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ABORIGINALS — SERVICE DELIVERY REVIEW 
Motion 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [10.04 am] — without notice: 
I move — 

That this house expresses its concern that, two years after the Liberal–National government’s 
Aboriginal Affairs Cabinet Sub-committee commenced a review into service delivery into Roebourne, 
the government’s announcement on reform to improve the lives of Aboriginal people is simply a plan to 
have a plan.  

When I was preparing for the motion we are about to speak to, I looked primarily at three documents—although 
I looked at a few other things as well. The first document was the announcement that the Minister for 
Aboriginal Affairs made in this place on Tuesday, 12 May; the second was the media statement released by the 
government on Thursday, 7 May; and the third was from the Department of Aboriginal Affairs’ website and is 
entitled “Remote Communities Overview Fact Sheet”, which I printed off and is about four or five pages long. 
I was looking to those documents to see how they matched up. I am concerned this government tells us that it 
has taken two years and however many thousands of public service hours that constitute those two years to 
announce with great fanfare last week that it had a plan to do more planning. It is a plan to plan funding the 
locations that have the greatest potential to be safe and sustainable. That language raises questions in my mind 
about what it means for those communities at locations that do not have the greatest potential to be safe and 
sustainable. It is a plan to plan coordination approaches to reduce duplication and fragmented service delivery. 
It is a plan to ask Aboriginal leaders to join regional strategic advisory councils for the Kimberley and the 
Pilbara, and in my mind that raises questions about other areas where there is significant disadvantage for 
Indigenous communities. For example, in Murchison and the goldfields there are some communities that are 
struggling and would have the same level of disadvantage as those in the Kimberley and the Pilbara. It is a plan 
to plan to establish a reform unit in the public service. The final sentence of Minister Collier’s statement to the 
house last week is probably the most important. He said — 

Also fundamental to the success of the reform will be extensive consultation with Aboriginal people, 
and their voices and views will be heard as we collectively develop the way forward. 

That is most important, but of course it is the most difficult thing to achieve without trust. Unfortunately, trust 
has effectively been blown by the words of our own intemperate Premier, who I think sometimes must wake up 
and wonder how many stakeholders he can offend today, with his comments that 150 communities would be 
closed and Aboriginal people needed to put themselves in his shoes. 

The media statement released when the Premier and three ministers made their announcement on Thursday, 
7 May, is headed “Reform to improve the lives of Aboriginal people”. It states — 

The State Government today announced major reforms to the way services will be provided to 
Aboriginal communities … 

I then looked at where these major reforms on the way major services will be provided would be. In the rest of 
the media release I found that the Aboriginal affairs minister, Peter Collier, said the government would assess 
a range of options across a range of areas such as employment, education, child protection and health care. Then 
there were some words about this being a long-term plan that would be put in place. Right down the bottom of 
that media release is an announcement that a new reform unit will lead the changes. It appears to me that that is 
probably the only reform that has been enacted. Perhaps that unit has been established—one of the ministers 
might be able to tell me otherwise—but the media release says it is going to be established. In that media release 
on 7 May I could not find a single reform, never mind any major reforms, to the way that services will be 
delivered from 8 May or whenever. It was about a commitment to do certain things that it is hoped will lead to 
a reform of the way that services will be provided, as the first sentence of that media release says, but it does not 
announce any reforms. It says that the government is going to talk to people and ask for their views on how it 
should improve the way that services are delivered, but it did not of itself announce a single reform that was 
ready to go. 

I then thought that there must be more behind that, that I should not be so flippant as to rely on a media 
statement. So I turned to the “Remote Communities Overview Fact Sheet”, which I think was referred to in that 
media statement—yes, it says for more information go to the Department of Aboriginal Affairs website. The fact 
sheet is about five or six pages long. Also on the Department of Aboriginal Affairs’ website is some information 
about what constitutes remote communities, consultation and timeline, questions and answers and a bunch of 
information. I thought that perhaps this will tell me what reforms have actually been announced in respect of 
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how services will be delivered. The front page of that fact sheet goes through some facts, which should be and 
are—I know—galling to all of us in here about the level of disadvantage. In big capital letters across the middle 
of that page are the words, “THE GAP IS NOT CLOSING”. That is certainly the case. No-one in this place 
would disagree with that. It outlines the facts we all know about people living in remote Aboriginal communities 
who face a high level of disadvantage, and it sets out some markers of what that disadvantage is.  

