina, Newfoundland was stolen by HMCS Cabot, taken back to the
United States Naval Facility; only to be taken again by members of HMCS Cabot. Major
Stack explained how such stealing customs are informally maintained, and rules for
appropriate performance are part of the occupational knowledge of 56 FES, and

throughout the Canadian Forces:

The tradition that’s evolved in many military messes is that you, you could
call it outright theft or whatever, but there has been there’s been items
liberated from various messes on times over the years in the tradition of
the military, taken back to one’s own mess, engraved that they had found
this trophy from somewhere, and subsequent to that maybe somebody else
would visit that mess from the original mess that the item was in and re-
acquire it, of course bring it back under great acclaim, so it’s not new in
the annals of military history, and I don’t know how far it goes back. It’s
just a fun type thing. You can probably wander around this mess here, I
think there's a propeller down there that travelled from place to place in
jest, so it’s something that's.. [ don't even know where the tradition started

ah.. But I don't think these [HMCS] Cabot people were totally attuned to
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allowing this thing to go out of their hands.... ah and the Navy has done it
as well. That very unit that we're talking about now, that are guarding their
beaver so fervently also ah.. liberated a cannon from the U.S. Naval station
in Argentia and have it proudly displayed in their lines, so you know, that's
going back a few years, but that was, they're of the same, they do the same
thing.... Every other organisation does. Now this is not a sanctioned
event. Nobody sits down and says.. “This will happen.” It’s usually, it’s
usually by the junior element, ah.. and again nobody gets hurt ah.. the
property is usually added to in some way, improved, polished up, but
engraved saying that we did it, the individuals did it and then either given
back, or the other group are given the opportunity to acquire it back, so I
guess it allows yeah, it’s ah.. it probably gives our people for one brief
fleeting period, yeah, besting the other guy... it’s just something that a

spontaneous act, reaction to the differences in the military (Interview 1).
The members of 56 FES have an understanding and acceptance of “stealing” customs as
appropriate behaviour that allows them to take part in “stealing the beaver” if and when

the opportunity arises.

4.3 The Private Celebrations on November 11, 1992

On November 11, 1992, the members of the Newfoundland Militia District who
took part in the Remembrance Day ceremonies disembarked the busses, and ran to their
respective mess halls for lunch, and their first celebratory drink. The members of 56 FES
formed into ranks outside the drill hall, and were ordered to stand at ease by CO Major

Stack (Photo 3.40, p.141). The band of the RNR marched past in formation, playing an
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upbeat tune (Photo 4.10, p.205). Major Stack commended the squadron’s performance
on parade, and dismissed them, adding the reminder “It would be nice for all of you to try
to make it down to Branch 56 of the Legion to have a drink with our veterans,” (Major
Stack, November 11, 1992). For 56 FES, the formal part of the day was over, and they
had earned their half-day's pay. However, for many of the squadron members, there
remained a sense of obligation to the unwritten tradition of “making the rounds” to the
messes and the branches of the Royal Canadian Legion.

After the members of 56 FES were dismissed at 12:00 p.m. they departed
individually, or in small groups. There were a few moments of confusion, as some
members assumed the messes were already open, and some junior ranks personnel were
turned away from the Officers’ Mess (Map 4.1: 14, p.216). Some members of 56 FES
went to visit with the veterans at various branches of the Royal Canadian Legion. Branch
1 is located at 57-59 Blackmarsh Road in St. John's (Map 4.2: 10, p.217), Branch 36 is at
51 Park Avenue in Mount Pearl (Map 4.3: 11, p.218), and Branch 56 is on the Boulevard
in Pleasantville (Map 3.1: 8, p.142; Map 4.1: 19, p.216). Sapper Hancock, gave an

account of the “making the rounds” on November 11, 1992 as she remembers them:

At twelve thirty and we had ah.. dinner laid on at the Garrison, like every
year the Legions and.. the militia units always do.... we all had lunch.. and
they said well from now on.. ‘cause this was my first Remembrance Day
and they said all day long all we do is go visit the rest, the other militia
units, the Legions and everything like that, and it’s a rip roarin' [laughing]
time to get drunk really, and ah.. but our unit is really close, so we didn't,

and we enjoy each other’s company, so most of us didn't really leave the
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ah Garrison Club 'til about 3:30 [pm] and from there I left Garrison and

went over to the Cabot.... (Interview 28).

A number of the officers of 56 FES went to the Officers' Mess, at building 308 in
Pleasantville to have lunch (Photo 4.11, p.206; Map 4.1: 14, p.216). In the Blue Room,
upstairs, there was seafood chowder and rolls available to the members of the mess and
their guests along with an alcoholic beverage called “Moose Milk”. During this time,
Colonel Mackay, of the 1 Battalion Royal Newfoundland Regiment, introduced a
visiting officer of the Royal Scots Regiment, and presents him with an engraved plaque,
in recognition of the affiliation of the two units since the First World War (Photo 4.12,
p.207). The officers and visiting guests chatted and mingled (Photo 4.13, p.208). A
Korean War Veteran, of the Royal Canadian Regiment Special Forces, approached Major
Stack, while at the lower bar, calling attention to the engineer hat badge. He seemed
confused that the engineer hat-badge had a beaver on it, pointed at it and said, “That's our
beaver.” Major Stack replied that the Royal Canadian Regiment beaver has a stick in its
mouth, whereas the CME beaver does not.

At approximately 2:15 p.m. I glanced outside and observed three junior ranks
members of 56 FES walking towards the premises of HMCS Cabot. Sapper Hancock was

among this first group headed to HMCS Cabot:

Of course you know the famous beaver over there [almost laughing]? So

we all go yeah we're gonna get it this year we're gonna take it, and things

like that, there was only four of us I think that went over with me, and we
were over there and we got a drink.... I'd say it was 3:30.. It was ah..

Corporal Kenny, Corporal Gulliver, I think his name was, yeah, Corporal
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Gulliver, hmmm there was one more, not sure.. We all went over there we
all said “Ahh... We gotta get that beaver,” right...‘cause last... I think it
was. I don't know if was the last year, ‘cause I wasn't there, that they had
taken it or they had got caught taking it and they gave the wrong names
and everything like that and it was just a big fun... ‘Cause they started
calling all these people up and saying well.. “You were trying to take the
beaver from Cabot,” and it was like “No.. heh, no [ wasn't there,” ‘cause
the guys had given the names of the other guys in the unit once they had
gotten caught, but we went over there saying “ahh.. If we can do it we're
going to take that beaver!” And when we got up to the bar over there at
3:30 [p.m.] or quarter to four, whatever it was, the beaver chained.. to the
bar, there was a chain around it, there was no way we were going to get the
beaver from there that day because it was chained down to the bar. I guess
Cabot was just waiting for the engineers to come over and get it. But ah..
we kinda gave up on that idea.... we spent a couple of hours there.. I think
it was probably 5:30 when we left.. and ah.. our group headed downtown

[both laughing]....(Interview 22).

Around 2:30 p.m. the messes were declared open, meaning that all members of the
military and visitors could visit any mess regardless of rank or affiliation. At this time, many
officers and non-commissioned officers, as well as visiting honoraries, went the Garrison
Club (Map 4.1: 15, p.216), which is the junior ranks' mess of the Newfoundland Militia
District, situated in building 312 of Pleasantville. The activities there included talking,
eating and drinking, and playing pool (Photos 4.14-4.17, pp.209-212). The food provided at
the Garrison Club consisted of sandwiches, coffee, and tea. Some discussion of visiting the
premises of HMCS Cabot was noted. A junior-ranking Sapper approached Lieutenant

Machin and asked if there would be an organised attempt on the beaver this year:
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(I} went to the Garrison Club, and didn't even have to say the word beaver
and there was people coming up asking me what about it and everything,
seeing as I'd made such a name for myself I guess or my group had made
such a name for itself.. and it wasn't, it wasn't people who were in the
original group it was all sorts of odds and sods who were engineers but
had had no direct involvement in the scenario of ripping off the beaver. So
eventually we went over to Cabot, formulated a plan, they at this point
they knew we were coming so they had the beaver. It was behind the bar, it
was chained on, but they had made the mistake of chaining it on to its
perch [refers to the logs] So the perch wasn't fixed to anything so the
beaver and perch could be taken out of the bar with little problem, so we
went to plan B where we get behind the bar and steal the beaver

(Interview 3).

A number of members of 56 FES of mixed ranks departed on foot at approximately
3:45 p.m. for HMCS Cabot in building 314 of Pleasantville (Map 4.1: 18, p.216). At the
junior ranks mess of HMCS Cabot the social activities were underway (Photo 4.18, p.213),
and a number of members of the mess were involved in a drinking ritual (Photo 4.19,

| p.214). This ritual entailed the participant drinking a (presumably alcoholic) beverage from

an object fashioned from (what appeared to be) a toilet plunger, gripping it with their
mouth, and with hands held behind his or her back. Unfortunately, I was asked not to take
more photographs at this time, and am unable to show more of the social activities at
HMCS Cabot. These social activities include talking and singing songs, including a rousing
rendition of “Barrett’s Privateers.”

It appeared that the members of HMCS Cabot had anticipated that the members of

56 FES would try to steal the beaver that year, and it had been removed from its display
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case (Photo 4.1, p.196) and placed behind the bar (Photo 4.6, p.201). The members of 56
FES tried to plan a way to get the beaver, which would prove to be a difficult task as the bar
is closed off by a door that was kept locked. The main sappers involved in the attempts to
steal the beaver, Lieutenant Mike Machin, Lieutenant Sean Ryan, Corporal John Wicks,
Master Corporal Doug Payne, and Corporal Rod Avery created a diversion to get near the
door of the bar (Photo 4.20, p.215). They had intended to break a beer glass, so as to force
someone to open the door to the bar in order to clean up the glass. This would then allow
the group to attempt to ambush those behind the bar and to “steal the beaver.” They made
several attempts to gain entry to the bar by asking for things, such as a mop for a spilled
drink and dustpan for broken glass, but were unable to get near the beaver.

During this time, 1 observed the attempts by the members of HMCS Cabot to keep
the members of 56 FES in check. This focus on the beaver became obvious, as many
members of 56 FES remained at the bar of HMCS Cabot for the duration of the evening
instead of “making the rounds” to some of the other locations. Master Corporal Payne
explained the importance of the beaver and the cause for his own tenacity that evening:

I mean that don't make sense to me right, it’s not like en a saltwater rabbit,

or anything right, know what I mean? Right this is what's bugging me

about it, right [ can see if they got a little tug-boat on the friggin' bar but

not a beaver, right, it’s just you know it’s like us havin' ah, a steamliner

put up on a monument, in our unit, it doesn't make sense. You got to be a

little bit cunning, you got to want to do somethin' different right, you know

who cares what happens after that? Right? Remember that time I ran out to

Major Stack? I said, “Look I don't care. I really don't care, just give me the
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chance I'll do it. I don't care if I get's a smuck in the mouth, or I gets
demoted,” [both laughing heartily, refers to his recent demotion from
Sergeant to Master Corporal] ... So it’s go for it, it’s only a minor little
thing...so long as the beaver don't get dropped, that's the main thing, that's
that's like carrying a baby in your hands, soon as you got it we can't shag it
up, if you're gonna fall, you fall on your face first before you let the beaver
go.... if you're going after somethin' that is your symbol then you should

treat it with a lot of respect (Interview 15).

Members of HMCS Cabot also stood near the front entrance of the junior ranks
mess as sentinels to prevent the beaver being taken from the building. Around 6:30 p.m. the
CO of 56 FES made a short visit to HMCS Cabot, to inform unit members there that he was
going downtown. Master Corporal Payne requested the CO's permission to steal the beaver.

The CO made no direct comment, and asked to be informed if anything should happen. He
also instructed Master Corporal Payne to gather others who would like to come and to meet
him at the “Blarney Stone” bar located on George Street (Map 4.2: 9, p.217). Several more
attempts to “steal the beaver” were made, but they finally reluctantly gave up. Realising it
was getting late, the few remaining members of 56 FES left and went downtown to the
“Blarney Stone” on George Street, where Lieutenant Machin, Master Corporal Payne,
Major Stack and a few others stayed to listen to an Irish Newfoundland band and have
another drink. At approximately 9:00 p.m., these members of 56 FES left for Branch 1 of
the Legion by taxi (Map 4.3: 10, p.218).

At Branch 1 the group joined other squadron members in playing darts, pool and

talking to the veterans and their wives. There was a mood of disappointment over the
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failure to acquire the beaver. Dancing began, with sappers dancing with wives of the
veterans. There was an air of celebration, mixed with nostalgia. Though it was obvious that,
for some, the celebrations would continue, the majority of the members of 56 FES had
dispersed in small groups, some to downtown or other Legions, while othets returned home.

Though the private customs “making the rounds” and “stealing the beaver” have
few formal rules, procedures, and plans, and are taught through informal instruction and by
observing the performance of other members during Remembrance Day, these customs

continue to be an important part of Remembrance Day Celebrations of 56 FES.

4.4 Media Coverage of the Private Customs

There is a dearth of information about the informal celebrations on Remembrance
Day in the media. The first two decades after WWI there were a great number of
functions centred around Remembrance Day, some of which were open to the public,
such as Armistice Dances and church services, and announcements for these were
published in the local newspapers.4 Similarly, in the two decades following World War II,
such advertisements and descriptions were published in the newspapers.5

As the 20" Century progressed, the Veterans began to age and their numbers

dwindled, and so interest in many of the social events that resulted in a decline in the

* See for example “Memorial Day 1919”; “Sergeants’ Mess of Nfld. Dinner” 1924; “Memorial
Services, 1925”;”G.V.W.A Sports Day” 1924; “Luncheon at Bally Haly”.

5« Armistice Ball” (1965); “Armistice Day Ball held.” (1966); “Attention! Attention! Armistice
Dance” (1949); “Bella Vista Country Club: Armistice Night Dance” (1966); “G.V.W.A.
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scale and numbers taking part. The local newspapers published fewer descriptions and
advertisements. The only information concerning the informal celebrations in The
Evening Telegram on Friday, November 8, 1968 was a mention of the “Armistice Day
Ball” in St. John’s and Mount Pearl in an article that described the upcoming
Remembrance Day events. 6 In 1983, The Evening Telegram described the formal dinner
and dance held at Branch 1 of the Royal Canadian Legion on November 10", and
included a list of the special guests who attended (“Legion Dinner” 1983). The local
papers from 1990°s onwards provide no descriptions of the Legion social functions in
local papers.7 Nor do the media document the celebrations that take place in the various
military messes as these are events in which, for the most part, only the military
participate, and the media are not present.

Military publications intended for the military community, such as the newspaper
Der Kanandier published for the Canadian Forces in Europe, often included accounts of
both public and private celebrations, both for November 1 1™ and those that commemorate
battles fought by individual military regiments, or groups of regiments. The accounts of
these ceremonies include photographs and detailed accounts by military press and by

members of those military units who took part of both public and private ceremonies. For

Armistice Ball” (1949); “Walsh’s Armistice Dance” (1949).
¢ See for example “Province’s war dead will be remembered: Observances set for Monday”

1968; “Official Armistice Ball... Branch 56”1977; “Legion Dinner” 1983; “Branch 36 Armistice
Ball, Dinner and Dance” 1988; “ “Branch 56 Band Concert™ 1988.

" The newspaper issues consulted: The Evening Telegram (St. John’s, Newfoundland) Nov. 9-
12, 1970; Nov. 1-12, 1977; Nov. 1-15, 1983; Nov. 1-12, 1988; Nov.11-12, 1989, Nov.11, 1991,
Nov. 1-13, 1992; Nov. 6, 1993; Nov. 12, 1993; The Express (St. John’s, Newfoundland) Nov. 11,
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example Der Kanadier (May 15, 1985) presented photographs of the more private aspects
of the Princess Patricia’s Canadian Light Infantry commemorations titled “Frezenberg... 70
Years Later,” (1985) with photographs of two service members walking among the trenches
with a veteran who had served there. On May 15, 1985 Der Kanadier also included a
photograph of a soldier with H.R.H. Princess Margaret during the festivities that followed
the ceremonies involving the Royal 20" Regiment in Groesbeek, Holland, as part of the
commemoration of the liberation of the Netherlands in World War II. Another issue of this
newspaper included articles and photographs by service members of some of the social
events that took place in Monte Cassino and Sicily, Italy, as part of the anniversary of that
battle, in May 1985 (“Anniversary Celebrations” 1985).

During the course of this research no reports of “stealing the beaver” or other such
pranks were published in the media. This reinforces the point that the custom is intended for
“insiders” and that few, if any, “outsiders” have witnessed attempts to “steal the beaver.”
And even when they have, like myself, they were asked not to take photographs. As
explained by Robert Freed Bales (1970, 153-54): “Most small groups develop a subculture
that is protective for their members, and is allergic, in some respects, to the culture as a
whole.... They [the members] draw a boundary around themselves and resist intrusion.”

Military publications, such as Der Kanadier, have published accounts of similar

pranks that took place at Canadian Forces Base Baden Soellingen, West Germany. While |

was working at CFB Baden Soellingen, West Germany in 1985, members of the nd

1992; Nov.10, 1992; Nov. 18, 1993.
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Battalion Princess Patricia’s Canadian Light Infantry (PPCLI) stationed there undertook a
similar attempt, following which the photograph of the participants was featured in Der
Kanadier on May 22, 1985 (15). The object involved in the incident was named “The
Stealers Trophy™ [often spelled “Steelers”] an oversized ice hockey goalie stick proudly
bearing many engraved metal plaques listing the date of successful stealing incidents, and
the names of the participants (“The Steelers Trophy.” 1985).

