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ABORIGINAL PEOPLE — INDEPENDENT ADVOCATE 
459. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 
Mr Speaker — 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, happy birthday! 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Thank you very much. I am old enough to know better, really! 

I refer to the state government’s proposal to create an independent advocate for Aboriginal people. 

(1) Can the minister outline to the house why an independent advocacy role for Aboriginal people is needed? 

(2) How will Aboriginal people be consulted in the development of this new advocacy role? 

Mr B.S. WYATT replied: 
(1)–(2) I rise as Minister for Aboriginal Affairs in this regard to bring to the house’s attention a very important 

discussion paper that the government has released. Over the last 20 years, the architecture of Aboriginal 
affairs has been found wanting in Western Australia, primarily because the legislation that sets that 
architecture up went through Parliament in the early 1970s, before I was born and before things such as 
the Mabo decision and the Native Title Act, for example, were part of the law of the land. We have already 
announced our review of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972, which is currently in process. We have 
already announced the abolition of the former Department of Aboriginal Affairs. This goes back to a time 
when my father was the head of the department. He recognised that that legislation did not create the sort 
of agency that Aboriginal people were looking for. It was a unit to advise governments on Aboriginal 
affairs under legislation that was set up at a time that had a very paternalistic view of the relationship 
between government and its Aboriginal citizens. As we announced before the election, we abolished the 
department and have created a policy unit within the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to coordinate 
policy in Aboriginal affairs. Shortly, that will merge with the Office of Native Title, because I am keen 
to see native title not as a political legal issue sitting outside core government considerations around the 
land estate, for example, but part of that, particularly as native title moves to what we call the 
“post-determination phase”. Also, on 7 June at the National Native Title Conference in Broome, the next 
part of this reform was announced; that is, that the department is now gone, but in that vacuum we want 
to create an opportunity for the Aboriginal voice to be heard. That is what Aboriginal people have wanted, 
historically, from the former department, which was never set up to do that under the legislation. 

At this point, the discussion paper is very much that. We are keen to hear back from Western Australians, 
primarily Aboriginal Western Australians, but I am keen to hear from others as well; I will be keen to 
hear from universities and those sorts of organisations as well around the structure, for example, the 
method of appointment, the powers et cetera of what we will call the Aboriginal advocate at this stage. 
The only thing I am keen to see at this point would be an independent reporting process to Parliament, as 
opposed to through the government of the day, much like the Auditor General or the Commissioner for 
Children and Young People reports to Parliament, to facilitate engagement and debate around policies for 
Aboriginal people. In respect of the Closing the Gap discussion, we have seen the Premier today in 
question time raise a particular issue around housing. These issues are all very much linked, but there has 
not been the capacity for that Aboriginal voice to be heard in this place in an independent way, free from 
the filtering of the government process. We are keen to hear from people through to 7 September. I am 
not going to rush this, but I am keen to develop and bring something to Parliament that creates that 
independent Aboriginal voice in the Parliament of Western Australia to provide an Aboriginal view on 
the role of government and policies that may be working, that could be working, or policies that for 
whatever reason may not be successful. It is an important opportunity and I encourage all Aboriginal 
people and organisations in Western Australia to put in their submissions to this important voice. 

The SPEAKER: Before I get to the member for Moore, I would just like members to know that under standing 
order 92 — 

Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections on the Sovereign, the Governor, a judicial 
officer or members of the Assembly or the Council are disorderly other than by substantive motion. 

Just be very careful, members. 
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