Over the page from that it talks about the regional services reform project and refers to the Roebourne case 
study. I assume that this is the work that came out of the cabinet subcommittee that started back in 2013 on 
a mapping exercise on how many services are being delivered there, who is delivering them, and the 
accountability around those services. I assume that those were the things looked at. That page tells us that in 
2013–14 more than 200 services were delivered into Roebourne by 63 service providers to a total population of 
1 400 people, but there is little evidence of effective outcomes. This is why we need to take further steps. That 
page sets out the principles of how investment in the future should be planned. Down the left-hand side it says 
that investment will be focused on sustainability, better services and life opportunities. It states that the locations 
that have the greatest potential to be safe and sustainable will be prioritised. I worry about what that means for 
those communities that do not have the greatest potential because surely that is where the worst things happen. 
Perhaps someone can explain that language to me. It then goes on to say that minimum contract requirements 
will be set—the amount and the value—contract performances will be monitored, agencies will coordinate their 
programs to reduce overlap and fragmented service delivery, and with input and support from Aboriginal people 
that leadership groups will be formed across the state that can work with service providers on the ground. They 
are good principles behind planning for reform, but that is a set of principles; it is not a reform of service 
delivery in itself. On the other side of that page it talks about how Aboriginal people will be extensively 
consulted and fully informed, and it talks about the process for seeking nominations for Aboriginal leaders to 
join regional strategic advisory councils in the Kimberley and the Pilbara and who should be consulted. That is 
a good thing and I support it. The fact sheet makes the point down the bottom of the page that there is no overall 
plan to close Aboriginal communities, that it is a long-term, ongoing plan over many years. It says that changes 
will be gradual and incremental and that children must have access to education to be safe from harm, which is 
not negotiable. They are very sound principles, I do not disagree with any of that but it is not actually changing 
the way services are being delivered right now. Over the page the fact sheet sets out the consultation process and 
the next steps. The consultation will start in the Kimberley and the Pilbara and it lists the range of groups that 
will be consulted. That is a good thing. Over the page again it talks about the youth expenditure review. I thought 
that this might tell us that service delivery now has changed in respect of youth services for at-risk Aboriginal 
people. The page tells us that the survey found that $115 million of state government money has been put into 
these programs, but that less than 15 per cent of those could demonstrate effectiveness. That is not very good, 
but it is good that we are identifying that and talking about it. It then says, “We’re changing the system.” It says 
that the new policy includes larger grants, with a minimum of $300 000 a year. That is a good thing but it might 
be the only change in service delivery that I can see. It says that there will be more focused programs to avoid 
duplication and waste, and longer funding arrangements. That is about making sure that organisations have some 
capacity to get on and do the work and not have to constantly write funding grants to keep themselves going. 
That is a good thing as well for the organisations. Let us be generous and say that that is a service delivery 
reform. We might be able to say that the larger grants and the longer funding arrangements go to governance 
issues, but let us be generous and say that that is a reform to the way services are delivered. That is the only one 
I could see in the fact sheet.  
Over the page it refers to the scope of the review. This talks about what was found by the cabinet subcommittee 
in the work that it did in Roebourne and in the Martu communities, which I have visited. I cannot count the 
number of times I have visited Roebourne. I have visited the Martu communities of Jigalong, Punmu and 
Kunawarritji but I have not been to Parnngurr. I visited the schools at Punmu and Kunawarritji, and I have 
visited Jigalong in various capacities over the last 20 years or more of my career. The fact sheet tells us what the 
review found. It talks about the level of disadvantage; the poor outcomes for Aboriginal people despite high 
levels of spending; the scattergun approach to spending; an inconsistent balance of spending and potential gaps; 
and the inconsistent funding mix across government. I would not disagree with any of that. It is good that it has 
been documented but I suspect that it has been known for some time. That is the end of the fact sheet document. 

The other documents I looked at on the Department of Aboriginal Affairs’ website were about defining what 
a remote community is, giving some history to it and talking about the timelines around consultation and some 
question and answer stuff about what is the reform. I thought that this would tell me what changes have been 
made to service delivery. It tells us that government is going to prioritise its investments, which means 
consulting with people and a coordinated approach, and it repeats the information about minimum contract 
requirements and putting in place monitoring provisions. All of those things are good but they are about what we 
are planning to do, not a major reform that has been announced right now. Let us be generous and say that a plan 
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to have a plan is at least a starting point, because we have to start somewhere to address what we would all agree 
is a very serious and economic social disadvantage of Indigenous Western Australians in particularly remote 
communities. It is good to have a plan and to focus people’s attention and put leadership in place so that the 
public service gets the message that it actually has to concentrate on this area that is a government priority and 
get on with it. But that is the most the government can say it is doing. I do not think it can say what it said in its 
media release, “The State Government today announced major reforms to the way services will be provided to 
Aboriginal communities”, because it has not done that yet. If we say this is a starting point, except of course it is 
not really ground zero, there is a context to this. We do not live in a vacuum; we live in Western Australia where 
in 2014 the federal government reached agreement with the respective state and territory jurisdictions that it 
would cease providing funding for essential services into remote communities. The respective state and territory 
jurisdictions took a lump sum payment in that agreement for the Feds to stop that funding stream. In response to 
that, it appears that the Premier declared in 2014 that he intended to close around 150 remote Indigenous 
communities. We also live in WA where our Premier stood on the steps of Parliament just a few months ago—
the white guy from Cottesloe—and told Aboriginal protesters to put themselves in his shoes. If we were not 
deeply offended by what he said before, we certainly would have been at that point. 