A later incident was depicted in Der Kanadier on May 7, 1986. A photograph of the
CO of the Communications Squadron at CFB Baden congratulating a visiting Reserve
member on “his skilful tactics in relieving the fire department of the Stealers Trophy,”
(Osolinsky). An additional commentary in the caption read, “Any potential <<stealers>>
are invited to visit Communications Squadron located in 1CAG,” (Osolinsky; see also
Photo 4.9, p.204).

In the same issue a feature section titled “Hawk Tales” (1986) discusses another
stealing incident:

A mystery of sorts has plagued the Hawks’ nest for the past few weeks,

since our all-ranks mess dinner. It seems someone lifted the squadron’s

“loving-cup” during the festivities, and has now ransomed it for two cases

of “killer heinies™. Unidentified intelligence sources have pointed the

finger at our very own armourers. This of course can neither be confirmed

or denied. It seems there was a misunderstanding about the “tradition” and

when asked, any armourer will grin and say he knows nothing about it.

¥ See Appendix C: Glossary.
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This may very well be rectified by the time you read this, however we will

keep you abreast of the situation (19).

4.5 The History of “Making the Rounds”

The history of these events is a blend of published history and the “occupational
experience narratives” (McCarl 1978b) of members of 56 FES. Together these shape
what the group perceives to be traditional, and in the telling serve to inform others about
rules for appropriate and competent performance.

When 56 FES was formed in 1949 the Canadian Forces was situated at
Buckmaster's Field in the centre of St. John's (Map 3.1: 7, p.142), and the social activities
took place at the messes there. Once the members of 56 FES had finished their own meal
at the mess at Buckmaster's Field, some would visit other messes or Branch 1 of the
Legion on Blackmarsh Road, St. John’s for the evening (Map 3.1: 7, 10, p.142). The
Unit history shows a photo of the sappers of 56 FES, during these celebrations in 1958
(Photo 1.1, p.26; Harvey 80). Sergeant Barnes, who had been a member of the Royal
Newfoundland Regiment prior to joining 56 FES in 1964, describes these celebrations in

the days when they were held at Buckmaster’s Field:

Then we’d march right back to Buckmaster’s Field, and then we’d be
dismissed, but then all the messes used to be open.... and there was a lot
of activities on and most of the people then were veterans, besides us
younger guys, there wasn’t too many of us, and you had to be 21 to drink
anyway and a lot of us couldn’t get in the mess at that time, we used to

have a place off to ourselves but we used to see them in there havin' a
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great time, but we had a great time, drinkin’ our cokes and whatever, and
then that night there was a big dance, 11™ November.. Buckmaster’s Field,

the mess (Interview 11).

Once the Canadian Armed Forces were relocated in Pleasantville in the mid 1960s,
with the militia in buildings 311 and 312 (Henderson 42-43) the custom of making the
rounds as it is practised today, began to develop, and Branch 56 of the Legion became the
focal point of the activities for many sappers in the earlier years of 56 FES, as Master

Warrant Officer Parsons remembers:

Well, after the formal parade.... usually we visit the Legion Branches,
there are several of them, and our mess, you know.... have a drink, and I
guess, reminisce, you know, back to the old days: how parades were, and
everything else, and ahm usually pass the day... that way. One thing I find
here now, is going back fifteen or twenty years ago, like I say, usually,
probably ah you'd be on the go until probably eight o'clock, nine o'clock in
the night. But things have calmed down somewhat, and it doesn't seem to
have the same. . impact on people now anymore, it's after.. I guess, sort of

dying out a bit, you know (Interview 8).

Sergeant Edison, a member since 1966, also spoke about his memories of the early days of

the Squadron and the importance of making the rounds to the celebration:

[ think that we only had one year here that one or two messes have been
closed to the general bodies, but all the messes were always opened.
Messes, legions, whether it.. was the messes, Cabot, and then it was the
RAF people always were at the RAF Club so we visited there, the
American Legion used to be on the go at the base and we used to visit the

American Legion, and then back to Branch 56, and probably down off
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New Gower Street to Branch 1.. you just go in and meet the veterans.. and
in my case I knew a lot of the veterans.. in Branch 56 some of the
legionnaires were involved with the squadron.. they’d tell you how they
used to do it themselves during the war, it was just a day communicating

with the ex-soldiers (Interview 10).
Major Stack, a member of 56 FES since 1978, describes his experiences of “making the

rounds” and recent changes he has seen:

Branch 56 is close to here, and it was always a place where you could go
down and meet the Legionnaires, and the veterans and that was
diminished.. or they decided to close Branch 56 earlier or there wasn't
enough of 'em around anymore and they focused everything at the major
Branch 1.. whatever the reason, Branch 56 was no longer the beehive of
activity, so that the military community here, particularly the Reserve
military community, tended to focus on ah.. something close by, and I
guess Cabot, everyone naturally gravitated towards Cabot, it wasn't any
conscious decision “Let's all, let's all be Navy and talk to those people.”
it’s just the way it happened, I 'spose, and that's why everyone ended up at
[HMCS] Cabot, and it seems to have become a new, sort of a tradition, |
can't really say when it started, maybe its only been the last three or four
years.... In fact I was the one that was encouraging people to go down to
56.. probably because I, I don't know. I still have that ah as being the.. the
usual modus operandi you know you come off the hill you go to Branch
56, but I think there's not that much down there anymore so.. Branch 1,
everyone focuses on Branch 1 now.. Branch 1 is a dance whereas Branch
56 was never a dance.... Branch 56 was a spontaneous party, and it was
almost like stepping into a room out of ah the Second World War with

Vera.. Vera Lynn or whatever her name was.. being you know, playing in
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the background a bunch of people actually gathered around the piano, with
people sitting at the piano, various modes of dress and you know you look
back and you look at something that looks like an old war film, a bunch of
these pilots that were at one of their ah barracks in London, and ah.. that's
not there anymore, that's what, that's what Branch.. Branch 1 has replaced
it and they've grouped it all together now but it seems to be.. less of a

traditional way if doing things (Interview 1).
Lieutenant Fleet, a member of 56 FES Squadron Headquarters (SHQ) since the spring of
1982, was among the many members whose accounts of “making the rounds” saw the

Legion as the focal point of this custom during the early years:

I think the thing that stands out the most, is ah, one year, [ think it was my
first or second year.. down at Branch 56, there was a whole pile of
veterans and their wives, and they used to sit around and bang away on the
piano with the old, "Long way to Tipperary" and all these tunes, and you
get to meet them and talk to them. They, used to be, some of the older
guys used to get amazed to see me in uniform, cause they still weren't used
to seeing a female in uniform, and we used to have a really nice time

talking to them (Interview 5).
The custom of “making the rounds” may change over the years, as Sergeant Kelly, a

member of 56 FES since February 1986, commented:

Well after the parade, we went then ah up in the drill hall, they had a few
beer laid out, sandwiches stuff like that, and you just went and ah had a
couple a beer, sneak em cause you were only seventeen then, so you sneak
a couple of beer and ah, go with that, have a coupla a beer and talk to a
few people, now, basically now then not a lot of people wasn't talking to

anybody really, as such, just the people you knew from the unit, talking to
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year, the first time around.. [ went to the drill hall, once I left the drill hall,
I just went home because I wasn't really into what.. goes on afterwards and
whatnot.... The next year came round, in a little longer.. knew a few more
people, like you would.... So then you went, went and did the parade,
went to the drill hall. After the drill hall then you went and started goin' to
the Legion then, you went down, start at the Legion down, down by us,
that's ah Branch ah, I can't remember the Branch... Branch 56, yes that's
right, down by us, down in Pleasantville. Start there, have a few drinks
there, then you'd go to ah, just pop around to all the different Legions,
have a coupla beer here, coupla beer there.. and then eventually end up
downtown, cause you had your dress uniform on, that's the only one you're
allowed to wear downtown or anywhere in public, so you took advantage
of the situation and went downtown in uniform.... When you go to the
Legions, that's when you used to talk to the skippers [name commonly
used to refer to older men in Newfoundland].. all the skippers would be
out and you'd be just chattin' with them cause they like, that's, I mean,
basically Remembrance Day was their day because they're the ones who
it’s for, so you'd just go with them and you'd sit down and you'd just sit
down wherever you want, wherever you saw a group of people, go over
and sit down “Hello”, go over and have a chat, and they'd be tellin' you
their war stories about.. when they were in, all that, and you just listen to
what they were saying, have a chat with them.. makes them feel like
they're not forgotten about, cause that's ther big day of the year, where they

get to remember what they did (Interview 7).

185
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4.6 History of “Stealing the Beaver”

The history of the custom of “stealing the beaver” by 56 FES includes tales
explaining the birth of the custom, and stories of other stealing in addition to tales of
incidents that have taken place within the Canadian Military.

Lieutenant Machin explained the “emergence” (Baumann 1977, 37-38) of their
stealing custom as follows. In 1986, a former member of 56 FES, Licutenant Keith Mills
brought the beaver of HMCS Cabot to the attention to members of 56 FES. However, at
that time, few members of 56 FES visited HMCS Cabot. On November 11, 1988, the
messes were opened for Remembrance Day, and members of 56 FES began to visit the
HMCS Cabot Junior Ranks Mess in large groups, where they saw the beaver at that time.
It was not until the members of 56 FES had left HMCS Cabot and were at Branch 56 of
the Legion that several of the junior officers, including Lieutenant Machin, discussed
stealing the beaver and the next possible opportunity (Interview 3). It was not until 1989,
however, that the junior officers, along with several junior NCO's and Sappers, made
their first, now famous, attempts on the beaver (Interview 3). This attempt, though
unsuccessful, was inspiration enough for members of 56 FES to try again.

The members of 56 FES visited HMCS Cabot on November 11, 1990, and
“Cabot had chained the beaver to its perch” [refers to the small logs to which the beaver
was mounted] (Interview 3). Lieutenant Machin’s narrative describes the events of

November 11, 1990:
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It’s the second year [1990], the first year [1989] I wasn't directly involved
in it. We were gonna set up a diversion, a couple of the younger sappers
were gonna start a fight in the corner, the beaver was in a Plexiglas case in
a corner by a fireplace.. start up a fight as a diversion, one of them
[sappers] was going to throw the other one against the case, break it grab
the beaver and start throwing it along this chain outside, and the last guy in
the chain was over the fence and in the golf course and he was just going
to run until he could run any more with it [laughter in voice, informant
smiling] but ah the two young sappers, this was the first time was had a
whole mess of plans that night, the two young sappers started getting in a
fight the people around them who weren't aware of the plan, because they
were members of other units, and we didn't bring them into our
confidence.. they broke up the fight tout de suite and the two sappers got
kicked out and we had a devil of a time getting them back in [laughs,
swallows and pauses] The next plan was.. one guy was gonna.. he had, we
had a broomstick with a metal end, we were just gonna walk in the bar
with it stuck down beside our sides and run at the case break it a just pass
it, keep the chain there pass it along, but we got so long in planning that
one that the.. the navy people caught on that there was engineers hangin'
out along the corridors and down in the basement and outside and
everything in a big line and they said “Hmmm what's going on here?” So
they realized we were what we were after and they moved the beaver
behind the bar.... at which point our plan took even longer because there's
a door into the bar, but it can only be opened by the bartender. We sat back
and observed the place for a little while, and we noticed that the code they
were... There was people coming and going from behind the bar.. and
bartender had to go over and open the door all the time and the navy
people were going back and forth we forgot what knock they were using,

they were using the old shave and a haircut routine. We were going to get
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one guy to go up and knock on the door and have two sappers or two of
the young guys ready to grab on the door, rip it open a guy would run in
get the beaver [laughing] pass it out this chain which had truncated to
going out the front door. ‘Cause we were getting pretty polluted this time,
and I managed to knock down a shelf in the [laughing] foyer and got in a
rather loud argument with this ah petty officer from the navy. So all the
engineers, they then they caught on to what they were doing again, all the
engineers got thrown out.... so we went to the Garrison Club, regrouped,
gathered some more compatriots with us, had a couple beers and went
back to Cabot, and they didn't seem to notice that we were back so we
went right back into planning and scheming and actually causing a
disturbance. The navy, at this point they were singing songs and doing all
this kind of stuff so we started singing our own songs, and ours were a
little bit lustier and bawdier that theirs were so they got upset and threw us
out again [both laugh]. So we all went down to Branch 56, had a few beers
there, talked to the old farts for awhile, and believe it or not, the weather
was kind of crappy that day, we all decided we'll go back to Cabot. So the
third time we went back to Cabot we actually did get someone in behind
the bar but they had three bartenders in there at this point and he was
flicked out the door, a this time we ah decided it'd be better if we all left..

it was kind of late at that point (Interview 3).

Corporal Geoff Peddigrew, another participant in the 1990 attempts, described his role in

the event;

We try to bring it home every year.. in 1990 I guess it was.. after the
parade.. this year we went over.. we had two attempts at it.. we were pretty
close. The first time was ah.. we went in and... we were standing around

looking at it looking inconspicuous... myself and Corporal Corbett... We
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went over to it and just looked at it and standin’ around like we weren't
doin' anything and people were positioned they were going to run with it,
going to grab it and just run out of the mess... When we finally grabbed
ahold of it and started runnin’ we didn't realize it was plugged in . . the
whole case was plugged in. So we started running and all of a sudden
there was a cord on the wall and it kind-of pulled us back, so then the
whole mantel-piece started to crash to the floor, so everyone grabbed ahold
of the mante] piece and grabbed the beaver and took us and brought us up
to the duty officer and he took our names and everything. So we came
back over here [56 FES] but.. we felt like we failed and we had to go back
and get it again. So we changed nametags and walked back over again to
the mess, walked in and this time we had people positioned in corners ah
so.. right out though door, right outside. And what was going to happen, I
was gonna... Two guys were going to pretend to start a fight and they were
going to fight and I was going to run over and smash the glass, grab the
beaver and throw it and then get caught [laughs}, just stand there and let
them catch me. But then once I threw the beaver it would just get passed
down the chain right out through the door and the last guy'd run with it. So
somehow our timings got mixed up and I started to run at the beaver with
a scarf wrapped around my hand going to smash the glass. I got about...
about three feet away from it when a couple people jumped on top of me,
and kindly escorted me out of the mess, brought me to the duty officer
again and couldn't believe I was back again for the second time... We
went back again for the third time but they wouldn't let us back in. [We]
changed nametags once more but it just didn't work... There were nine or

ten people involved (Interview 19).
The members of 56 FES that participated in this emergent custom took part in the

plans and attempts to “steal the beaver” because of their shared knowledge about this type
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of prank as traditional within Canadian Forces culture. Often during discussions of
“stealing the beaver” with me, the members 56 FES and other units in the Canadian
Forces described similar pranks that they had been involved with, or had heard about.

For example, the Officers' Mess (now the Annex) in Building 308 of CFS St. John's
has a large aeroplane propeller hanging above the door to the bar. The propeller had been
stolen the officers of a Canadian Air Force Tracker Squadron 880 that had been stationed at
CFS St. John’s to patrol the Atlantic Coast. This unit was housed at the Torbay airfield until
1989.° The propeller was returned to the mess bearing an engraved brass plate
commemorating the event. It reads: “Liberated and Refurbished By MR 88 Bearcats 12-Feb
88” (Photo 4.8, p.203).

Calvin Purcell, a former member of the Princess Patricia’s Canadian Light Infantry,
was one of the soldiers involved in the “Stealers Trophy” incident of 1985 and described in
detail how he, and fellow PPCLI members, was able to slip into the Military Police
Compound and steal the trophy. Purcell also told how the Boy Scout troop from CFB Baden
later stole the trophy from the orderly room of the PPCLI, using a well-staged “mock”
accident that even involved the ambulance being called from the base to distract the PPCLI
duty officer (Interview 34). This trophy also had many engraved plaques with the names
and dates of successful “stealers” (“Steeler’s Trophy” 1985).

Warrant Officer Thomas, serving with the Canadian Military Engineers' Museum,

at Canadian Forces Base Chilliwack, British Columbia provided me several other

? (Henderson 63-64).
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accounts of “stealing pranks.” Members of the officers’ mess at CFB Chilliwack stole the
totem pole from CFB Comox, on Vancouver Island without being caught. To be returned
to Comox, it had to be airlifted by helicopter. In another incident the mascot of the
Canadian Forces Officer Cadet School (CFOCS) in Chilliwack, a stuffed bear was
routinely stolen by the Sergeant's Mess and held for ransom for a keg of beer. Each time
the bear was stolen, CFOCS would buy the beer, throw a party, and the bear was handed
back. In another prank, recounted by Warrant Officer Thomas, a sword from the United
States Civil War that was on display in a pub in New England was stolen by a group of
Canadian Military Engineers who had been taking part in a diving course on Deer Island,
New Brunswick. The military engineers went on a pub-crawl just over the border, spied
the sword and took it from the pub. The owners of the pub, who viewed the incident as a
literal theft, had notified the police. When the culprits were discovered, the sword was
returned with a formal apology; it was believed that a cover-up by the military prevented
the “thieves” from being charged (Interview 31).

Sapper Budden described another incident involving an attempt to steal a beaver
statue in a public park near Canadian Forces Base Gagetown, New Brunswick:

I remember one time up in Fredericton, ah one of the parks in the middle

of Fredericton has this big brass beaver er something, its humungous, I

mean.. and there was four of us there, we were sloshed and we were just

tryin' to get this beaver back to the shack right and it was like [acting out

trying to lift large, heavy beaver] come on hands on for a lift, you know

and could not move it right, if that would have been the ultimate if we had

gotten that back to the shack.... we just couldn't move it, [ mean that would
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have been the ultimate thing, just get that back in the shack, you know
inspection the next morning, “Ahh what is that?” ... “You know we
acquired that there, sir”....I don't know how we would have got it back,
you know, get a bus or something [both laugh] I don't think we really

cared at the time (Interview 27).