We also live in Western Australia where I heard the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs late last week, or maybe 
early this week, tell Australians that they should stop protesting now because the Western Australian government 
has a plan to have a plan. None of the plan is going to work without trust. My Aboriginal friends told me over 
the past week, when I canvassed them on their response to the government’s announcement last Thursday, that 
trust has been blown and that an awful lot of work has to be done to repair the damage that has been done by the 
Premier. To be fair to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, none of the Aboriginal people I have spoken to, nor 
I, put his comment that it is time for people to stop protesting in the same category as the comment late last year 
by the Premier that he was going to close the communities and his subsequent comment a few months ago that 
Aboriginal people needed to put themselves in his shoes. An awful lot of work, therefore, has to be done to 
rebuild trust if the plan to have a plan is going to work. 

If I can offer any advice, and I do it genuinely, it is this: do not escalate, do not use hyperbole and do not use 
extravagant, flowery language to describe what the government is doing. That is what it did in the media release. 
The government should not claim to be doing something that it is not, because it already has a big bridge to 
build—a really big bridge to build. Do not put out a media release saying, “Today we announced major reforms 
to how we are delivering services” when in fact it has announced a framework to do consultation around how 
services will be delivered in the future. It is good to put out a framework about how the government will deliver 
services into the future. It is good to tell the public servants across all the government agencies, “We’re going to 
be coordinated here.” It is good to make sure that everybody is going to work together, including the non-
government sector, Aboriginal-controlled community organisations and Aboriginal people. It is good that the 
leadership team is sending a clear message that we all want to work together to achieve better service delivery 
outcomes. However, the government has such a big bridge to go over already that it should not start off that 
process by saying, “Here are the reforms to service delivery that we’re announcing today”, because it is not 
announcing changes to service delivery, with the possible exception of some of the stuff around at-risk youth, 
which work had been undertaken in that area for some time beforehand. 

Do not start by telling people that this is about a major reform to service delivery when it is nothing of the kind. 
It is a plan. It is good to have a plan and it is good to tell people, “We’re taking this seriously.” But the 
government has so very far to go to get people from the Aboriginal communities confidently sitting with it 
around the table. That is because right now they are still frightened that, despite the good words of each of the 
respective ministers who stood up on that day, there is one guy who is the boss; and they are not convinced that 
his commitment is the same as perhaps those other three people who stood on the day, and his language has been 
so intemperate that it takes them back to the days of the stolen generation. It is not that long ago that people we 
know—if members do not know any other Aboriginal people, they know Josie Farrer—were moved off their 
community and off their lands and were taken to the edge of towns and dumped. We must be very careful about 
how we do that, and it really concerns me that the government started the process of trying to build those bridges 
by using language that overblows what it announced. It announced a framework plan, some principles and 
a commitment to consult; it did not announce major reforms to service delivery to Indigenous communities. 
HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) [10.25 am]: I am 
delighted to be able to make a comment on the Western Australian government’s reform of Aboriginal affairs. 
It is genuine reform, Mr President; I make no bones about that. We will be delivering services to Aboriginal 
communities and identifying ways in which we can have more effective outcomes for Aboriginal people in 
a much more coherent, consultative, effective fashion than has ever been done before—and that is reform. It is 
genuine reform. For far too long there has been a top-down approach to Aboriginal people in our community; 
this is a bottom-up approach. It is a completely different way in which the government will be delivering 
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services and engaging with Aboriginal people to provide for positive outcomes. We will not be abolishing the 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs, which the opposition is going to be doing. We are going to ensure that we 
enhance the Department of Aboriginal Affairs so that there is a much more coordinated approach towards 
government. It is therefore genuine reform. 
We started that reform process two years ago with the cabinet subcommittee. The establishment of the cabinet 
subcommittee ensured for the first time in Western Australia that we had coordination between government 
departments. Prior to that point, we had the silo approach with government departments. There was no 
coordination between government departments. There was very little interaction between the non-government 
sector and the government in terms of the outcomes. They basically told Aboriginal people what was good for 
them. They did not engage with Aboriginal people as part of the decision-making process but told them what 
was good for them. 
The cabinet subcommittee is therefore working extremely well in developing a broad-based framework for 
governance and reform. First of all, it includes, but not exclusively, youth services. Hon Sue Ellery referred to the 
youth services reform process, which will ensure that groups of Aboriginal youth, particularly adolescents, will be 
much more effectively targeted. The current programs are largely ineffective and in fact the review shows that only 
about 15 per cent were effective. The reform process will be much more effective in terms of outcomes for 
Aboriginal youth. A total of $115 million currently goes into Aboriginal youth, yet the incarceration rate of 
Aboriginal youth is appalling. Literacy and numeracy rates for Aboriginal students are completely unacceptable; 
therefore, outcomes need to change. The process for youth reform is comprehensive. It has been extremely well 
received by the Aboriginal community and by the service providers. I meet with those people all the time. I actually 
engage with Aboriginal people constantly, and the process has been extremely well received. 
Another area of reform will involve early intervention with education. It must start at birth and go right through 
to the end of compulsory education. I will be making an announcement on early intervention, again as 
a framework of the cabinet subcommittee, in the weeks ahead. The one in particular that we are talking about 
today is for regional and remote communities. I am not going to spend any time talking about the problem with 
education in our regional and remote communities because I simply do not have the time at the moment, 
although I would love this debate to go on for hours. 

On the back of a very compelling review that was done from Roebourne, and also issues that have arisen in 
a number of those communities over decades, it was evident to the government that the status quo could not 
prevail. We could not continue to allow members of those communities to live in the conditions that they do. 
Aboriginal children have far less opportunities from an educational perspective. Child care and child welfare are 
questionable in a number of those communities, as is community safety as a whole. We simply cannot do that. 
As a community we cannot collectively put our hands on our hearts and say that what is occurring in some of 
those 274 communities is acceptable. It would take a very brave person to stand in front of me, or a member to 
stand in this chamber, and try to provide evidence that every one of those Aboriginal communities provides 
positive outcomes for its inhabitants, because it is simply not the case. We have serious health issues, education 
issues, mental health issues, childcare issues, safety issues for the community, alcoholism and substance abuse. 
All those issues are problematic. We can maintain the current system and continue with a silo approach, in which 
various government departments pour hundreds of millions of dollars into those communities every year, and in 
20 years we could look back and reflect on that and say, “No, we wanted to change something, we needed to 
change something, but we didn’t.” If we maintain exactly what we have been doing for decades, the outcomes 
will be identical. As I said before, all anyone needs to do is read Alastair Hope’s report on Oombulgurri. The 
report identifies that that large community, which had an enormous amount of infrastructure, was manifestly 
dysfunctional. The conclusion to the report states — 

A real question for the wider community is how this could have been allowed to happen, particularly 
considering that the community was wholly taxpayer funded.  

It was in this community that the five persons the subject of the inquest died, four of them as a result of 
suicide and the other while taking part in self destructive high risk activities. 

In the cases of the four persons who died as a result of suicide it would appear that it was the 
environment at Oombulgurri which caused their despair to the extent that they wished to take their own 
lives and in the other case that environment was a major factor in risk taking activities.  

He is not alone with that perspective.  

If we are talking about reform to change the way communities operate throughout Western Australia, it is 
imperative that we change the way we think. The Leader of the Opposition gave us a lecture just a moment ago 
and said that this is not a reform, but a plan. This is genuine reform, Madam Acting President. We will deal with 
things differently. The principles of the reform process are twofold. The first aspect is accountability. We need 
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a framework for accountability within those communities to ensure that government and non-government service 
delivery provides positive outcomes. At the moment there is no accountability. Quite frankly, there is very little 
exchange or interchange between government departments and the government and non-government sectors. 
That is one of the fundamental issues. The reform process will ensure that that occurs. There is now a hierarchy 
of authority that is very, very clearly identified by what we announced last week. It is a genuine reform. If we do 
not reform and change that hierarchy and allow things to continue and say it is fine to have education, health and 
child care doing things in isolation, 10 years down the track the children will still be getting appalling 
National Assessment Program — Literacy and Numeracy results, the children will still have endemic health 
issues, there will still be issues with child care and child safety and substance abuse and nothing would have 
changed. This is reform.  

If the Leader of the Opposition wants us to state that we are going to undertake reform as of last Friday, 
following the announcement on Thursday, it would, if anything, intensify the current problem. The problem with 
decision-making for Aboriginal people over generations has been that it has been top-down. The only way we 
can be effective in changing outcomes for Aboriginal people is to have decision-making from the bottom up, and 
we must ensure that they are consulted. That is the second aspect of the reform. The advisory councils will be 
made up of members of the Aboriginal community, local government representatives and service providers. That 
is what the community has been calling for: they want to be part of the decision-making process. Yes, the 
Premier, the Minister for Mental Health; Child Protection, the Minister for Regional Development and me, as 
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, could have stood up last Thursday and said, “This is what we are doing. This is 
our reform. From now on we are doing this, this and this.” Of course that is absolute nonsense. If anything that 
would do exactly what our predecessors have done: told Aboriginal people what is good for them, not listen to 
them or say they can be part of the decision-making process. Rather than criticise the fact that we are doing 
something proactive that really has not been done before—engaging with Aboriginal people through the 
advisory councils and the communities—we could have, as I said, told Aboriginal people once again what is 
good for them. The district leadership group, which will be made up of leaders from government, leaders from 
the community, local government and service providers, will work in the years ahead to develop these more 
positive outcomes. 