The military sometimes attempts to record such events through mock reports where
official forms are used. For example, during the annual planning conference of 56 FES at
United States Naval Facility, Argentia, Newfoundland the weekend of February 5 to 7,
1993, members of 56 FES attempted to steal the ship’s bell from the mess. The evening of
February 6, 1993, following the annual conference dinner, during the informal gathering at
the combined mess, attempts were made by several members of 56 FES, including Major
Stack and Sergeant Edison, to remove the ship's bell, an important part of any mess -
especially a naval mess. They unhooked the bell from its hanger on the wall by the bar, and
tried to sneak it down a hallway towards the kitchen and back entrance of the mess. The
Chief of Base Security apprehended them, and the bell returned to its display, at which time
the two individuals involved were released. Later that evening, several of the junior NCO's
of 56 FES wrote a mock report of the incident, as if it were to be included as part of a
disciplinary hearing. Unfortunately, the report was left behind, and 1 was unable to include
it here.

The file containing records of the prank “Operation Ark” that took place at CFB
Chilliwack have survived however in the Canadian Military Engineers Museum formerly at
CFB Chilliwack. This file includes the correspondence between military commanders and

padres, work orders, as well as the plans and preparations to build and stock a biblical style
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ark to “save” members of the military community in Chilliwack from an “impending
flood”. The amount of detail in this file is similar to the format for the official preparations
required for any military project, exercise, or other operation. The use of official forms to
document these types of pranks and jokes may be a way for the members to make fun of, or
subvert (Cleveland 1985) the strict adherence to procedure and the degree to which every
minute detail of military occupational life is also recorded.

The engraved plaques adorning the stolen objects and the occupational experience
narratives in circulation are a common method of recording the history of these events. Less
common are published accounts, such as those discussed in the “Mascots” chapter of
Customs and Traditions of the Canadian Armed Forces by E.C. Russell (1980) who alludes

to mascot stealing:

Also fashioned of metal is the well-known yet seldom seen Cecil the
Snake of 444 Tactical Helicopter Squadron. The device on the squadron
badge is the hooded cobra and many years ago, in Germany, a fine likeness
of this fierce reptile was acquired in a shop. From then on, he was called
Cecil the Snake. But because visitors from other squadrons have been
known to cast covetous glances at Cecil, the cobra has been entrusted to
the care of the junior officer of the squadron, there being dire penalties
awaiting the gentleman should anything happen to Cecil. As a result this
unusual mascot emerges from his secret refuge only for special occasions
in the mess. But perhaps the most cherished and the most coveted of the
long parade of inanimate mascots which led truly charmed lives in the
Canadian Forces was the Greater Yellow-Legs of Ottawa's No.2416
Aircraft Control and Warning Squadron of the Royal Canadian Air Force

in the 1950's, which when glasses were raised in the squadron mess,
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brought forth the solemn toast, “the Honoured Twillick!” So great was the
fame of this bird that it was essential, for his own security, that he spend
most of his quiet hours bound by a huge chain in a strong wrought-iron
cage. For this mascot was no ordinary Twillick bird."® Not only did he
occupy the honoured position of being the major device on the squadron's
official badge, but he dominated the scene of every mess function.
Unknown to the uninitiated, the Twillick bird was fitted with an
uncommonly capacious holding tank, together with a spigot concealed in
the feather just abaft the landing gear. With a flourish, the Twillick-
Master would give a twist to the spigot and proceed with the ceremonial
"Charging of the Noggins" with a brew which defied normal analysis, but

which always evoked the lusty toast, “Up the Twillick!”(Russell, 126).

This type of stealing tradition, being part of the folklore of the Canadian Forces,
though not officially condoned, is accepted and perpetuated among members of the
military most often through informal learning, during the events’ performance and in the
circulation of occupational experience narratives, and less often through printed records
such as military newspapers and publications. The objects that are stolen, the beaver and
other items, themselves tell the history of stealing customs in military culture, bearing the
engraved evidence of past successful theft. These are commemorative objects, not unlike
a memorial defined by Pickford as being discursive of the ritual frame “extruded from
life” (154) and seen by Falassi as “time out of time” (1987). The members of the
Squadron see the beaver mascot as “sacred”, as explained emphatically by Master

Corporal Payne:

" See Glossary in Appendix C.
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... So long as the beaver don't get dropped, that's the main thing, that's
that's like carrying a baby in your hands... If you're gonna fall, you fall on
your face first before you let the beaver go.... if you're going after
somethin' that is your symbol then you should treat it with a lot of respect

(Interview 15).



Photo 4.1 Beaver mascot of HMCS Cabot in its display case at the (former) junior ranks
miess Building 314 of CFS 5i. John's.,
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Photo 4.2 Bernie (Bucky) the beaver mascot of 56 FES in his case.
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Photo. 4.3 56 FES t-shirl.
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Phoio 4.4 56 FES jackel bearing the CME crest and in CME colours red and blue.



Photo 4.5 The back of a course t-shirt from summer training in 1992
with a drawing of the CME crest and cheer “Chimo™.
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Photo 4.6 The har of HMCS Cabot’s mess in building 314 of CFS St. John's in
Measaniville.
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Phato 4.7 Mess Bell af the (farmer ) (fTicer’s Mess of CFS 50, John's
in building MX in Pleasantville, St John's, Newloundland.
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Photo 4.8 Propeller above the door of the (former) Officer’s Mess at CFS St. John's in
building 308 of Pleasantville, St. John's, Newfoundland.



|
. g il

L

T T e

Photo 4.9 The Stealer’s Trophy depicted in Der Kanandier
May 1986 (Osolinsky) [poor guality reproduction as photo
was scanned from newsprint].
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Photo 4.10 The band of the Roval Newfoundland Regiment playing a marching tune on
November 11, 1992.
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Photo 4.11 OdTicers having lunch in the Blue Room at the (former) Officers” Mess in
building 358 of CFS 51, John's on November 11, 1992,
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Photo 4.12 A visiting Roval Scots officer accepts a plague from Colonel Mackay of 1
RNFLD in the Blue Room of the (former) Officers’ Mess, Building 308 of CFS St.
John's on November 11, 1992,
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Photo 4,13 (MTicers at the bar of the (former) (OMicers” Mess of CFS St John's on
November 11, 1992,



Photo 4.14 Members of 56 FES at the Garrison Club in the afternoon of November 11,
19492,



Photo 4.15 Metrobus Honour Guard members at the Garrison Club during the afternoon
of Movember 11, 1992,



Photo 4,16 Members of 56 FES talking and playing pool at the Garrison Club in the
alternoon of Movember 11, 19492,
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Photo 4.17 Social activities at the Garrison Club during the afternson of November 11,
1992



Photo 4.18 Social activities at the (former) junior ranks mess of HMCS Cabot, building 314
of CFS St. John's on November 11, 1992, In the background, barely visible on the
right-hand side, is the case where the beaver of HMCS Cabot was usually kept.
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Photo 4.19 Drinking game at the junior ranks mess of HMCS Cabot | Building 314) during
the celebrations on November 11, 1992,



Photia 4.20 Members of 56 FES plotting the beavers”™ demise; from left to righi: Li Machin,
Cpl Avery, Sgt Gibbons and Cpl Wicks at the (former) junior ranks mess of HMUS
Cabot on Movember 11, 1992,
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Map 4.1 Section of CFS. 5L John's, Pleasantville, St John's indicating the locations for
“making the rounds” on Remembrance Day (Plot Plan 1958).
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Map 4.2 Section of the inset of Downtown St. John's indicating locations for Remembrance
Day events (5t fohn s, 1996).
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Map 4.3 Section of St. John's indicating the location of Branch 1 of the Royal Canadian
Legion (S, John's. 1996).
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Map 4.4 Section of St. John's and Mount Pearl, indicating the location of Branch 36 of the
Royal Canadian Legion in Mount Pearl (52, John's. 1996).
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CHAPTER 5: ANALYSES AND INTERPRETATIONS

The Remembrance Day Celebrations of 56 FES is comprised of public and private
customs that differ in style, structure and performance (Handleman 1990, 17-18).
Richard Baumann explains the interdependence of performance, context and “cultural
competence” (Baumann, 1977, 9, 27-31) that Don Handleman refers to as the custom’s
“existentiality” (1990, 17). The Remembrance Day celebrations are “set apart from
everyday life” (Falassi 1987) through “framing” or “keying” (Baumann 1977, 16; see also
Davis) devices - setting, behaviour, speech, costume - that draw attention to the events as
special or significant (Baumann, 1977, 16; Turner 1982). As “framed play within work”
(Dandridge 251-259; see also Abrahams 1978, 189, Bowman 1985, 61-71; Macaloon
1982; Nusbaum 1978, 18-28), the public and private Remembrance Day customs of 56
FES are reinforcement of the meaning that this day holds for members of the unit.

Through a closer examination of the objects used in performance, and the
structure and style of performance I will make evident their importance for members of
56 FES as communications of shared and differential identity as defined by Richard
Baumann (1971, 38; see also Bowman 1985, 69; Jansen 1959; Cohen 1982; Cohen 1985).
Identifying the differences between members of the Squadron and non-members
facilitates the integration of sappers within their unit and branch. Likewise, identifying
the similarities between members of 56 FES and members of other military units or

trades, and maintaining their connection to the Veterans, serves to integrate 56 FES
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within the entire Canadian Forces, and strengthens their sense of belonging to that body

(Bronner 1985, 1; Cohen 1982; Cohen 1985; English 115, McCarl 1978a; Wolfe, 344).

5.1. The Public Ceremonies

As noted above, military occupational training involves a great degree of technical
skills and knowledge of procedures and regulations. This degree of regulation also applies
to many aspects of a service members’ life outside the workplace (Burke 2003a; 2004 ix).
Many events in military life are marked by ceremony, of which only a fraction is visible to
the public. For example, glimpses of formal military ceremonies such the as the 56 FES
Change of Squadron Sergeant Major parade in 1992 featured in The Evening Telegram
(“End of an era” 1992).

The parade and gun salute are the most public and formal ceremonies of
Remembrance Day for 56 FES. The style of the occasion, the complexity of the event, the
amount of preparation involved and the strictness of adherence to procedures and dress
codes demonstrates the importance of the occasion (Burke 2004, 86; Handleman 13-17;
Davis 22; Jaffe 271). The knowledge of the public performance of Remembrance Day
ceremonies are communicated to both participants and observers in a variety of ways,
informal and formal, that create a set of expectations for the style and structure of the

event (Turner 1982, 16; Davis 67).
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5.1.1 The Legion Parade and Ceremonies

Parade and drill are part of the everyday occupational life of the military (Canada
DND 1993a, Ch. 1). The Remembrance Day parade organized by the Royal Canadian
Legion, however, is a ceremonial display event (Ch. 1, 103), which involves both military
and non-military participants. The public customs are the “work” part of Remembrance
Day, as noted by Captain Fleet, “Remembrance Day to me. It’s part of my job... we’re
there for the public. It’s a professional requirement” (Interview 2).‘

Carol Burke in “Marching to Vietnam,” discusses the symbolic function of
parade drill: “it erases individuality and inscribes corporate identity—the movements of
individuals indistinguishable from the whole” (Burke 1989a, 424; see also Cleveland
1994, 46). In a different but related context, Susan G. Davis’s Parades and Power (1986)

illustrates the many ways parades serve to divide participant from observer:

The unity of motion acquired through drilling and practice implied
unanimity, coliective control and self-control. Uniforms reduced variety
and effaced individualism, heightening the image of order created by
concerted movement. At the same time, costumes caught the eye with a
gorgeous and colourful organization of detail. Tokens of identity, such as
badges, sashes, ribbons and banners, unified marchers and separated them
from their audience... In the same way, bands of musicians hired by
volunteer organisations and the militias added aural complexity to the
visual spectacle, announced the parade from afar, and testified to the
expense of the production... Planning and devices such as uniforms and

marching skills not only heightened the sense of performance, but also
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discouraged bystanders from joining in, clearly separating performers and
audience (159-162).-

The participants in the public events are differentiated from observers most
obviously by their uniforms. Nathan Joseph’s Uniforms and Non-Uniforms describes the

ways that uniforms separates insiders from outsiders:

Because of its association with a group, the uniform assumes the
properties of a totemic emblem and embodies the attributes of that
group.... As with other cultural artifacts, the uniform seems to have an
existence independent of the group or its wearers. In the old army saw,
one "salutes the uniform and not the man." the uniform is not only an
emblem but also a reminder of the behaviour appropriate toward this
emblem; it becomes a third factor in the interaction between wearer and
other... itis an impersonal objectification of the group... The Uniform
Reveals and Conceals Status Position. The uniform is read as an indicator
of membership in an organization. The uniform makes the wearer's
position or status much more visible than do other types of dress; it
minimizes the possibility of confusing members with non-members...The
Uniform is a Certificate of Legitimacy. The uniform is read to discern the
relationship between wearer and organization... The uniform is a symbolic
declaration that an individual will adhere to group practices and norms and
standardized roles and has mastered the relevant group skills. The
Uniform Suppresses Individuality... suppresses idiosyncrasies of

behaviour, appearance, and sometimes physical attributes (66-69).

The members of 56 FES are part of a larger military presence, and their identity as
Canadian Military Engineers is indistinguishable to the observer unless they are in close

proximity (Jaffe 265). The memorandum by Captain Maxwell (Appendix A) orders every
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sapper to be dressed the same, only the name tag or medals discerns one from another,
and the CME Badge, collar dogs and epaulets distinguishing them from other trades
(Burke 2004, 82-83; Joseph 66-9; Jaffe; Cleveland 1994, 46-47). The Legion poppies,
adopted in 1919 as the “flower of remembrance” are made and sold by the Legion to be
worn, voluntarily, by the public as a sign of respect for our veterans (Bowering 200).
Military members are ordered to wear a poppy on their headdress (Appendix A) on
Remembrance Day, it being a paid workday. The members of the military on parade
appear, to the average onlooker, identical; one young woman pointing out her boyfriend
on parade at the Sergeants’ Memorial on November 11, 1992 noted, "Army guys look all
the same in uniform". Also noted by Carol Burke, “The institution, not the individual,
speaks through military dress,” (2004, 79).

Alexandre Jaffe’s “Saluting in Social Context” explains that saluting is used in
ceremonial events to indicate “temporal markers” of an event, or “to initiate or terminate a
formal event” (Jaffe 1988). Jaffe further explains, “Control of a formation of soldiers is
passed from one person to another by salutes, with a salute offered to the person presently in
command by the person taking over...” (Jaffe 1988, 265; see also Davis 67). The beginning
of the ceremonies at the National War Memorial is indicated when the Lieutenant Governor
arrives and the parade commander orders the parade and colour party to give the “vice regal
salute”. The end of the parade is indicated when the Lieutenant Governor of Newfoundland
and Labrador “takes the salute” from the parade, meaning he returns command to the

individual commanders, symbolising the end of his control over the events. The specialized
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movements of the parade and gun salute serve to set it apart as symbolic behaviour (Falassi
1987).

The uniformity of movement achieved though parade drill, combined with the
large numbers of military members in uniform, heightens the sense of belonging to the
entire Canadian Forces and acceptance of their shared occupational ideals (Burke 2004,
78-105; Davis 159-162; Joseph 69; Rutherdale 41; Weiss 284; see also English; Keegan
1977). The commemoration of those who were lost and respect for living veterans is
emphasized by the unified group of military personnel who by their participation
communicate their feelings of duty, honour, and bravery in the service of Newfoundland
and Canada in conflict and war, in the past as well as for the future. For the public who
take part as observers, there can be any number of meanings, based upon an individual’s
beliefs, experiences and cultural background (Hass; Davis 165; Bronner 2000).

The “framing” (Turner 1982, 12; Babcock 1978, 276; MacAloon 1982, 255-271)
of the ceremonies with special costumes, speech, movement, and time and setting
indicate their significance for the participants. The locations of the ceremonies — the
National War Memorial and the Sergeants’ Memorial — indicate a ceremonial space (Blair
17). War Memorials are symbolic monuments constructed to commemorate not only the
battles that were fought and the soldiers who sacrificed with their lives, but also the
values and liberties that the military were fighting to uphold (Blair; Blair, Jeppeson and
Pucci; see also Bodnar in Gillis (74-89); Dennis (237), Ellis (25-30); Hass; Pickford

(133-173)).
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The participants in the ceremonies at the National War Memorial stand on the
steps or directly in front, based upon their role in the ceremonies, that set them apart from
the public who stand behind, in front or to the sides of the memorial. Though the distance
of the observers from the participants is not great, the constructed physical enclosure of
the War Memorial creates a division, between participants and observers — insiders and
outsiders. The Sergeant’s Memorial on Queen’s Road in St. John’s is situated in the
middle of the road, where Queen’s Road, Cathedral Street and Church Hill meet. The
participants in Legion Parade stand in parade formation on the street circling the
memorial, with observers standing behind the participants. Thus, the separation of
performers and audience is clearly articulated in the time and setting of the ceremonies.
The National War Memorial and the Sergeants” Memorial becomes a “ceremonial” space
(Turner 1982, 12; Azryahu 501-513; Fish 1987, 82; Walter 63-64, 81-87; Pickford 154)
that indicates that these celebrations are “apart from the everyday,” (Falassi 1987, 2;
Moore and Myerhoff 1977, 5).

The November 11" Remembrance Day is a statutory holiday in Canada, which
means it is to be observed on the date, and not the nearest Monday, further emphasizing
its importance (Russell 202). With many businesses closed and streets blocked and traffic

diverted, everyday life is on hold, further emphasizing the importance of the ceremony.
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The parade schedule printed in local papers for the public30 and in the
memorandum for members of 56 FES serves to ritualize the events and set them apart as
“special” (Handleman 17-18; Turner 1982, 12). The public is notified of the streets to be
closed for the parade route prior to Remembrance Day.31 The streets are transformed from
everyday space into ceremonial space, for the duration of the Remembrance Day
Ceremony (Turner 1982; Turner 1987, Falassi 1987).

The National War Memorial in Ottawa, Ontario was at the centre of recent public
uproar and media attention; on Canada Day, July 1, 2006, young men were caught
urinating on the National War Memorial. The discussions of these incidents by members
of the Veteran community, the military and the public have given rise to demands “for
better security to protect the memorial” (CBC News, 2006a; see also CBC News, 2006b)
because “This is a shrine to people who fought for us in the wars” (Harrold and Zabjek)
and the youths’ behaviour is seen as disrespectful towards the veteran community and

war dead for which the memorial is a symbol.

5.1.2. The Gun Salute

The gun salute holds as much importance for 56 FES as the Legion parade and
ceremonies. Squadron members consider the gun salute a public event, but the site for its

performance, Signal Hill, is set apart from the larger ceremony, out of sight of the other

* For example see the schedules from local papers “Remembrance Day Ceremony” Nov. 9,
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participants and audience at the National War Memorial, though there may be a small
audience who come to watch the salute itself.

The gun salute begins at the same time as the Last Post at the National War
Memorial, and the sounds of each round being fired can be heard in the background.
Though the gun party are not visible to the participants and observers at the National War
Memorial, they are still part of the public ceremonies. The timings for the gun salute are
listed only in the memorandum for the members of S6FES and not listed in the program
of the Remembrance Day ceremonies published in local papers. In published media
accounts describing the events on Remembrance Day, it is usually the sound of the guns
that are described and not the proceedings per se.

For the members of the gun party, their participation in the ceremony is shorter, as
their duties end when the 21 rounds have been fired and they return to the gun lock-up.
They are also able to have some private moments of informal activity before they must
participate in the gun salute (Interview 33), whereas those involved in the parade setting
are afforded no moments away from the audience. Captain Terry Fleet explained why he,
as a new member, had liked being on the gun salute, “but if [ had a preference I'd be on
the gun salute because you'd get back in time for dinner . . . on parade there was always

was a big line-up (Interview 2).

1992; “Armistice Day Parade: Order of Parade” Nov. 10, 1992; “Parade Schedule”Nov.10, 1993.
*! For example see “Traffic Regulations: Remembrance Day”1949.
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The gun salute is an important part of Remembrance Day ceremonies at Canadian
Forces establishments across Canada (Russell 9,10). The honour felt by members of 56
FES is heightened as no other engineer squadron or regiment fires artillery, this sets them
apart from other units. As Master Warrant Officer Parsons noted, “it’s a bit more high
profile to the soldier himself, although a lot of people don't even know we're up
there,”(Interview 8). However, though significant in terms of the military celebration of
remembrance, the gun salute is rarely mentioned in the media, as part of the entire public
celebration. Indeed, a number of civilians, questioned informally about their knowledge
of the salute, stated that they believed the “Tattoo” performed the salute The tattoo in St.
John’s being a seasonal ceremonial re-enactment of the militia stationed at the Queen’s
Battery from 1824-1862 to protect St. John’s Harbour (Henderson 47). Interestingly,
there are few published accounts of the Remembrance Day gun salute performed by 56
FES such as those found in military publications (Chaplin-Thomas, Johnson & Rawling;
Harvey). Guarding the Gates: A History of Canadian Forces Station John’s by Peter
Henderson includes a photograph of 56 FES training with the L5 Pack Howitzers, but
does not mention the gun salute (89).

The pride felt by Squadron members is attributed to being able to excel in the
work of another branch of the military. Lieutenant Machin observed, “The gun salute,
well we have a saying in the engineers, the gun salute is something we do for a hobby that
the artillery does for a living,” (Interview 3). Sapper Hancock echoes these sentiments,

“We have howitzers, and this ah... Artillery thing to have these weapons, and those are
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our weapons...and we were selected to do this gun salute and it’s not our trade to have
these weapons,” (Interview 28). Lieutenant Rick Palfrey also defines the salute as a
symbol of elevated status:

When I did go in the gun salute, ah [clears throat] first of all you are

selected to go in the gun salute, so it’s, you feel pretty proud to go in a gun

salute with 56 Field Engineer Squadron because you know it’s a very

unique thing, engineers don't usually do gun salutes because it’s an

artillery job, and there is no artillery in Newfoundland so the engineers

were selected, sometime back, to do the gun salutes . . . You got selected

and you went up on Signal Hill and you performed your task in front of a

small audience at times, and ah done your best (Interview 6).
It is not surprising, that many members of 56 FES also expressed the desire for the
entire Squadron to resume the earlier version of the unit parade to Signal Hill for the gun

salute:

It's a morale thing, and we're, we are then seen as being unique.
Everybody else goes on parade; the Squadron goes on the hill and it tends

to bring the unit together (Interview 1).
Warrant Officer Reelis made similar statements, “It’s a squadron event. It’s ours. We
should be together” (Interview 12), and Corporal Kennedy “Everybody would rather be on

the gun salute [than the District parade]” (Interview 22).

The discussion of “status™ and “pride” did not appear to be diminished by the lack
of recognition of their participation by the public, or the relatively small audience who have

attended the salute, “you got selected and you went up on Signal Hill and you performed
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your task in front of a small audience at times, and ah done your best and you were quite
proud of what you did, always were,” (Interview 6).
Squadron members also express pride in the performance of the gun salute, in terms

of the correct execution of the salute, as in the memories of Sergeant Edison:

The big thing was the Royal Newfoundland Regiment had it and district
took it and gave it to us. . So we were runnin' them. We had a little bit of
training, trained a few of us, and then we began training our own gun
crew... We had the old guns, the old 105’s and they took those and they
gave us an Italian gun and that was a different gun, they sent an artillery
guy down from Gagetown and he spent a weekend with us, trained a half a
dozen of us and we just carried on again and we never really had any
problems. . . just another thing we were doing, it was another task we were

given and we did it (Interview 11).

There is an emphasis on following correct procedure for both parade formation and
the salute. Military manuals such as the King’s Regulations and Orders of 1912 and Naval
Customs, Traditions and Usage, 3" Edition (51-75), and the Canadian Forces Manual of
Drill and Ceremonial include detailed regulations and the procedures for gun salutes. The
required practices for the salute allows for experienced members of 56 FES to show new
members how to perform their role in the gun party, and ensures that few mistakes are made

on such an important occasion. As Sapper Hancock commented:

I was a week before training with it. Because I had never seen this...
weapon, at all. . . . for me to be doing it I had to learn all the parts, not all
the parts, but the parts that we needed to know and. . . So we had a week

before, with I think, three days training on how to load the howitzers. . and
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things like that, and the movements that we would have to do with

commands and everything like that (Interview 28).

The gun party participants wear the same uniform as the parade participants, with
slight modifications to allow for greater ease of movement. The gun party remove their
overcoats just prior to the salute, even in very cold weather, and do not wear gloves as they
restrict movements and correct handling of the gun.

The gun salute differentiates the engineers from other military units through its
uniqueness as perceived by the participants of 56 FES, and others in the Canadian Forces,
awarding them special status within the Canadian Forces. This ceremony can be seen to
have both public and private elements as the members of 56 FES performing the gun
salute are physically apart from the Legion parade and ceremony, and not identified in the
media documentation they are less visible to the public. The participants in the parade and
gun salute are differentiated from their audience by their uniforms or special attire,
movements, in addition to ceremonial speech, texts and behaviour that serves to connects
the military participants with one another, reinforcing their common identity and
worldview (Burke 1989a, 425; see also Cleveland 1994, 46-47; Davis; Jaffe; Joseph). By
virtue of military membership and the link to past military battles, peacekeeping and other
types of heroism, the public ceremony reinforces the public face of the military, which is
one of uniformity, respectability, honour and strength, (Davis 158; Cleveland 47;

Rutherdale 278-279). The military performance of the public ceremonies model the
behaviour expected for public commemoration (Handleman 1990, 17) for both insiders

and outsiders.
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5.2. The Private Celebrations

Handleman asserts that private events are “ones in which the doing of
performance clearly has pre-eminence over its design” (1990, 19). The private
celebrations of “making the rounds” and “stealing the beaver” are less structured than the
public ceremonies, and the rules for their performance are acquired informally. These
informal celebrations, more noticeable as “play” activities, take place within the
occupational realm of the participants and teach members additional occupational skills
as well as to reinforce their occupational identity (Burke 1996; Burke 2003a; Cleveland
1994; McCarl 1978a). The “frame” for these celebrations is the absence of frame, the
lack of regulation — the opposite of the public celebrations.

The military is an occupation that expects to encounter danger in training and in
combat (Burke 1992, 127-137; Cleveland 1994; Dickinson 1977; Lally 107-120; Thorpe;
Wamsley). Military members learn through occupational training and folklore to cope
with danger and hardship by making light of it through humour and play at work
(Cleveland 1994)32. Carol Burke explains the use of marching cadences and songs are
employed to alleviate boredom and weariness (Burke 1989a, 424). Military songs,

verses, jokes and pranks are acceptable ways to express the perceived differences between

ranks, other trades and rivals (Burke 2004, 28).
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The participants in the private customs are, for the most part, military, or those
peripheral to the military - quasi-military groups who are involved in the parade,
dignitaries, and friends or family of military members - invited guests. The setting is the
military messes and Legions that uphold military ideals and codes of conduct. The need
to differentiate military from civilian then is not necessary, and all the participants are
“insiders”. The informal activities that take place during the private events that follow
the Remembrance Day ceremonies are only possible amongst people who are
knowledgeable and accepting of the established codes of conduct for such informal
situations (Hymes 1975; McCarl 1978; Bales 153-154; Santino 1978, 199-202). I was
permitted to be present, and to study these private customs, because of recognized

peripheral membership of 56 FES.

5.2.1. “Making the Rounds”

The private celebration of "making the rounds” is an informally learned tradition,
which has no written guide for its content or structure. There is no program or plan for
the events, no delineation of participants or observers, and no strict adherence to a dress
code. The activities that take place during the making the rounds custom are informal -

drinking, talking, playing pool or darts, singing and dancing — and are much less

restrained than those of earlier in the day. Though these events are accepted activities for

32 See also Burke 1987 425; Burke 1992, 127-137; Burke 2004, 27-28; Carey 52-61; Cleveland
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military members, they are also “set apart from the everyday” (Falassi 2) in that though
the social activities take place in a supposed military setting, there are any number of
different ranks, units and trades present.

The making the rounds allows people of different ranks, and affiliation to get
together without the same formal constraints that they are used to having during working
hours, expressed here by Lieutenant Machin:

It's a good time, it’s like a chance to relax, unwind with your buddies a

little bit.. talk to the older guys, meet friends you haven't seen for awhile,

um meet friends from other units you don't get a chance to socialize with,

you get a chance to socialize with the other ranks. I came from the other

ranks [refers to his having reached the rank of MCpl before undergoing

officer training] so I sorta like getting back there once in awhile. You get

to drink a few, you get to get to go to other places which ordinarily aren't

open to you, either officially or ah you'd want to go there any other time

(Interview 3).

Members of 56 FES articulated a number of reasons for taking part in “making the
rounds.” The intent to show respect to the veterans and celebrate with them their part in
past wars and conflicts was noted by Sergeant Edison “it was just a day communicating
with the ex-soldiers” (Interview 10). Master Corporal Dwyer describes how “making the

rounds” makes connections across generations:

1985; Cleveland 1997 20; Dickinson; Fish 391; Fuller; Jackson; Lally 108; Seal 1991; Wallrich
1953, 270; Wallrich 1954, 236; Trnka; Wamsley)
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First, as a member of the Canadian Forces... we’re honouring those who
went before us.. those who fell in wars, or those on... ‘specially now,
peacekeeping missions who are just serving as a member of 56.. its also
just to honour the guys who who’re at war, been on tasks... things have
happened. For example, Sergeant Mike Ralph who.. had that unfortunate
accident in Yugoslavia, he was formerly a member of 56 Field Squadron
and that was something I thought about this ah.. past time. I only knew the
man through his “Reg” force experience but the time I had with him he

was a true Newfoundlander, a good man (Interview 17).

The handing down of knowledge from experienced sappers to new members was
described by Sapper Hancock as “all we do all day is go visit the rest, the other militia
units, the Legions,”(Interview 28) and in the suggestions of the Commanding Officer to
“have a drink with our Veterans” (Major Stack) on Remembrance Day 1992 the rules for
involvement are outlined, and contributes to the repertoire of acceptable celebration for
unit members (Goldstein, 1971). “Making the rounds” serves to integrate members with
one another, with the larger community of CFS St. John’s and with Veterans and former
members, and the Canadian Forces as a whole. The lack of strict regulations and rules
does not affect the importance of the meaning of the event, which for long-time group
members is taken for granted. As Warrant Officer Reelis observed, “It’s also a day for
camaraderie with troops that are here now... plus you get to meet the veterans... it’s their

day,” (Interview 12).
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5.2.2 “Stealing the Beaver”

Within the military there are many objects that serve as totems or symbols. Such
objects are defined in relation to the group who is using it (Bronner 1985, 1; Linton 1924;
Oring 14). For example, the Fovant Badges carved in the hillside of Fovant, England
during World War One by military personnel living and training in that area signified a
common wartime experience for group members, and others who served there (Nuttal).
Jack Santino (1992) depicts “folk assemblages” during the Gulf War similarly showed
that symbols of multiple traditions were used to communicate a shared perception of
community identity (19-27).

The beaver as a symbol is, for the Canadian Military Engineer, something to
aspire to. Often called “nature's engineer” it stands for the things that the members of 56
Field Engineer Squadron, as with other engineer units, want to be. As Lieutenant Palfrey
explained:

The beaver is. . . as you know a beaver is a busy little bastard, right, works

very hard, very diligent and in making its house, in the way of

construction... and gathering its food, so therefore the beaver is a symbol

of the military engineers cause they're hard, diligent, busy little workers

and the beaver symbol. . .it represents the engineers (Interview 6).
Identifying strongly with the beaver symbol results in the belief that HMCS Cabot

should not have a beaver as a mascot. Lieutenant Palfrey further explained:
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I don't know where they got it [beaver at HMCS Cabot], but that's
insignificant to us. Its on the engineer hat-badge, its not on the navy hat-
badge. It's a symbol of hard work, diligent work, getting the job done . .
.no matter what conditions you're in and here it is in a navy mess, and we

thought that was improper,” (Interview 6).

“Stealing the beaver” is the most private custom performed by 56 FES on
Remembrance Day. It is undertaken in the relaxed atmosphere at the junior ranks mess of
HMCS Cabot, among the many groups of participants celebrating there. The stealing
custom differs, however, from “making the roundsv” in that historical evidence of the
customs’ practice is available relating to other traditions in the form of material objects,
engraved plaques, as well as a number of the accounts of stealing in military publications.

Together these reinforce the occupational narratives of military members in St. John’s.

Les Cleveland explains the prevalence of satire in military lore as an expression of
“opposition to” (1994, 88) military occupational culture, and in this instance may be read
as “poking fun” at the military’s prevalence for the regulation and “commemoration” of
absolutely anything and anything. The use of military tactics to enact such a prank as
described by members of 56 FES highlights its importance for teamwork and for bonding.

Major Stack describes the rules for performance thus:

The tradition that's evolved in many military messes is that you, you could
call it outright theft or whatever, but there has been there's been items
liberated from various messes on times over the years in the tradition of
the military, taken back to one's own mess, engraved that they had found

this trophy from somewhere, and subsequent to that maybe somebody else
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would visit that mess from the original mess that the item was in and re-
acquire it, of course bring it back under great acclaim, so its not new in the
annals of military history, and I don't know how far it goes back.. It’s just a
fun type thing. (Interview 1).

Though members of other military units and para-military groups may be present,
the primary participants of the custom are members of 56 FES, with the members of
HMCS Cabot as secondary participants. The combination of the informal atmosphere, and
the shared knowledge of this type of prank among a large number of people in this context,
results in the lack of interference by the audience. The members of HMCS Cabot, however
unwittingly, are less likely to treat the matter as literal theft but more as a case of the
maintenance of the accepted stealing custom. As Leading Seaman Beitenman stated, “it’s a
standard running rivalry type thing, and ah its kind of a tradition.... it’s been there longer
than I have [the traditions].” This is not always the case, as was seen in the attempts of
1990, when members of HMCS Cabot summoned the duty officer to try and charge the
members of 56 FES with theft or damaging the beaver. In this instance, the members of 56
FES evaded being identified by switching their nametags, and the duty officer was unable to
identify the culprits.

To be successful, members of 56 FES need to have access to the junior ranks mess
at HMCS Cabot. Without the informal and semi-private context of “making the rounds”,
access to HMCS Cabot’s junior ranks mess, and the understanding that this type of prank is
a form of ritual stealing with prescribed procedures, the members of 56 FES cannot perform

this particular custom. Since the relocation of HMCS Cabot to new premises on the South
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Side of St. John’s Harbour (1997), there have not been any concerted efforts on
Remembrance Day by 56 FES to “steal the beaver” and the custom has become inactive
(Goldstein 1971); except in the occupational experience narratives and plans to “get it some
day” voiced by members of 56 FES. The occasions that Squadron members have been at
HMCS Cabot, and that the circumstances were deemed “inappropriate” for “stealing the
beaver”, have been few. The rules for performance often supersede opportunity, explained

Lieutenant Machin:

I don't think anybody's ever tried doin' it any other time of the year to do it
because that's the time we've always done it I guess.... the messes are open
on New Year's Levee but its the spirit of the occasion is its New Years’,

and its like you don't. . We're just not into it, and come to think of it that'd

probably be a great time [breaks into laughter] (Interview 3).