I go back to what I said before, quite frankly, if we had not done it this way and had just announced what will 
happen last Friday, this will never happen. Make no bones about it, we are talking about issues that have existed 
for well over 100 years that have been accentuated in the last couple of decades. These issues exist. It would take 
someone who is very, very naive or completely out of touch to assume that any change will occur within the next 
three to six months—that is simply not going to happen.  

There is no overall plan to close Aboriginal communities, but a lot of these communities have issues embedded 
in their current structure and changing that will take time. It is a medium to long-term process. Through the new 
process, the district leadership group and the advisory councils, we are getting to the point at which Aboriginal 
people will be empowered. They will ensure that they are part of the decision-making process through the 
leadership groups. They can talk to the leadership groups that are answerable to the ministers—on service 
delivery to the Minister for Child Protection, on infrastructure to the Minister for Regional Development—and 
ultimately the cabinet subcommittee. That accountability is absolutely essential for a positive outcome, and that 
is what we are talking about. That is why it must be a medium to long-term process.  

I say to the Leader of the Opposition: I understand her cynical approach because a lot has been tried in the past, 
but this is reform. We are actually at the point that in the months ahead those advisory councils will be 
developed, interaction will occur with the communities and those communities will be empowered to have a say 
about what happens in their community. Looking at the fundamental vestiges of a productive, dare I say it, 
fruitful Aboriginal community—we talk with the community, engage with them and look at the opportunities for 
their children in terms of whether there are educational facilities and opportunities. Are there health issues in 
those communities? Is there access to mental health facilities? Are there issues with alcohol and substance 
abuse? All these issues must be addressed through engagement with the community, and that is exactly what is 
going to happen. From an educational perspective, the prospect of engagement through interaction with tutors 
and examining the opportunities in schools and for training advancement can only occur through consultation 
with the people. This has not happened before.  

Although I appreciate the Leader of the Opposition’s cynicism, it is ill-founded. We have spent almost two years 
on this issue to get to the point we are at now, when we can ask, “What is the best thing to do?” Do we just cut 
funding? Is that the answer? Of course, it is not. Do we say there will be no schools? Do we just go in and close 
communities? No, we do not. We simply do not do that. We will get to the point at which we will work with the 
community. When it gets down to it, ultimately, we will get to a point at which some of those communities will 
be seen to be unsustainable. That is exactly why I mentioned Oombulgurri. There was consultation with that 
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community and the determination was made in consultation with the community based on the issues that existed 
there. That is what will occur in the years ahead. I am delighted with what we announced last Friday, and 
contrary, perhaps, to the views of some members opposite and some members of the Aboriginal community, the 
response I have received personally and through my office is overwhelmingly positive. At last there is an 
opportunity for engagement and for Aboriginal people to be empowered in the decision-making process. Service 
delivery in the years ahead will be a much more coordinated and effective approach than has existed in the past. 
The Minister for Child Protection, the Minister for Regional Development and I, as the Minister for 
Aboriginal Affairs, are at one with this. We have worked on this in a cabinet subcommittee for the past 
18 months, almost two years. I have great confidence in our capacity to ensure that the leadership groups are 
carried out with an enormous amount of enthusiasm and effectiveness so that ultimately, when it gets down to 
the point in two to three years’ time—I am convinced that it will not be much longer than that—we will see 
a situation in which those communities will benefit from decisions that we made and announced last Thursday.  

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.40 am]: Firstly, I want to say there was obviously no 
conversation or consultation prior to the Premier making the statement that he would close 150 remote 
communities. The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs is right that there needs to be a holistic review of service delivery. 
We are well aware that many communities are completely overserviced, but some of the service provisions are 
completely wrong. Funding programs that teach people how to use washing machines or how to knit is not 
necessarily the outcome that we want. I want to pick up on what the Leader of the Opposition had to say about the 
level of distrust and concern that has been raised in the community by the non-consultative approach that this 
government has taken to this program. I understand the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs said that he wants to 
consult; that he wants a leadership group. Will that leadership group be reflective of the 90-odd traditional groups 
that exist in Western Australia, or will it comprise half a dozen upper echelon Indigenous people? If there needs to 
be a conversation, it needs to be a conversation with the whole community, not just a select few.  

I want to read a speech that was written on 1 May 2015 by Dr Mark Bin Bakar from Edith Cowan University on 
behalf of the Kimberley Stolen Generation Aboriginal Corporation. It was delivered by KSGAC staff member 
Ms Vanessa Poelina, in the absence of its chair. The speech states — 

I present this notice of sadness, regret and frustration on behalf of the Kimberley Stolen Generation 
Aboriginal Corporation of this colonial attitude to Aboriginal people. Since day one they have been 
moving, killing, raping, murdering, oppressing our people across Australia with very calculating strategies 
to disempower, disrespect and discredit our Aboriginal nations across Australia. The big land grabs. 