Though members of 56 FES had traditionally made their attempts to “steal the
beaver” of HMCS Cabot on Remembrance Day, the opportunity to do so was presented to
a group of Squadron members the week following Remembrance Day in 2004 when
attending a course at the premises of HMCS Cabot (Interview 36). This time, through a
modification of their past approach, they were successful in “liberating” the beaver. In
this way, the tradition as understood by 56 FES was altered.

The performance of the stealing custom emerges from the “making the rounds”
through the intentional mention of the beaver in casual conversation of existing members
on Remembrance Day. This keying, or framing, technique sets the stealing attempt in

motion, in parallel with, but apart from, “making the rounds”:
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Basically it’s just an example of follow the leader type of things. . Their
superiors and their elders sort of will mention that they're when are we
going to Cabot to one of their friends . . . then the conversation about last
year we almost got the beaver will start up sort of inadvertently off to the
side somewhere and the young guys go "What beaver? What beaver? I
thought only engineers are supposed to have beavers" and then the older
guys will go "That's right. That's why we're going to take Cabot's. . .

(Interview 3).

The “rules” for such “stealing,” a behaviour not condoned in “everyday life”
(Falassi 2), frames this behaviour as “play” and allows for its performance in settings
prescribed by the shared tradition (Baumann, 1977; Handleman 1990, 69-71; Huizinga
1970, 85; Callois 1961).

Misunderstandings occur when a group steals an object not considered part of the
“stealing” tradition by its owners. In the story above concerning the theft of the United
States Civil War Sword by CME members, Thomas explains the owners of the sword,
being civilian pub owners, viewed the “prank” as a crime and called the police (Interview
31). Within the Canadian Forces community, the theft of the “Loving cup”, though not

considered part of the stealing tradition, was still not regarded as a literal theft:
It seems there was a misunderstanding about the “tradition” and when
asked, any armourer will grin and say he knows nothing about it. This may

very well be rectified by the time you read this, however we will keep you

abreast of the situation (“Hawk Tales” 1986).
The stories above may demonstrate the rules of “competent” or “appropriate”

performance (Baumann 1977, 11) as they inform the audience that the pranks is meant to



242

be reciprocal and not a theft in the literal sense between groups who have a shared
understanding of these pranks as acceptable behaviour.

The underlying message in the stories above is that for an “appropriate”
performance of the “stealing prank” it must be undertaken with a group who also
understands and accepts the tradition. The “stealing” must be reciprocal. Corporal
Kennedy asserts “It’s like a challenge....We used to take flags up in Gagetown.... we
took the infantry flag because they took ours” (Interview 12).

The informal “rules” underscored in the occupational narratives of members of 56
FES for even such informal customs as “stealing pranks” attest to the pervasiveness of
regulations in addition to procedures for every aspect of military life (Burke' 2004 ix, xiii,
15).

By their performance “stealing pranks” participants affirm their group membership
in “besting” another group, as explained by Major Stack:

I think ah competition is ah. . is there. You have a cooperative, we call it in

the military too, ah another acronym is your, your ah. . term is the “all

arms team” which is everyone working together, but yeah okay that's the

ultimate aim. Yes you want all the forces working together but you also

want the individuality that creates esprit de corps, and so competition is

the way to do it. . and...how are you gonna foster that? Well, you can do

through sporting events or whatever and other things, but you can best one

another as well in something like this (Interview 1).
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The items that bear a plaque to commemorate both the stealing incident and the
perpetrators may also serve as a reminder of the custom or as an invitation to resume the
game.

A number of Squadron members expressed the importance of “stealing the
beaver” in terms of its Values to the skill development, and the qualities essential for this

task:

You got to be a little bit cunning, you got to want to do somethin' different
right, you know who cares what happens after that? Right? Remember that
time I ran out to Major Stack I said, “Look I don't care.. I really don't care,
just give me the chance I'll do it. I don't care if I get's a smuck in the
mouth, or I gets demoted,” [both laughing heartily, refers to his recent
demotion from Sgt to MCpl] ... So it’s go for it, it’s only a minor little
thing...so long as the beaver don't get dropped, that's the main thing, that's
that's like carrying a baby in your hands, soon as you got it we can't shag it
up, if you're gonna fall, you fall on your face first before you let the beaver
go.... if you're going after somethin' that is your symbol then you should

treat it with a lot of respect (Interview 15).

Teamwork among members of mixed ranks is considered an essential skill, and this is

applied to the stealing custom:

Officers . . . senior NCOs . . . right down to Sappers... oh yeah, you got to
have everyone involved because it is the beaver, the beaver represents the
engineers... and engineers right, from a Sapper right up to the big guy [the
Commanding Officer] . . . makes a difference, and everybody else in

between (Interview 15).
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Warrant Officer Reelis explained, “Team work is one of the pride of the engineers. ..
You’ve got to be able to think fast on your feet. Good sense of responsibility...and
initiative” (Interview 12).

These customs require a strong sense of Squadron spirit, noted by Master Warrant
Officer Parsons:

It has to be a good engineer, that's the way I'd look at it... person who's

spirited, that got a lot of esprit de corps... you know you get half crazy

sometimes, on that stuff... It makes a colourful engineer, you know, you've

got to have so many people like that or you end up, geez, like robots...

(Interview §).

Leading Seaman Beitenman of HMCS Cabot also explained the integrative
function of the custom to her unit, “It kinda draws the junior ranks together, which. In a
unit as large as we have, you need something like that,” (Interview 32). In this way, the
members are engaged in play that reinforces the importance of bonding and teamwork to
military operational competence. The “stealing the beaver” custom, while an entertaining
and often-spontaneous prank, serves to unify the members of 56 FES and differentiate
them from the HMCS Cabot through the maintenance of rivalry and competition and by
communicating the differences between these two groups (Cohen 1982, 4-7).

Many similar examples of military customs and traditions serve to differentiate
one group from another such as Ralph Linton’s examination of the totemic symbols used
by the A .E.F. (1924), Kelly Lally’s study of Air Force Pilot lore (1987), Barbara

Waelde’s study of the Louisiana Army National Guard (1984), and Shaun Mitchell’s
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article about the Bengal Raiders (1993), to mention a few. In addition, many studies of
the specialized vocabulary used in military stories (Feola; Halpert; Thorpe), speech
(Cornell, 1982; Cragg 1980, 249-50), verse and song (Burke 1989a; Burke 2003a; Burns;
Cleveland 1994; Seal 1991; Seal 1993; Trnka 1995) illustrate the differences between
sub-groups in the military.

“Stealing the Beaver” is based upon the shared understanding and acceptance of
this type of “framed play within work” (Dandridge 251-259) within the occupational
culture of the Canadian Forces. The custom teaches occupational skills and pokes fun at
the rules that govern military life, but in a culturally acceptable way. The incidences of
such customs are dependent upon both the cultural and situational contexts as defined by
Richard Baumann (1971, 1977).

Military ceremonies of remembrance juxtapose solemnity with celebration,
reverence with reverie in the performance of group membership and shared values and
purpose. In the face of the memory of the destruction of war, and the prospect of future
conflicts, the military uses humour and entertainment to alleviate boredom, tension and
fear (Burke 1989a, 425; Burke 1992; Burke 2003a; Burke 2004; Cleveland 1985;
Cleveland 1994; Cleveland 2003; Cornell; Cragg; Dickenson, Fuller; Lally, Thorpe,

Wamsley). Also articulated by Major Stack:

You can complete all kinds of operational commitments, and do a very
good job at it, and get recognition for it, and we have, we've received quite
a bit of trophies and things like that, and those are tangible rewards for

efforts made, but.. ah with an organization that's built on people, people
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have to interact socially.. and people have to be felt to be part of a.. a
group that thinks.. similarly I suppose, and you achieve that when you do,
when you do an event.. like that and you're recognized as and a foreign
body of people, picture it Remembrance Day, you've got a, you know,
thousands of people involved in one event.. and then out of that entire
parade there's a certain [inaudible] of about 90 people that all wear a
similar uniform and marching together proudly, you know that tends to
build cohesion.. and then later, when you're in a social environment, then
you know, you see the engineers sticking together... It echoes back to the
regimental system that the military is built on, you know, basically if
you're going to, if you're going to support an individual in a hostile
environment with a.. small arms fire landing around you as you're
constructing a bridge.. and what's the impetus to do that? Why are you
going to do that? Why are you going to stand up in the face of enemy fire..
lift a for you a fifty pound weight, or 60 you each got 50 pounds, lift a 300
pound panel into place.. on a bridge under enemy fire artillery, small arms
fire whatever, what drives and individual to do that? Its not the fact that
somebody ordered them to, its the fact that the guy on the other end of that
carrying handle is somebody who you've gained affinity towards in some
sort of a social event, you know or.. on training systems....the thing is that
you don't want to look bad in the other person's eyes, and you ah you
wanna you want to help this other guy.. or girl and their only way to do
that is ah.. is through building esprit de corps.. with competition.. good

training, and yeah.. social events (Interview 1).

Through formal and informal training, the many aspects of these celebrations are
taught, so ensuring that each sapper performs competently, in every aspect of their

occupational life, public and private events (Bauman 1977, 11; Hymes 1975, 11-74;
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McCarl 1978, 145; Turner 1982). The learned occupational knowledge regarding these
celebrations informs the members of 56 FES how to celebrate and pay respect to the
Veterans, to themselves as military members, and to the dead and that both solemn
commemoration and informal celebration are acceptable and expected behaviours within
the military culture of 56 FES. The bonds created among members of 56 FES through
their shared experiences are further reinforced through the Remembrance Day
Celebrations that strengthen the group’s identity as members of 56 FES, members of the

CME and members of the CF.
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CHAPTER 6: CONCLUSION

This thesis is a study of the customs associated with the November 1 1"
Remembrance Day Celebrations of 56 Field Engineer Squadron in St. John’s,
Newfoundland, as a cultural performance that has both public and private aspects. These
customs are examples of the broad spectrum of military occupational traditions of 56
FES, a Reserve Squadron of Canadian Forces Base St. John’s, in Newfoundland and
Labrador. This thesis has described the many facets of the Remembrance Day
Celebrations of 56 FES through my observations, the descriptions by past and present
participants and published sources.

Chapter one provided an overview of this research outlined the history of 56 FES,
and the nature of their occupational role in the Canadian Forces. The specialized and
often dangerous occupational training of this squadron of Canadian Military Engineers,
and their involvement in projects that benefit the community, are a source of group pride.
The nature of military operations necessitates a degree of secrecy regarding their training
and deployment that results in their separateness from the civilian world. Without my
recognized peripheral membership, the members of 56 FES would not have permitted this
study to be undertaken, nor would I even have knowledge of many aspects of these
customs and traditions.

Chapter two presents an overview of some of the published works on military
traditions that are related to this study in terms of topic and approach, by folklorists,

scholars of other disciplines and non-academics alike. Furthermore, the majority of
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published works are concerned with verbal lore — songs, stories and speech and
relatively few studies concern military customs. Furthermore, the majority of published
works about the military folklore focus on the Regular Forces, and very few are
concerned with the Reserves. By far the largest category of published works on military
folklore concerns the United States Military, and a very small number concern the
Canadian Forces.

Chapter three described the public aspects of the November 1 1™ Remembrance
Day Celebrations of 56 FES. The public customs consist of participation in the parade
and ceremonies of the Royal Canadian Legion, and the gun salute performed by 56 FES
on Signal Hill. I describe the plans and preparations that are made for these events, a brief
history of the customs, the media coverage of these events, and their performance on
November 11“‘, 1992.

Chapter four described the private aspects of the November 1 1" Remembrance
Day Celebrations of 56 FES. The private celebrations comprised the “making the rounds”
and “stealing the beaver” customs. The history of these events was outlined, the plans
and preparations that preceded the activities, the few mentions of private celebrations in
the media, and the performance of these customs on November 11, 1992.

Chapter five presented an analysis and interpretation of the Remembrance Day
Celebrations of 56 FES using the performance centred approach and related folklore
theories about play within work. I then outline the application of the performance centred
approach to the study of the Remembrance Day Celebrations of 56 FES as a cultural

performance event that can only “exist substantively as a phenomenon apart from its



250

practice,” (Handleman 1990, 17). Here it was also demonstrated that traditional
knowledge and the context of the performance — public, private or a combination of these —
is crucial to the structure and style of performance and the meaning it holds for the members
of the group. The public customs of the parade, ceremonies and gun salute differ from the
private customs in style and structure — the public customs being more formal and having
clearly a well-established history and rules for performance that are communicated through
informal and formal occupational learning. The private customs of “making the rounds” and
“stealing the beaver” are transmitted by and large through informal means. Furthermore,
there exists a paucity of official evidence as to their existence, aside from the objects that
are the focus of the stealing prank. This chapter has interpreted the material objects used in
these customs — the National War Memorial, the Sergeants” Memorial, the uniforms, badges
and insignia, and the beaver mascot of 56 FES, and the one owned by HMCS Cabot, as
emblems of military identity for the members of 56 FES; as unit members and as members
of the Canadian Forces.

In conclusion, the Remembrance Day Celebrations of 56 FES are a part of the unit’s
occupational training and work that incorporates “framed play within work” (Dandridge
1989) found in numerous other examples of military folklore, both of 56 FES and among
other groups in the Canadian Forces (Russell 1980; Appendix F), the United States (Burke
2004; Cleveland 1985; Cleveland 1994; Davis; Ferris; Fuller; Lally; Mitchell; Schrader;
Waelde; Wamsley), Britain (Cleveland 1985, 1994; Dickinson 1977; Fuller), Australia and
New Zealand (Cleveland 1985, 1994; Fuller; Seal 1991). For the members of 56 FES, jovial

celebration and solemn commemoration are essential parts of Remembrance Day - paying
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respect to the dead and the living Veterans and celebrating with them. These customs

are a way of communicating the group’s unit identity, as unique within the Canadian
Forces, and as part of the greater body of the Canadian Forces and Veterans of past wars
and conflicts.

These Remembrance Day Celebrations serve to strengthen and maintain those
aspects of identity the military consider to be important to the occupational training of
their members. Through such examples of public and private customs the military
reinforces the bonds formed between members and their units within the military. The
ritual framing of the Remembrance Day Celebrations draws attention to the memory of
past wars and conflicts, to honour and celebrate those who have served and those who are

serving today.

POSTSCRIPT

Rumour has it that on the weekend following Remembrance Day 2004, the beaver
mascot belonging to HMCS Cabot was “liberated” from the Junior Ranks Mess of HMCS
Cabot by several members of 56 FES, and subsequently hidden. An anonymous source
hinted to me that the beaver might be presented to the Commanding Officer of 56 FES
during the annual Sapper’s Christmas Dinner, on December 16, 2004, or the “Secret
Santa” event at the Christmas party later the same night. Eager to witness this event, I

attended the party, but the beaver failed to materialize, and speculation and rumour



abogind &8s 1o is whereabouts

I have since heard that the beaver is now resting happily in its natural

habitat,

Photo 6.1 Beaver muascot of HMOS Cabot April 5, 2006,
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APPENDIX A: REMEMBRANCE DAY INSTRUCTIONS'

MEMCRANDUM
1110-1 (Adjt)
04 Nov 92
Distribution List
REMEMBRANCE DAY CEREMONIES
1. Sqn participation will consist of:
a. Gun Party - under comd MWO Parsons, GPO Lt Harvey; and

b. Pde contingent -~ 1, 2 and Sp Tps under Maj Stack. SHQ
elms will fall in with tps as designated by SSM. Adm O and
Ops O will fall in as supernumeraries with 2 Tp and Sp
Tp respectively. Loc for GMT Tp Comd TBA.

2. MWO Parsons will co-ord all aspects of the Gun Party, incl
manning. Tp WOs will pde with their tps.

3. All mbrs of the Sqn are expected to attend the pde. Tp
Comds will investigate reqs for excusal thoroughly. Action iaw Sqn
ROs will be taken against all unauth absences.

4. Dress will be DEU lA - name tags, medals, black gloves,and
overcoat. All pers to wear ankle boots and have poppies properly af-
fixed to berets.

5. A list of critical timings is enclosed. §SSM is Sqn OP1 for
this pde.
6. Adm O to ensure pay sheets aval - co-ord loc for signiag-in
with SSM.

('“

N -

R.J.P. Maxwell
Capt
Adjt
4675

DISTRIBUTION LIST

co SQMS
DCO cC
Ops O

Adm O

Lo

1L Tp

2 Tp

Sp Tp

GMT

5SM

! Reprinted with permission of 56 FES.
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ANNEX A
TO 0P 0 0
Z Nov 92

Critical Timings Annex to Op O 01

Serial Event Time Location Remarks
1. nuster pde 0800 parking lot All Dist pers less
behind Canex 2 R Nfld R forms up 1AW

Annex B

2. 0830 Oftrs fall in

3. 0845 Dist Comd takes over
pde

4. 0900 Offrs fall out

5. 0915 embus

6. departure 0925 Pde to Sgt’s see Annex B

Memorial and
Salute Pty to
. Signal Hill

7. arrival 1000 Sgt’s Memorial o
8. Memorial 1020 Sgt's Memoriai Dist now part of Legion
Service _pde _
9. departure 1035 to National War gee Annex C
by foot. Memorial
10. arrival 1050 National War
Memorial .
11. last post 1100
and gun
salute
12, Reveille, 1103
hymn, prayer
13. wreath laying 1110
14. At the conclusion of the ceremony, the parade will proceed to

the front of the Provincial Court House where the Lieutenant Governor of
NF and Labrador will take the salute. The parade will continue west to
Ayre's Cove for dismissal and embus to Plecasantville. (see Annex C)
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APPENDIX B: CANADIAN FORCES RESERVE PAY SCALE?