It is now over 200 years since the arrival of the first fleet and Aboriginal Australia is not going 
anywhere so, come on Colin Barnett and Tony Abbot get over it and work with our people.  

That is the message — 

We are who we are, what we are and we can never change that, we are the Natives of this land. We 
have collective evidence of our connection to this country over 60,000 years and trust me this is not 
a life choice decision but a Birthright. 

We have responsibilities to our country, people, languages, identities and environment. We ask that you 
do not point the finger at our people’s situation; after all, it was created by you and your Westminster 
system. A system that has a superiority complex upon its head that elevates its thinking, planning and 
humanity at a level that looks down on our people and our being as Indigenous people of Australia. 

If the do-gooders had left us in our traditional state in our own countries we would have been carrying 
out our life style … obligations in a natural God given capacity as was gifted to us since time 
immemorial. But no, your systems removed our people off country, rounded them all up and 
institutionalised our people, at times breaking every tie to our essence and responsibly to our country, 
language and culture. 

However you could not break the Aboriginal inside of us, as we remain Aboriginal regardless, as the 
DNA determines who we are and why we are who we are. Something you and your bureaucrats would 
never ever be able to comprehend without direct consultation with us. 

In your proud heritage achievements across our country you also contributed by most of your great 
explorers, pioneers and so on, who created this other so called evil you called the half-caste. And to 
cover up your evil intent and failures you behave as, so called decent human beings, as you, as men in 
power; concocted this policy of removing children from their families for their so called, own good. 

What you created in fact is a great expansion of Aboriginal people despite colour differences but you 
still carried this removal policy and treated fellow Australians as less than human. You even had laws 
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that classified us as Flora and Fauna. In fact the psyche has not changed in how you think of Aboriginal 
people, since colonisation. 

Your great wisdom then assisted our people to return to country and help them in self-determination 
and all those catch cry terminologies etc. Only to now decide that they all once again, need to be 
rounded back up and bought back into regional centres. This will again create the anxiety, stress, ill 
health and broken freedom to care and live off country, let alone the burdens on regional centres. 

How dare you think that our people are not worthy of proper support, recognition and assistance in your 
responsibility to provide this, as you may have been the so called conquerors of this country, one would 
think that you would have the compassion to treat our people with dignity, respect and with conviction 
of heart in this day and age. 

The Stolen Generation people’s and living descendants are fully aware of the suffering that was 
imposed on our forebears and themselves in the name of removal for one’s own good. But you 
compromise the ultimate rule of life, that people belong in a place with their own language, identity and 
wellbeing, in our own sacred circles. 

The apology given to Aboriginal Australia on behalf of Australia by Prime Minister Kevin Rudd was 
a good intent that was well overdue, ignored by the previous regime of Prime Minister John Howard but 
also acknowledged by the Prime Minister Paul Keating’s Redfern Speech. 

These speeches were given, delivered and spoken in good Australian spirit and good intent to tell the 
truth, seek justice, allow healing and also reconciliation and you just undo and denigrate all of this by 
your words and actions as a clear contradiction of power and demonstrate the way this English system 
is corrupt. 

We are the victims of your systems inadequacies and racist attitude to our people. Always was and it 
seems, always will be. 

This is 2015 and we just see the same old rules, policies and controls imposed on our people but just 
rebranded, renamed and a different strategy but same intent to denigrate our people and their sovereign 
right to just BE! 

We as Aboriginal people know about the politics of deception and denigration through trial by negative 
media, policy and Government Authority to please the big end of town at the expense of the poor end of 
town, in this case our people. After all the birth of the Westminster system and western democracy was 
designed with this intent since day one; legal and illegal corruption. 

We hope that all Australian Governments could show respect, compassion and consideration for the 
oldest living culture in the world in their very own country. 

We live on country because it is our country! 
 
Dr Mark Bin Bakar HonECU 
Chairperson 
Kimberley Stolen Generation Aboriginal Corporation  

HON DAVE GRILLS (Mining and Pastoral) [10.49 am]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for bringing 
this motion to the house. It is a good thing and I am glad we agree on what she sees as the point. I also agree that 
after a 20-year career and what previous governments have done nothing has changed. As I have said before and 
will say again, we are standing here talking about the same things we have spoken about before and we are not 
getting anywhere. However, I support the government’s plan for a plan. I am glad the Leader of the Opposition 
acknowledges it is a plan for a plan. It gives us a plan so that we can move forward. It gives us a mission 
statement. I can tell members, from my time in the defence force, that when the commander had a mission 
statement he would say to his troops, “Go out and make this happen because I want to get from A to B and this is 
where we want to go.” The aim with this motion is to ensure that children grow up safely with access to 
education and real economic opportunities. We want them and their families to be meaningfully occupied with 
links to country, culture and kin. When I go out and look at that, I take that as the mission statement to do with 
the plan. The Leader of the Opposition has basically read from the fact sheet. That is fine but she has not gone 
out and spoken to people, and I can tell her that I have.  
Hon Sue Ellery: I have. 