RANK IpC COLUMN 1 CTOTUMN 2

Pte Recruit 22,04 44.08

Pte Basics 25.28 SL. 56
1 26,15 52.4%
3z 27.04 .06

Cpl{x; Basic 30.18 60.3%
1 31.28 952,90
2 32.18 64.7¢

Cpl{R} Basic 33,25 66, 50
i 34.35 $53.73
2 35.53 91,068

sgt Basiz 36.18 72,26
1 37.49 74 .9¢
2 38.76 TTLEY

¥ Pasic 39,66 ¢ .32
1 43.13 82 . %A
2 42.87 8hH. .4

M0 Basic 44,32 3,44
1 42.48 90,54
2 458.79 93,358

CWO Hasic 48,.4% 26.98
1L $9.32 100.24
2 5..77 103,54

P .
FOA 7z. 30 ExzeWtion  $236.67
4
CAS SDA IR g1e 3.9
P
SDA 70 00 cEPp 2.4

? Reprinted with permission of 56 FES.
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SE L v, CES
PAY RATES
EFF c1 A 92
RANK IpPC CGLUMN 1 COLUHNE2
be
peoifanr Basic 28.07 56.14
1 29.30 58,60
2 3C.83 51.0€&
LT Basic 37.21 74,42
1 38.37 76.74
2 39.53 79.06
LT{CFR) Basic 42.62 85.24
1 43.85 87,0
2 45.04 3G.03
CAPT Basic 46.76 93.52
1 48.31 96.62
2 49,89 39.7
MAT Basic 62.92 125.84
1 64,83 1:.9.56
2 66.73 133.4¢6
LCOL Basic 76.34 152.68
1 78.83 187.190
2 80.78 161.%6

FQA RIC
CAS SDA  72.17
S0A /78.0¢
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PAY PERIOD OFDUTY | RATES (in dollars) AFTER SEPTEMBER 1997
RANK LEVEL | TRADEGROUP { ORTRAINING | "ANNUALINCENTIVE PAY CATEGORIES
) ) Basic | 1 5 S Y
Private Reeruit | Recruit fLlessthan6hours | 2339 N )
. fG_MOtW b }6.‘6&" . _
Private T | Standard Lessthan 6 hours | 26.% | 27.69 || -28.63_| 32.00
[Ghomsormere ] 5356 | 5538 | 5126 | 6400 |
Corporal (A) 7 |Sandard Tlesstaa6bours ~| 041 | @38 | 4138 | .07 | .53
. 6 hours or more '80.87 | 81.96 | 83.16 | 8434 | 85.46
Specialist | Lessthan6bhours -~ | 43.56" | 4432 | 45.09 ] 4533 | 4662
6 bours or more §7.17 | .64 | 90.18 | 9166 | 9334
Specialist2 Lecstian 6 bous | 46,13 '] 4103 | 4796 | #31 | 4983
Ghowsormore - 19226 94.10 | 95:92 ) 91
Corporal (B) 3 Standard JLessihan 6hours . 4230 | 42677 | 4325 1. 43
™ YOAIZe Ghoursormorc - | $40| 8534 | 5650
N RS Specialist | | Lesthan 6 hours 4523 | 4600 | 46.78°
! 6 hours armore 9046 | 92.00 | 93.36
" f Specialist 2 Lejithan 6 hours ~- | 47.79 | 48.72 | 49.65
Ghoursormore 1 9558 | 97.44 | 9930
Sergeant 4 Standard LestthanGhours - - |~ 46427 4689 | 47.37
6hourormore - -1 9284179378 | 9474 | . 96
Specialist 1 Lo than 6 Bours - | '5p10¢ | 3036 | 5106 | 5153 ). 5198
6tiours armore -~~~} 100.16” | 101.12 |. 102.12 | 103.06 | 103.96
Specialist 2 Lessthan 6 bours -~ | 5310, ], 53.57:]. 54.05 | 3454 7.55.00
Ghoprsormore. - | 10620 | 107.14"| 108.10 | 109.08 | 110.00
Warrant Officer s Standard Fess than & beurs - —1 SK73 ] 5220:) 5267 | 5317 | $3.66
6 hazs or more ‘10548 §. 104.407] 10534 | 106:34 | 107.32
Specialit 1 LegthanGhours | 35424 | 5471 | 5519 | 3568 | s614
6 houss or more b 10838° | 109.427| 110.38 | 11136 | 11228
Specialist2 Legsifian 6 hours 5631 | s679 | 5725 | 5777 | saa3
6 bours ormore—~ -~ |- 112.62 ] 113.58 | 114.50 | 11554 [ 116.46
Master Warrant Officer 6 Standard Lessthandbours |-57.07 | 57.64 | 5824 | ss.s0 | 5937
Gboursdemore - |- 1144 | 11528 | 116.48 | 117.60 | 118.74
Specialist | Less thun 6.bours 58.65 | 59.20 | 5933 | 6039 | €096
Sbouwrsormore | 117:30 | 1i8.40 | 119.66 [ 12078 | 12092
Specialist 2 Legs than 6 houts-—-- |- 598516041 |.-61.01 | 81.57 | 62.14
Shours armore. - - | 119.70° {12082 | 122:07 | 123014 | 124.28
Chief Warrant Officer 7 Standard Lessthanbowrs - |-63.35: | 6402 | 64.72. | 6538 | 6602 -
6hoursormore - - |126.70. | 128:04 | 129.44 | 130.76' | 132.04
Specialist | Lessthanbhours - | 63357 ] 6402 6472 | 6538 | w602
6 hours or more 126,70 7F 128.04 | 129.44°| 130.76 | 132.04
Specialist 2 Lessthan6bours - | 6335 | 6402 | 6472 | 6538 | 6602
6 hours or more -126:70°] 135.04 | 129.44 | 130.76 | 132.04
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APPENDIX C: GLOSSARY!

Advance: “A unit is advancing when it is moving in the direction the front rank would
face in line” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-1)

Appointment: “Positions of command within units and sub-units, eg, company
commander, division commander or platoon commander.” (CF Drill Glossary GL-
E-1)

Alignment: “A straight line on which a body of troops is formed or is to form.”(CF Drill
Glossary GL-E-1).

Artillery: “Guns used by the army; the arm or branch of the land forces which uses guns.”
(Russell 38).

Attention: “The term used to refer to both the state of readiness for command and to address
a superior”. The soldier stands with “heels together and in line” with “feet turned out
to form an angle of 30 degrees”, shoulders “level and square to the front”, with “arms
hanging straight as their natural bend will allow, with elbows and wrists touching the
body” and “wrists straight. The back of the hands outwards; fingers aligned, touching
the palm of the hand, thumbs placed on either side of the forefinger at the middle joint
with the thumbs and back of the fingers touching the thighs lightly and the thumbs in
line with the seam of the trousers; head held erect, neck touching the back of the
collar, eyes steady, looking their height and straight to the front” (CF Drill 202)

Battalion: “A military formation consisting of two or more companies” (CF Drill
Glossary GL-E-1). “The battalion, traditionally, is a unit of infantry composed of
several companies and forms part of the larger brigade or regiment.”(Russell 39).

Cadence: “The number of paces to the minute.” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-1).

Captain: (Capt) “In the service today, the term captain has several meanings. In terms of
rank, the naval captain is equivalent to colonel, while the army and air force captain
is the rank between lieutenant and major...”(Russell 41).

! The majority of these terms are quoted from the DND Publications the Canadian Forces Manual
of Drill and Ceremonial, The Canadian Military Engineers Manual or The Customs and
Traditions of the Canadian Forces (Russell 1980); for the purposes of the glossary the
abbreviations will be used CF Drill, CME, and Russell, respectively, with the item number or
page following. For additional quotes the source will be written in full, when applicable; items
with no quotations are from commons usage and/or the personal usage of the author.
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Changing direction: “To form a new front, i.e., to change the front of the unit, but not its
formation, to face to the right or left” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-1).

Civi: a term often used by Canadian military members to mean civilian, or civilian
employment or world.

Collar Dogs: “common military term for Collar Badges. The collar dog of the CME features
a beaver above the motto "UBIQUE" on a banner,”(CME 4-6). “Metal collar badges
shall be worn with army service dress, centred on the stitching of the collar/lapel seam
so that the stitching passes diagonally under the centre of the badge with the base of
the badge parallel to the ground and the beavers facing inwards...”(CME 4-2).

Colonel: (Col) “A rank which denotes a senior staff officer, not yet a general officer, but no
longer the senior officer of a regiment...”(Russell 41).

Colours: “When used alone, or unless otherwise specified, Standards, Guidons, Queen's,
and Command/College/Regimental colours, and Air Squadron Standards,” (CF
Drill Glossary GL-E-1)."...The colours when carried in battle, served two practical
purposes--identification and place of concentration (Russell 170-172).

Column: “Sub-units one behind the other on parallel and successive alignments, at such a
distance from one another that, when formed at an angle of 90 degrees to either
flank, they will be brought into line with a seven pace interval between platoons
and a ten-pace interval between companies,” (CF' Drill Glossary GL-E-1).

Column of route: “A unit turned to the right or left out of line, flank file leading and with
officers and supernumeraries positioned to lead or follow the formation,” (CF
Drill Glossary GL-E-1).

Column of threes: “A unit in threes turned to the right or left out of line, flank file leading,
but with officers and supernumeraries in their normal positions as in line,” (CF Drill

Glossary GL-E-1).

Company: “A military formation consisting of two or more platoons” (CF Drill Glossary
GL-E-2).

Corporal: (Cpl) “The rank between Private (which in the CME is Sapper) and Master
Corporal (MCpl)” (Russell 43).

Distance: “The space between men or bodies of service personnel form front to rear,” (CF
Drill Glossary GL-E-2).

Division: “Two or more brigades,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-2).
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Dressing: “The act of taking up correct alignment and covering,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-
E-2).

Esprit de Corps: “A term taken directly from the French language to mean the spirit of the
corps, or unit; the sentiment, similar to patriotism, which military personnel feel
towards each other, their unit, or regiment; a bond felt towards those who live, fight
and often die together which is essential to maintain the strength of the fighting force
Used in countless military documents, literature and histories the phrase esprit de
corps refers to, the “spirit of the Service’,” (Russell xiii). “What patriotism is to
your country, so is esprit de corps to a unit...As esprit de corps binds a man to his
unit, so will comradeship bind a man to his fellows,”(MacNeil 1951: 1-2) The

journal of the Canadian Forces is aptly named Esprit de Corps.

Ethos: Often ephemeral in nature, ethos is defined as the “characteristic spirit and beliefs
of [a] community, people, system, literary work or person,” (Concise Oxford
Dictionary, 6™ Edn. qtd. In English, 60). Allan D. English discusses the difficulties
in defining military ethos and states that “societal differences account for variations
in ethos among military groups in time and space” (English 60).

Formation: “In the Canadian Forces today the word has two connotations: one, in a sense,
static; the other, one of movement. The first is an ordered arrangement of troops
under a single command, such as an air division, a brigade group, or a naval task
force, organised for a specific purpose. The formation having the connotation of
movement is as in the traditional air force sense of formation flying where two or
more aircraft are led and manoeuvred as a unit. This latter meaning for formation is
also seen in the drilling of troops, in tanks advancing, say, in echelon, and in a
squadron of destroyers making, say, a torpedo attack,” (Russell 46).

Front: “The direction in which troops are facing or moving,”(CF Drill Glossary GL-E-3).

Frontage: “The extent of ground covered laterally by a body of service personnel,” (CF
Drill Glossary GL-E-3).

Guides: “Individuals on the right and left of the front rank, whose specific duties are to
maintain correct distances or intervals from other units when on the march and on
whom the remainder of the member in their unit march, take up and maintain
dressing. The guides are not to be covered. Guides may be used to indicate unit and

sub-unit parade square positions for fall-in,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-3).

Honorary Colonels: “These honorary appointees play an important role as custodians of
their units' histories and traditions, fosterers of esprit de corps, advisers to the
commanding officers and as vocal advocates of the Militia in local communities.
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They should also maintain liaison with the Regular Force Components of the CME.
Recommendations for these appointments are made through the chain of command to
the MND by senior officers serving or having served with the unit.” (CME 1-5).

HMCS: “The four block letters, HMCS stand for His/Her Majesty's Canadian Ships in
commission, and also the name of the ship's company begins with HMCS as
well,”(Russell 49).

Infantry: “Soldiers who fight on foot,” (Russell 49).

Interval: “The space between individuals or bodies of service personnel on the same
alignment,”(CF Drill Glossary GL-E-3).

Junior Officer: “The collective term for officers of the ranks of: captain and lieutenant
(N)(for Navy); lieutenant and sub-lieutenant; second lieutenant and acting sub-
lieutenant,”(Russell 50).

Killer Heinies: The name commonly used to refer to the larger size cans of “Heineken” beer
(approximately 750 ml) by CF personnel and civilians in Germany [during the mid
1980s].

Leading Seaman: (Ls) “The rank directly below master seaman in the navy, similar to the
rank of corporal in the army and air force,” (Russell 52, see also “Killick” 50)

Legion: for the purposes of this thesis, this term refers to any branch of the Royal Canadian
Legion, whose premises usually including a bar, kitchen, and other recreational
facilities such as dance floor, pool tables, dart boards and so on. The facilities are for
the use of Legion members, veterans, associated military personnel and families and
friends of the Legion. Formerly named the Great War Veterans Association, founded
after WWI to assist the with the rehabilitation and reintegration of Veterans, as well
as to provide assistance to deceased Veterans families, and to ensure their fallen
comrades were fittingly commemorated (see also Bowering).

Lieutenant: “(Lt) A commissioned officer immediately below the rank of captain in the
army and air force, and immediately below the rank of lieutenant-commander in the
navy. A word of ancient French origin, lieutenant originally meant one who acts for,

or in lieu of, a superior officer. The land and air forces pronounce this rank
"leftenant," while scamen say "lieutenant," (Russell 51).

Lieutenant-Colonel: (It Col) “The rank between colonel and major in the land and air
forces. He is the commanding officer of an armoured or artillery regiment, or of an
infantry, signals or service battalion...”(Russell 51).
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Line: “Bodies of service personnel formed up on the same alignment.”(CF Drill
Glossary G-L-E 3).

Major: (Maj) “The rank in the land forces between lieutenant-colonel and captain,”
(Russell 50).

Marker: “An individual placed to indicate the position which a body of service personnel will
occupy when covering and falling in,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-3)

Mess: “In the Canadian Forces, there are separate messes for commissioned officers,
warrant officers and sergeants, and junior ranks. There are unit messes, base and
station messes, and messes in HMC ships. Derived originally from the Latin, missum,
the Old French word mes had the meaning of a dish, a serving of food or a course of
dishes, and eventually, a serving dish holding food for four people. This, in turn, took
on the connotation of a group of four who habitually sat together at a table and helped
themselves from the same dishes -- hence a mess. The usual definition for mess
indicates the functional, practical role -- the home of all those officers, men and
women, who live in; the club for all serving personnel; the centre of social life on a
base or station, or in a ship. Indeed, in the two hundred years we have had messes,
the continuing common to all is that the mess is where officers and men take their
food, whether they are bivouacked in the field, comfortably housed in a modern
barracks, hanging on to the mess table in a ship at sea, or dining amidst the splendour
of plate and crystal, good cheer and sparkling repartee, of the finest mess in the
land...(Russell 13-17; see also CME 12-1).

Militia: “Reserve regiments today are officially part of the reserve force as opposed to the
term regular force. But the term militia continues to be used in the reserve regiments
and, indeed, their geographical groupings are called "militia areas," (Russell 52).

Non-commissioned Officer: NCO, or NCM for Non-commissioned member; personnel
above the rank of Master Corporal (MCpl) including Sergeant (Sgt), Warrant
Officer (WO), and Master Warrant Officer (MWO), also referred to as “other
ranks” (Russell 53).

Other Ranks: “A collective term of all those not of commissioned rank,” (Russell 53).
Another term with the same meaning is the term Non-Commissioned Member
(NCM) which is currently used more frequently than "other ranks."

Pace: “The length of a standard stride measured from heel to heel,” (CF Drill Glossary
GL-E-3).

Platoon: “A basic military formation of approximately 30 service personnel, normally
formed in three ranks, having one right marker, a Platoon Commander, and a
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Platoon Warrant Officer or Sergeant,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-3).

Private: (Pt) is the lowest rank of a soldier. In the CME the term Private means those who
only have their basic training course and not yet a "Sapper".

Pukka Sapper: the initiation ceremony used to award “honorary” engineer status to a non-
engineer (Appendix F) (see also CME, Russell 55).

Rank: When used in drill “A line of service personnel, side by side, on one alignment,
separated by an interval,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-3). Also refers to the position
within military hierarchy, i.e. the rank of Captain.

Regiment: “The regiment is a permanent recruiting and training unit of the army with a
permanent depot or home station, and is divided according to its function into
companies, squadrons and batteries... Sometimes it has the "total family" meaning of
the infantry, including the depot, as well as the battalions, the operational units of the
regiment. In armour, the regiment itself is the operational unit, while in the artillery
there are regiments within the regiment. In a signal regiment the squadrons, which
make up the regiment, are capable of independent detached service. Before the
seventeenth century, the military unit was the company. But as the management of
land forces advance in the tactical sense, the need soon arose to collect these
independent companies into groups under the rule (or regimen or regime or regiment)
of a single officer who was called the colonel,” (Russell 56).

Regular Force: in the Canadian Forces the term Regular Force is often abbreviated to “Reg
Force” or “the Regs”, and means a person who is employed full time in the Armed
Forces.