Hon DAVE GRILLS: Last Saturday when I was at the Broome Barramundi Dreaming concert, I spoke to a lot 
of people in Kununurra. The week before that, I was talking to other people on the land about what goes on. My 
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view of this is that we can talk about what happened, who did this and who did what. In places such as 
Halls Creek and Fitzroy Crossing where the Gooniyandi people are working with Gogo station I talk to them 
about positive things that we will do. This week those people are in Kununurra looking at irrigation, which the 
WA Nationals support. They are not only there but also in Mowanjum. Rather than sitting around and saying 
what we should have done and what we could be doing, we are out there doing it. Those people take on board 
what has happened before. We cannot change the past but we look forward to the future. We look forward to 
communities such as Joy Springs, which was on Four Corners the other night, and other communities saying, as 
Mullaja said, “We don’t want people drinking in our communities; we don’t want this; we want to work together 
with the government to do this.” That is what they are trying to do. The WA Nationals are committed to doing 
that. We have the capacity to do that. Not only that, on the ground in the Kimberley, the Pilbara and throughout 
regional WA and other places, National Party members are working to make that happen. We do not view the 
world as somewhere to walk around with a crash helmet on because the sky is caving in. We view it with the aim 
of how we will transform issues and work with Aboriginal communities. We have three ministers on board to do 
that, and I am very proud that Terry Redman is one of those ministers. I do not see lasting doom and gloom; I see 
the possibility of a bipartisan approach whereby members opposite speak to people and we start talking the same 
language, I guess, and the plan is the plan. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Are you saying we don’t speak to people? 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: I am not saying members opposite do not speak to people. I am saying that members 
opposite say that people are scared and what have you—I do not know what conversations they have with 
people. Conversations I have with people do not indicate there are reasons to be scared. There are opportunities. 
Hon Stephen Dawson: Where have you been since November last year when the Premier announced it? 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: I do not care what the Premier said, to be honest. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: I cannot answer for what the Premier said. He said what he said. I am saying that to go 
forward with this plan, we need to work on the plan. It happened in the goldfields with Coonana Aboriginal 
community, which members opposite might say was closed. People were taken from Coonana who did not quite 
have the lifestyle we wanted. We could not put in place the services they needed to make the community as 
successful as we wanted. We worked with the Coonana people and they came to Kalgoorlie and other places 
where they could get housing and services and the kids could go to school—where all that opportunity existed 
and they took it on. Yes, still two families live there, and that is fine. We need to look forward and work with 
this plan to make that happen. We do not need to have just another plan that will be overlooked. We need to get 
out there and do it. I do not think it is very hard to do. The most difficult aspect is the time it will take. The 
whole point is that it takes time. We have looked at places such as Cape York, where there are opportunities and 
where communities do that. Those communities take 10 or 15 years to get where they are now. I think 
communities in the Kimberley and the Pilbara are at least five or six years ahead of the community in Cape York 
when it started. The work that has gone into transitional housing and things like that is a start and this plan and 
this mission statement suits that. It is suitable due to all the hard work that has gone on before and where we find 
ourselves. I think we should talk about this plan, which is a plan that we can all make work, and we should start 
working towards it. 
Hon Sue Ellery: A plan for a plan. 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: I am glad the Leader of the Opposition sees it as a plan for a plan, because it is a plan. 
Hon Sue Ellery: That’s what my motion says. 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: That is right. 
I am saying that we should work together to make that happen. 
Hon Sue Ellery: I support having a plan for a plan but I do not think you should call it a major reform for 
service delivery. 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: I am not calling it a major reform; I am saying that it is a plan for a plan. 
Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon DAVE GRILLS: Despite what everyone else said before, I am saying that we could make it work if we 
work together. I think it is a good plan and I support the government doing it. 
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HON STEPHEN DAWSON (Mining and Pastoral) [10.55 am]: Let me remind members why we are having 
this debate today. It is because in November last year the Premier made a statement that he had a plan to close 
more than 100 of Western Australia’s remote Indigenous communities. He had a plan to close Aboriginal 
communities because they were dysfunctional communities. 
Hon Helen Morton: He didn’t say that. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: That is the first plan. Members opposite cannot resile from that fact. 