Reserve Force: in the Canadian Forces the term Reserve Force refers to personnel who are
employed part-time with the Armed Forces, and who may or may not be employed
also in the civilian world, depending upon the amount of time they work with the
military.

Sapper: “The basic rank of an NCM in the CME is that of a “Sapper”™ (CME 2-1); “a
collective term for the military engineer branch. Sapper is derived from the French
saper, to undermine, which points up the original role of the sappers - demolition. In
the days of fixed fortifications and defensive positions, sappers and miners were
employed in tunnelling right under the enemy's walls, which were then breached by
the use of explosives. The advancing of trenches for the purpose of reaching enemy
positions was known as sapping, and the men as sappers...”(Russell 57; see also CME

3-1).

Senior Officers: “The collective term for officers of the ranks of colonel and captain (N)
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(for navy); liuetenant-colonel and commander; major and lieutenant-commander,”
(Russell 58).

Soldier: “Member of an army,”(Russell 59).

Stand At Ease: “the standing position of standing with the inside of the heels 25 cm apart at
30 degree angle, arms behind the back and the back of the right hand in the palm of
the left hand with thumbs crossed right over left and fingers together and extended,”
(CF Drill 203-207).

Stand Easy: the position of the feet is the same as for Stand At Ease (CF Drill 204)
however “the hands move from behind the body to the position of Attention,” (CF
Drill 202) but may relax and “move all but their feet and adjust clothing and
equipment...but are not permitted to speak,” (CF Drill 205, 206).

Squad: “A small military formation of platoon or less size which is adopted to teach drill
movements,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-4).

Squadron: “A military formation approximately the size of a company,”(CF Drill
Glossary GL-E-4; see also Russell 60).

Sub-unit: “One of the component bodies forming a unit; ie, a platoon is a sub-unit of a
company,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-4).

Supernumeraries: “Officers, warrant officers and senior non-commissioned members
who form in front or in rear of their respective formations without filling a parade
appointment,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-4).

Twillick bird: “The Twillick is a medium-sized (roughly 36 cm in height) shorebird
with distinctively long and bright yellow legs. Its diet consists of small fish and
water insects.... The name “Twillick” comes from Newfoundland...” (National
Defence Canada 2006).

Troop: “A military formation approximately the size of a platoon,” (CF Drill Glossary
GL-E-4); “Troop today denotes a part of a squadron of armoured vehicles, and is also
used colloquially in the collective sense, "the troops," meaning other ranks,” (Russell
62).

Ubique: “The CME motto "UBIQUE" means "Everywhere". Unlike the infantry and
armoured units, the CME do not have colours. Because no campaign has ever been
waged without the participation of sappers, the RCE [Royal Canadian Engineers] as
granted in 1931 the motto "UBIQUE" in recognition of their numerous honours in
battle,”(CME 3-1).
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Wheel: “A movement by which a body of service personnel facing a flank changes
direction,” (CF Drill Glossary GL-E-4).

Wing: “A military formation approximately the size of a battalion,” (CF Drill Glossary
GL-E-2).
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APPENDIX D: TEXTS OF RECITATIONS

Act of Remembrance'

Almighty God, we thank thee for thy protection and guidance in the dark days of
war and for the liberties, which were won by the service and sacrifice of our comrades,
which we remember, and honour at this hour. We pray to thee to grant us the wisdom and
strategy to safeguard these precious freedoms. Bless our gracious Queen and all the
Royal Family. Guide those in authority that they may plan wisely and strive zealously to
strengthen all that is best in our land. May wisdom, honour and truth be the foundation of
our life, and may our faith be ever deepened in thee our God and Father, Amen.

Oh God we remember before thee, those who lay down their lives for freedom
and truth. We commend their souls into your gracious keeping and we pray that we may
be worthy of their sacrifice. Help us to be faithful to those ideals for which they fought
and died and may we continue to perpetuate the memory of our comrades by our service
to veterans and their loved ones, remembering our solemn obligations when we pray.
May.... [some words inaudible due to sounds of artillery fire] be with us yet. Lest we

forget. Lest we forget.

! As read on November 11, 1992 by Walter Critchley.
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In Flanders Fields®

In Flanders’ fields the poppies blow
Between the crosses, row on row,
That mark our place; and in the sky
The larks still bravely signing fly,
Scarce heard amidst the guns below.

We are the dead.

Short days ago we lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow,
Loved and were loved, and now we lie

In Flanders’ fields.

Take up our quarrel with the foe,

To you from failing hands we throw
The Torch — be yours to hold it high;

IF ye break faith with us who die

We shall not sleep, though poppies blow
In Flanders’ fields.

2 As recited on November 11, 1992; see also John McCrae. Pamphlet. Government of Canada
Veterans Affairs. Cat. No. V32-23, 1988: 1.
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APPENDIX E: INTERVIEWS FOR THIS THESIS'

Members of 56 FES

Officers:

1 Maj Anthony (Tony) Stack

2 Capt Terry Fleet

3 Lt Michael G. Machin

4 Anonymous

5 Lt Beverly (Bev) Fleet (SHQ)
36 Anonymous

Non Commissioned Officers:

7 Sgt John Kelly

8 MWO Boyd (Butch) Parsons
9 Sgt James (Jim) Gear

10 Sgt Leonard (Len) Edison

11 Sgt Walter (Wally) Barnes
12 WO William (Bill) Reelis

Junior Ranks:

13 MCpl Adam Osmond

14 MCpl Paul Lamswood

15 MCpl Douglas (Doug) Payne
16 MCpl David Butt

17 MCpl Cyril Dwyer

18 Cpl Lawerence (Larry) Hatfield
19 Cpl Geoff Peddigrew

20 Cpl Robert Tee

21 Cpl Rod Avery (Reg. Force)
22 Cpl James (Jim) Kennedy
23 Cpl Kyle Youden

Feb. 25, 1993; May 27, 1993

Feb. 11, 1993.

Jan. 7, 1992 (notes); Jan. 27, 1993.
Nov.12, 1992,

Nov.12, 1992.

Dec. 10, 2004 (notes)

Nov. §, 1992,
Nov.16, 1992,
Nov. 17, 1992.
Nov. 16, 1992.
Apr. 18. 1993.
May 17, 1993.

Nov. 17, 1992.
Nov. 12, 1992
Mar. 15, 1993.
Feb. 18, 1993.
Feb. 27, 1993.
Nov. 16, 1992,
Nov. 12, 1992.
Feb. 15, 1993.
Feb. 15, 1993.
Mar. 9, 1993.

May 21, 1993.

' The ranks given here are those of the informants at the time of interview. Unless otherwise
specified, these interviews were tape-recorded. The interviews took place in St. John’s,
Newfoundland; other locations have been noted in brackets.
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24 Spr Sean Tucker Feb. 18, 1993.
25 Spr Erika McFarlane Feb. 15, 1993.
26 Spr Bryan Cobb Mar. 16, 1993.
27 Spr Terrence (Terry) Budden Mar. 15, 1993.
28 Spr Pauline Hancock Apr. 5, 1993.
29 Spr Mike Brown May 21, 1993
Former Members of 56 FES:

6 Lt Richard (Rick) Palfrey Oct.16, 1992.
30 Spr Llewellyn Thomas Mar. 23, 1993.

Members and Former Members of Other Canadian Forces Units:

31 WO Donald Thomas (CME Museum CFB Chilliwack) Apr. 30, 1992 (notes).
32 Ls Lenor Ann Beitenman (HMCS Cabot) Sept. 24, 1993.

34 Cal Purcell (former member of 2PPCLI) Sept. 2005.

35 Brian Edwards (Singing Legionnaires) Oct. 20, 2005 (via telephone).
Non Military:

33 Keith Coles (colleague and assistant) June 29, 1993.
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APPENDIX F: ADDITIONAL CUSTOMS

There have been many other customs that include public and private aspects of
which members of 56 FES have been a part. I have been a participant-observer for
numerous events through my involvement with 56 FES. The descriptions, which follow,

are from field notes, from personal memory, photographs, and parade or dinner programs.

Course Graduation Parade and Smoker

In August of 1992, the author went to CFB Gagetown while many of the troops
from 56 FES were there taking part in various courses and was able to document the
graduation parade and events which followed.

The combined graduation parade took place on August 14, 1992 at the Militia
Training Centre Gagetown (MTC), on the North Parade Square at 7:00 p.m. The parade
involved soldiers from armoured, artillery, engineer and infantry units of the Atlantic
Militia Area (AMA). The AMA was comprised of units from New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia, Prince Edward Island and Newfoundland. Each unit marched in and formed upon
the parade square to face the visitor stands and dais, and later in 1992 was renamed Land
Force Atlantic Area (LFAA). The Regimental Sergeant Major Chief Warrant Officer L.S.
MacPhee was in command. The Adjt of MTC Gagetown Captain E.J. MacDougall took
over the parade from the RSM. The DCO Major R.R. Pollard marched in and took over
from the Adjt, and the officers fell in. The CO of MTC Gagetown in 1992 was

Lieutenant Colonel D.W. Foster, who arrived and took command of the parade.
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Lieutenant Colonel Foster then approached the dais and asked the reviewing officer
Brigadier General A.R. MacDonald, Commander of the AMA to inspect the troops. An
antique military vehicle arrived on the parade ground, it being so large, to transport the
RSM, Adjt, DCO, CO and Brigadier General from one unit to another. The troops
inspected, the vehicle returned, and Lieutenant Foster asked permission to march past.
The parade, led by Lieutenant Colonel Foster, marched past the podium, with Brigadier
General A.R. MacDonald taking the salute. The top candidates from each course
conducted this summer were presented with their plaques, and the candidates returned to
their ranks. The parade then concluded with the officers falling out. The Chief Warrant
Officer MacPhee took over and dismissed the parade.

Following the parade, inside the drill hall next to the parade square, there were
refreshments provided, and people talked and had drinks before attending to their own unit
functions. The troops involved in the engineer training courses had their “smoker” outside
the building of 22 Field Squadron on the base. There was a steak barbecue with rolls,
mushrooms and onions, baked potatoes, and soft drinks provided. Anyone of age could
purchase beer, if so desired. Picnic tables were set up for the event and there was a large
turnout. As the evening progressed, the sappers began to sing engineer songs and carry on.
One of the songs such was of course "The Engineer Song" which begins "We are we are we
are we are the engineers, we can we can we can we can demolish forty beers....” And later
on songs such as "Barrett's Privateers" and the engineer favourite, "Sam Hall" were sung.
The party lasted approximately 3 hours, but many people left to go to other, more private,

events.
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One of the private parties took place in an apartment in Fredericton, rented by

NCMs from 56 FES, who worked in Gagetown as course instructors for the entire summer.
The party involved mainly newer members of 56 FES who were there for courses.
Lieutenant Machin and I were invited to the party, and arrived at approximately 11:00 p.m.
for a short visit, so that Lieutenant Machin could personally congratulate those who had
finished their courses on a job well done. It is not a common practice to fraternize in mixed
ranks with the course officer, but in the case where the troops invite the course officer, it is
appropriate to make a short visit and have a drink to congratulate them. The engineers pride
themselves of being less strict in social situations, and less formal with each other while still

maintaining the official chain of command.

Change of Squadron Sergeant Major and Squadron Birthday Celebrations
On October 22, 1992 I was present for a Change of Squadron Sergeant Major

parade at the drill hall at CFS St. John's. The Squadron Sergeant Major (SSM) Master
Warrant Officer Butch Parsons handed over his staff of office, the Pace Stick, to incoming
SSM Warrant Officer Kevin O'Keefe. The parade began at 8:15 p.m. and followed the
standard parade format. This parade, however, was conducted in the combat uniform rather
than DEUs. This is common when the parade takes place in an all-military setting rather
than for public viewing. The military work dress, the combat uniform is not to be worn in
public, except when in transit to and from work. The SSM marched in at 8:20 p.m. and the
markers fell in at 8:25 pm., followed by the rest of the troops who then formed up into

ranks. The Officers fell in at 8:35 p.m. and then the CO fell in and took over the parade. A
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sign of the degree of formality associated with the parade, the Regimental Band of the 1%
Battalion of the Royal Newfoundland Regiment was there to play the marches.

There were also several important people presiding over the parade, Colonel
Isabelle, there to review the parade and the Honorary Colonel of 56 FES, Colonel Wilton.
At the arrival of each of these guests, everyone stood. Then the two Colonels participated
in inspecting the Squadron and the band with the SSM, CO and each Troop Commander in
turn.  The CO Major Stack led the Unit in a march past the dais, and everyone stood once
more. When the unit was in formation again, the troops presented arms to the dais. Then
the handover took place. The new SSM Warrant Officer Kevin O'Keefe fell in and the
hand-over took place with Master Warrant Officer Butch Parsons handing over his staff of
office. Then Master Warrant Officer Parsons fell out, taking his place on the dais. There
was a speech about the Unit and about Master Warrant Officer Parsons' long involvement
with the engineers. Colonel Isabelle then presented several of the sappers who had finished
a training course with their new rank badges. Then the Unit advanced in review order, CO
and then Officers. Everyone stood as Colonel Isabelle and Colonel Wilton left. The new
SSM then dismissed the troops.

After the parade there were refreshments provided in the training room of building
312. A keg of beer had been procured for the event. Unit members and visiting military
personnel gathered and chatted. There was a reception in the Garrison Club at 9:45 p.m.
Refreshments were provided, and the members proceeded to play pool, drink and talk.
During the social activities at the Garrison Club, a number of the officers and senior NCOs

left the room with Warrant Officer Parsons and went to one of the Unit offices. There the
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officers and senior NCOs participated in a "Mug Out" ceremony for MWO Parsons. The
“Mug Out” is an informal custom of drinking a mug of alcohol, usually spirits, to informally
toast the person and their importance to the group. This being a private custom, [ was not
present to take photographs.

The following Saturday, October 24, 1992 a mixed mess dinner was held at Branch
36 of the Royal Canadian Legion, also for the Change of Squadron Major and to celebrate
the Forty-Third Birthday of 56 Field Engineer Squadron. At mess dinners all military
personnel are required to wear DEUs, or Mess Kit for those who have it and civilian guests
are to wear appropriate formal attire. The dinner was scheduled "7:00 p.m. for 7:30 p.m."
which allows for the pre-dinner drinks and socializing.

Ten minutes prior to the serving of dinner, the under-age sappers and their guests
leave the bar and proceed to the dining room on the lower floor of the Legion. Thisis a
tradition that began about a year ago, due to new policies on underage drinking. A piper
appeared in the doorway of the Legion bar to "pipe in" the head table, and then the
remainder of the participants. The head table consisted of members of 56 FES: the CO
Major Stack and wife Wanda, the new SSM Warrant Officer Kevin O'Keefe and girlfriend
Brenda Miller, outgoing SSM Master Warrant Officer Butch Parsons and wife Eileen,
Sergeant Len Edison and Mrs. Edison, Captain Gord Stringer and wife Marie, and Adjt
Rohan Maxwell and wife Maggie Stokes, Honorary Colonel Wilton and Mrs. Wilton as
well as several other visitors Captain Perry Grandy (1 RNFLDR) and girlfriend, Lieutenant
Colonel Harry Bowne and Mrs. Bowne, and one other officer whose name 1 failed to note,

also with his wife. Everyone follows the piper downstairs and take their place behind their



300
seats. Each seating place has a name card and each sapper is seated next to his or her guest,
if they have brought one. No one is seated until all have taken their places, and until the
head table is seated. The President of Mess Committee (PMC) for the evening was Captain
Rohan Maxwell. At mess dinners throughout the Canadian Armed Forces, the PMC is
often referred to as "Mr. President". The Vice President of the Mess Committee (V/PMC),
whose identity I failed to make note of, most likely a junior member of the unit, was called
“Mr. Vice” throughout the evening, assists him.

The Legion staff served the meal, which is made up of three courses: beef
consommeé, followed by baby carrots, mashed potato, mashed turnip and gravy, which is
then followed by strawberry shortcake, tea and coffee. The meal is accompanied by water
and wine, for those who wish to partake. During the desert course, the port is poured for the
toasts. No one is allowed to smoke until after the Loyal Toast, and only after a senior
member at the head table begins to smoke.

The PMC stands and announces the toasts. The first toast is the Loyal Toast made
by the PMC to the Queen: "Mr. Vice, The Queen". For each toast, everyone present stands
holds up their glass of port, and drinks after clinking glasses with those around them. For
those not wishing to drink port, your beverage of choice in a glass is permitted.

The first person to speak, Colonel Wilton made a toast to the Military Engineers,
refers to them as the "the Family" which is the affectionate name of the engineer branch due
to the kinship felt by members towards the branch. He goes on to discuss the amalgamation
of the Armed Forces, and the Military Engineers part in the peacekeeping efforts being

made by the Canadian Forces. He said that 56 FES was a well-prepared unit and was
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represented by members now serving from coast to coast. He goes on to mention the
awards, which the unit has received over the years and says, "We already know it's [56 FES]
the best!" He salutes older engineers to which all the engineers respond "Chimo!". He then
says "To the Branch!" and everyone again shouts "Chimo!" Colonel Wilton then recites the
words to Wings, one of the official marches of the Canadian Military Engineers and
everyone responds with a hearty "Chimo!"

Sergeant Len Edison read letters that were sent by former members of the squadron
sending their best wishes to Master Warrant Officer Parsons. Major Stack discussed some
recent events such as exercise “Water Baby” and thanks everyone for their support through
the years. He then asked Master Warrant Officer Parsons to come forward and Corporal
Williams presented him with a gift on behalf of the whole Unit. Everyone again shouts
"Chimo!" Warrant Officer Kevin O'Keefe then came forward and gave Master Warrant
Officer Parsons a present and discussed the history of their professional involvement with
each other. Everyone then shouts "Chimo!" Sergeant Len Edison then presented Master
Warrant Officer Parsons' wife, Eileen Parsons with a present on behalf of 56 FES thanking
her for her support of her husband's involvement through the years. Major Stack then said
there have been many well known two man teams such as "Fred and Barney" [the
Flintstones], "Bonnie and Clyde" [famous gangster couple], and now "Butch and Wally"
making reference to the close friendship and working relationship between Master Warrant
Officer Butch Parsons and Sergeant Wally Barnes. Sergeant Barnes gets up and toasts the
“family” of 56 FES, to which all respond with "Chimo!" once more. Master Warrant

Officer Butch Parsons stood and spoke about his life in the military and some of his
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experiences with 56 FES. He mentioned the "Mug Out" ceremony that took place the
previous Thursday evening, and says that in the past "London Dock" has been the preferred
drink for such ceremonies but that things had changed. He finished his speech by saying
that no matter what unit he is affiliated with or what he does he will "always be an
engineer". Then the PMC Captain Rohan Maxwell thanked everyone for being there and
instructed everyone about the rest of the evening's festivities. The piper then piped out the
head table, and then the remaining guests were free to leave the table.

There exists an informal tradition practiced by some of the junior engineer officers
that would take place after the conclusion of a mess dinner. Once the senior officers and
officiating guests have left the dining room, the junior officers proceed to drink all the
remaining alcohol on the tables. After the senior officers left the dining hall, several of the
junior officers did proceed to driﬁk the leftover alcoholic beverages. The dancing began in
the upstairs bar and ballroom area. In an adjacent room, sappers and guests played pool and
talked. Also in the poolroom were chairs and a television and some people watched the
NHL hockey play-offs on television. Throughout the evening, many people moved back and
forth between the poolroom and the ballroom to check on the hockey game. The dancing
and other social activities were very relaxed, and once the senior officers removed their
uniform, or mess jackets, it signalled others that they were now permitted to also remove

their jackets. Similar protocol applies to the order at which personnel are permitted to leave

the festivities; the most senior officer will leave first, in this case the Honorary Colonel,

following which the CO and his wife, and following that anyone may leave.
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Sappers Christmas Dinner

On December 5, 1992 the author was permitted to observe the 56 FES Christmas
dinner and party, normally for serving members only. The dinner was held at the Garrison
Club in building 312 at CFS St. John's. This year a Sappers Dinner was held, sometimes
called a “Mens” Dinner because it entails the “men” or the lower ranks, to be served dinner
by the Officers and senior NCOs. This role reversal is a chance for the higher ranks to give
something back to the lower ranks, and it also helps to exemplify the camaraderie felt
between all ranks of engineers.

The dinner was held on the last training night before the Christmas holidays. While
the other ranks were involved in work, the dining area and preparations are made by some
of the Officers and senior NCOs. The dinner took place at approximately 8:00 p.m. The
mess cooks of CFS St. John’s prepared the dinner. The meal consisted of roast turkey,
boiled potatoes, turkey gravy, carrots, green peas, green salad, rolls, and pudding for desert,
served with coffee and tea. Alcoholic beverages were for sale at the bar, and soft drinks
were free.

The Sappers’ Dinner entails that the youngest Sapper in the Unit becomes the acting
Commanding Officer for the duration of the evening, and the oldest Master Corporal
becomes the acting Squadron Sergeant Major. This evening Sapper Beason became the CO
and Master Corporal Payne became the SSM. The officers and senior NCOs proceed to
serve the meal to the rest of the troops, bringing their plates to them, filling their coffee or
tea mugs. During the desert course, Major Stack asked permission of Sapper Beason to

speak, and when he was granted permission, he spoke about the Manuels River Bridge,
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which the Unit had just completed. He thanked the people who prepared the meal, and
wished luck to those going overseas on peacekeeping duties. Everyone present responded
with a hearty "Chimo!"

After the meal ended, the Officers and senior NCOs cleared the tables and moved
the tables and chairs back to make space on the dance floor. Then some organized games
took place, one of the unit members acting as PMC announcing each game: The first person
to get to the bar with the ball number 7 from the pool table won a free rum and coke;
whoever could sing their ABC's backwards won two free bottles of beer; the person
guessing the correct number of ounces in a Texas Mickey won a half case of beer (a case
being 24 bottles); the first Sapper to get to the bar with one of Major Stack's epaulets
(shoulder badges) won a free beer. There was a lot of dancing and singing going on as well.
The festivities lasted until about 1:00 a.m., but the following day being a workday, few

people stayed late.

The “Pukka Sapper”

The Pukka Sapper initiation is a tradition, which is well known and recognized as an
official tradition of the Canadian Military Engineers (Canada DND 1993b 3-4; Russell 55;
Canada DND 1982 8-5). I was present for one of these initiations on March 25, 1993
following a training night and social function in the Garrison Club at CFS St. John’s. The
Colonel Commandant of the Canadian Military Engineers, Major General Freeman was
visiting 56 FES to discuss what was happening in the Branch (meaning all CME) across

Canada and overseas. There was a gathering in the Garrison Club following training in
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order for the Colonel Commandant to speak to the troops.

The CO Major Stack introduced the Colonel Commandant Major General Freeman
and the Branch Chief Petty Officer Daly, who had accompanied him to Newfoundland.
Chief Petty Officer Daly discussed the Colonel Commandant's role and history with the
CME. The Colonel Commandant gave a speech, saying that the CME are the most
respected engineers in the world due to their fine training and their participation in
peacekeeping duties overseas. He presented several awards: Sapper of the Year award
(instituted three years ago) to Sapper Kelland, who was at the time in Petawawa, training to
go to Somalia; Top Junior Non-commissioned Member (NCM) to Corporal Williams for
his performance in Gagetown during the summer of 1992; Top Corporal or Private in
Combat Service Support in 1992 to Private Bartlett.

At the conclusion of the function, the Officers proceeded to the Officers' Mess to
continue their social activities. Captain Dave Adams, the band leader of the 1RNR band,
was due to retire in the very near future and the Officers from 56 FES wanted to present him
with the Pukka Sapper. They brought with them the necessary scroll and approached him as
he stood talking to others in the bar. According to CME tradition, the initiate must stand on
their head, while supported by engineers if necessary, and drink two ounces of liquor of
their choice (usually spirits). Should the initiate not wish to partake of alcohol, another
beverage may be substituted. Captain Adams was unable to stand on his head for medical
reasons, so two of the Officers from 56 FES improvised and held a chair over his head to
simulate him being upside down. The resulting configuration was humourous, but not very

effective. He was also unable to drink the chosen beverage for medical reasons, so Captain
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Mike Machin was chosen to serve as proxy and did the honours with a shot of Jack Daniels
rum. Captain Rohan Maxwell gave a speech about the custom of the Pukka Sapper, and
explained that the word “Pukka” comes from the Hindu word meaning "genuine,
permanent, and solidly built" and that those individuals who have proved themselves to be
valuable to the engineers in deed or in spirit are considered to be worthy of the title of
“Pukka Sapper”. The senior engineer must be convinced that the initiate is worthy for the
custom to be performed. This being acknowledged, the senior engineer present, Major
General Freeman then presented the scroll to Captain Dave Adams and everyone shouted

"Chimo!"

40th Anniversary Celebrations 1988

56 FES celebrated its 40th Anniversary with a number of events in October 1989.
Engineers who had been members of 56 FES in the past came home for the event. The
Colonel Commandant of the CME, the senior serving Canadian Military Engineer in
Canada at the time, Major General J.E. Woods, visited, and required an aide-de-camp
(ADC); Second Lieutenant Machin performed that duty and accompanied him to all
anniversary functions, and showed him around town, visiting various military
establishments around St. John's.

The anniversary events took place from October 27 to 29, 1989, beginning with a

“Meet and Greet” in the drill hall of CFS St. John’s at 7:30 p.m. on October 29. This was
an opportunity for new members to meet old members, and their guests or families. There

were refreshments provided and announcements about the various events to take place.
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At9:30 a.m. on the morning of October 28th there was a pancake breakfast at the
Garrison Club, building 312 at CFS St. John's. 56 FES set up a field kitchen truck set up
with a generator outside the Garrison Club and Major Stack along with several NCOs
cooked breakfast for everyone. At 10:30 a.m. outside the drill hall there were displays and
competitions in various skills, conducted relay style with teams, such as spike driving, log
sawing, and another task requiring the sapper putting on a large amount of clothing worn for
winter warfare, including mittens and boots and having to perform skills requiring manual
dexterity (2Lt Harvey, ed. 109-110).
Later, there was held a large parade in the drill hall. The inspecting officer was

Major General J.E. Woods. Also in attendance was Honorary Colonel Wilton. The CO
Officer of 56 FES in 1989 was Major Tony Stack. The parade began at 5:40 p.m. with the
markers being called. The parade followed the standard format, with the addition of two
general salutes for the Colonel Commandant and the Honorary Colonel. The troops came to
attention and all visitors stood while the band played part of “The British Grenadiers”, one
of the two official quick marches of the CME. The Colonel Commandant inspected the
troops and then returned to the dais. Following this the Colonel Commandant awarded
several promotions, including Second Lieutenants Mike Machin and Sean Ryan who were
both promoted to the rank of Lieutenant. The Unit then performed a march past. The
parade advanced in review order while all visitors stood. 56 FES gave the general salute for
the Colonel Commandant, and he leave the parade square. Next the unit gave a general
salute for the Honorary Colonel, and he also departed. The Officers fell out; the SSM took

over and dismissed the parade. The Squadron photographer took photographs of the parade,
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some of which are included in the unit history book (2Lt Harvey, ed. 108).

The dinner and dance held for the 40th anniversary celebrations took place at
Branch 56 of the Royal Canadian Legion in Pleasantville. The dinner was scheduled 7:00
for 7:30 p.m. and followed the standard Candlelight dinner format, which is that of a mess
dinner with the addition of invited guests. The dinner program details the order of events:
“Piping In” of Head Table PLEASE STAND; Grace PLEASE STAND; Meals served; Port
distributed for toasts; Toast to the Queen (Youngest Sapper) PLEASE STAND; Toast to the
Branch of Military Engineers (Major-General Woods) PLEASE STAND; Toast to the
Squadron (Colonel Wilton) PLEASE STAND; Smoking permitted; Introduction of the
Head Table by the PMC; Presentation (Major Stack); Departure of the Head Table PLEASE
STAND; Remainder please move to Ball Room for Dance. The menu is included in the
program: roast beef, potato, vegetables, and tomato juice, wine and strawberry shortcake.

The evening progressed with dancing and talking in the bar and ballroom of the
Legion. There was a disk jockey to play songs, and the majority of the participants were
dancing. For many it was a very late evening, as the Colonel Commandant stayed until
nearly 1:30 p.m.

The following day there was a Church Parade and Pipe Drum Ceremony at the drill
hall held at 11:00 a.m., the details of this parade I failed to note. At 12:30 p.m. there was a
barbecue held at the Garrison Club, with the barbecue pits set up outside the door to the
Garrison Club. Unit members cooked hamburgers and hotdogs, served with baked potatoes
and salad on paper plates. Beverages were available for purchase from the Garrison Club

bar. This too was a very casual gathering, with many people talking and playing pool.
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“Army Night”

Friday nights at the Officers' Mess at CFS St. John's are usually referred to as TGIF
(Thank God It's Friday) and involve mess members and their guests meeting after work,
usually 5:00 p.m. and onwards for drinks and an informal supper. The supper is provided
free of charge by the mess, and in some cases, depending on the Entertainment Officer at
the time, pizza has been ordered in or barbecues take place outside on mess grounds at the
barbecue pit. However, usually one Friday a year was designated "Army Night" and the
mess members from the various Army units get together to decorate the mess with
camouflage webbing, nets, tents used in the field on exercise and so on. Members are to
dress up in army uniforms of their choice, some members dressing in Canadian combat
uniforms, but most dressing in army uniforms from other countries, or old outdated
Canadian uniforms and so on. Basically it is a night of masquerade. The usual meal is
provided, and the usual informal socialization occurs, but with the addition of props,
costumes, and often times, additional alcohol is allowed to be brought in, as in the case of
Army Night 1992, where members of the 1% Battalion Royal Newfoundland Regiment
brought a batch of “Navy Grog” comprised mostly of dark rum, and served it from plastic
“jerry cans” (used to store water for military use). The games that are allowed in the mess
are anything but usual during Army Night.

Army Night 1992 involved several boisterous activities, mainly involving engineer
officers and their guests. The first being jousting, whereby two very tall officers put two

other officers up on their shoulders who held pool cues as each pair tried to poke, hit, or
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knock the other pair about.

Then many participants played "greasing the gun". This game involved moving a
long mess table to an open area in front of the bar and elevating one end of the highly
polished table, then placing some of the cushions from the chesterfield in the games room
around on the floor in front of the elevated end of the table. Then some small subjects were
chosen for the “rounds”, myself being one of them and several of the officers took turns as
well. I was placed on the table, laying on my stomach on top of a blanket, facing the open
double doors of the mess bar, and holding in both hands a Zippo lighter. Several officers
standing on both sides of the table, Lieutenants Philpot, Ryan, Jeans and Machin included,
took hold of the sides of the blanket and slid me back and forth on the table to gain
momentum; one of the engineers saying "On my count. One... two... three... Fire!" and on
that everyone slid me forward and let go as I slid upwards and outwards off the end of the
table. AsI was sliding, I was required to light the Zippo lighter when the command of
"Fire" was announced and if unable to do so it was declared a misfire. The first time I
misfired and had to do it again. Both times I landed on the cushions on the floor, and being
a small person of 5-foot height, weighing approximately 110 pounds at the time, they nearly
sent me over the cushions and into the hallway. This continued for a short time, with
numerous people participating.

Additional games played on Army Night include "Seven Fourteen Twenty-One" and
"Liars Dice", both games being part of 56 FES Officer repertoires and commonly played
during regular TGIF evenings. The game of Liars Dice was so much a part of 56 FES

Officer traditions that L.t Ryan and girlfriend Heather Penney designed a special Liars Dice
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box, which her father made, and kept in the Officers' Mess year-round. The box was
constructed of wood with a small felt-lined compartment to hold the dice tight together.
The individuals sitting around the table each get a book, or box, of matches and each person
has three matches, each representing a "life". A set of five dice are then shaken in the box
by one individual, who opens the box and looks at the dice to determine what combination
of numbers they have, closes the lid and proposes a total to the person to their right, “four
threes” or “full house with fives over threes” and so on. The person to the right can either
believe them and take the box, or call them a liar and open the box. If they believe them
they must take the box, open it to see what is there. They may set aside any number of die
in the compartment and re-shake the dice once, to get a higher score than the one that they
accepted. Then they hand the box to the next person on their right. In the case that the
person rejects the score given to them and declare the person to their left a liar, they must
throw open the box to reveal the contents. If the person was indeed lying, the liar must lose
a "life". If not, the person who opened the box must lose a "life". When one loses all ones
"lives", you have to buy everyone at the table a round of drinks. The key to the game is to
be able to bluff well, and to be able to tell when others are bluffing. Some good bluffs
involve saying there is a low score when the score is slightly higher, and bluffing that there
is a very high score if there is a low score, such as five ones.

The game of "Seven Fourteen and Twenty-one" also involved dice. A person rolls
the dice, trying to reach the score of seven using the side of the die with one dot on them -
the “ones”. They are allowed three tries, holding the one aside until their tries are up. The

number gets passed to the next person who adds their ones to the total. The dice continue
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around the table until someone reaches seven. This person goes to the bar and orders a shot
of alcohol no more than 2 ounces, of any combination they desire, often coming up with
combinations of drinks such as Créme de Menthe and Jack Daniels. The rolling continues
around the table until the number fourteen is reached, that person must go to the bar and pay
for the drink the other person has ordered. Then the rolling continues again until the count
reaches twenty-one; The person who rolled twenty-one must go to the bar and get the drink
previously poured and drink it. In some cases, the same person who ordered the drink ends
up drinking it, which is sometimes very amusing. A volunteer is allowed to have the drink
for a person who does not wish to drink alcohol. Sometimes the person ordering the
beverage will fool everyone by ordering a non-alcoholic beverage, like milk, and everyone
assumes the drink includes alcohol.

These customs are additional examples of the public and private aspects of military
customs. The degree of formality depends upon various factors such as the purpose of the
event, the participants, the observers, the venue, the traditions surrounding the event, and
many other factors as well. The official customs of the Canadian Forces are subject to
minor changes on a more unit-specific level. Many military customs involve some degree of
formality, in that the chain of command is an ever-present factor. However, there is in
social situations the need to foster a friendly camaraderie between the ranks, but still
maintain the respect for one another's role in the chain of command. The very informal
customs often appear to emerge from the very formal:

Dining in the mess is a formal occasion, but the high jinks, fun and games,

which often follow the concluding of the dinner, are anything but formal.
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The arrangements for entertainment are often left to the younger, high-

spirited members of the mess, and they seldom fail to come up with

activities of a lively kind (Russell 35).

The acceptance of other types of more private customs such as the "Greasing the
Gun", which take place at the Officer's Mess at TGIF and Army Night so long as they take
place in a privet military setting. This is explained further in the chapters on the Mess in
Customs and Tradition of the Canadian Armed Forces (Russell 13-36), the Custom of
Crossing the Line (Russell 84-850, and also in the discussion on Military Mascots in
Customs and Tradition of the Canadian Armed Forces (Russell 125-131). Further
discussion of CME customs and traditions can be found in the Canadian Military Engineer
Manual (1993), and the Customs of the Canadian Military Engineers (1982) both of which

are official military documents.