Hon Helen Morton: He didn’t say that. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: He said it on the ABC and in Parliament. He said, “I have a plan to close remote 
Aboriginal communities.” 
Hon Helen Morton interjected. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I will table the media story at the end of my comments. He had a plan to close 
remote Aboriginal communities. That is why we are having this debate today. When he made that statement, 
without any consultation or conversation with Aboriginal communities, it caused chaos around the state, not only 
in Indigenous communities, but also in some of our regional towns and cities. There are already massive lists of 
people in those places waiting on social housing. In the Pilbara alone there are 600 people waiting for 
Homeswest housing and in Hedland 60 people are waiting on priority housing. That means 60 people are 
destitute today who need this support and assistance, but cannot get it. People in the towns were concerned 
because they knew they were already struggling to access services and get support from government. They were 
concerned because suddenly there may well have been an influx of thousands of people from remote Aboriginal 
communities into the towns that are already being squeezed. Just because the government has built Pelago and 
new apartments in Karratha it does not mean the housing problem is fixed, because poor people cannot access 
them, particularly at the height of the boom when the rents were massive. Those people were destitute and had 
nowhere to go, so people in the towns were concerned. They were saying, “I can’t get the assistance I want now, 
what will happen to me if these thousands of other people come in?” People living in small remote Aboriginal 
communities were concerned because the Premier’s announcement came out of nowhere. Nobody had 
mentioned it to them before; nobody had said to them, “Okay, there are problems in your community, I’m going 
to help you fix it because I’ll build more houses there.” I am pleased that the Premier got to Warralong a few 
weeks ago because he saw in Warralong itself that there were 11 houses and about 100 people living there. One 
hundred people in 11 homes means that, basically, up to 10 people live in some of those houses. In fact, in 
Warralong, people live outside under shade cloth because there is nowhere for them to go. That is part of the 
reason for the dysfunction in some of those communities. A massive number of people live on top of each other 
in two-bedroom houses. 

It was not just those communities that were concerned when the Premier said last year that he had a plan to close 
communities. There was backlash around the state. In December last year an open letter was written to the 
people of Western Australia. It was not signed by only Aboriginal people; it was signed by the likes of 
Professor Fiona Stanley; Janet Holmes à Court; Helen Szoke, the CEO of Oxfam Australia—people from 
churches, unions and native title services. Aboriginal people also signed it; for instance, Michelle Nelson-Cox, 
the chairperson of the Aboriginal Health Council of WA; and Dennis Eggington, CEO of the Aboriginal Legal 
Service of WA. The letter reads — 

We the undersigned write to seek your support for the ongoing sustainability of Western Australia’s 
Aboriginal communities.  

Aboriginal people are obligated to maintain a connection to country to sustain spiritual beliefs, 
customary activities and traditional lore. In addition to providing a home to many Aboriginal people, 
these communities provide a continuing sense of identity through this ongoing connection to country.  

… 

For many Aboriginal people, communities provide a healthier alternative to living in cities and towns, 
where exposure to alcohol and drugs is higher, and incarceration rates for Indigenous Australians are 
the highest in the nation  

It is not a coincidence that mental illness among Aboriginal people is more prevalent in our cities and 
towns. The tragedy of suicide among young Aboriginal people is typically experienced more in cities 
and towns than in communities  

The recent debate about funding to Aboriginal communities doesn’t recognise their importance to 
Aboriginal people or the cultural asset they are to both the state and the nation. The debate also doesn’t 

 [9] 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 14 May 2015] 

 p3664f-3677a 
Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Dave Grills; Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Helen 

Morton; Hon Darren West 

recognise the important role Aboriginal people play as custodians of the land and its conservation 
values.  

The letter goes on. 

It was not just people in communities; it was people right across the state who saw that the 
Premier’s announcement or comment late last year that communities were to close was short-sighted. Absolutely 
something needs to happen! I know; I represent most of these communities. They are mostly in my electorate, 
with potentially a few in the Agricultural Region. They are mostly in my electorate, and I have been out to them. 
I have had a different experience from Hon Dave Grills: I spoke to people between November and last week, and 
people are very, very concerned and very frightened about what the future holds for them. These people have 
been displaced by governments before, and what are we going to do again? We are going to take them away 
from country and displace them a second time.  

Yes, I agree that things have to change. Let us have a plan. Let us not just have a plan; let us actually put 
something into action. Let us fix things. I know that in 2013 the government created or established a new 
Aboriginal Affairs cabinet subcommittee. We had one when we were last in government, and this government, 
I am pleased to say, now has one with the likes of the Ministers for Aboriginal Affairs, Health, Mental Health, 
Police, and Regional Development on it. I have to say one element that I think is missing from that committee is 
the Minister for Housing.  

Hon Peter Collier: He comes on.  

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: He is coming on? 

Hon Peter Collier: No; he comes on whenever he is required. 

Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I think the Minister for Housing should be there every time because, Leader of the 
House, I actually think housing is part of the solution to this problem. It is a very, very big problem—we all 
agree on that—but the housing minister should be on that committee. I know his agencies are engaged in 
processes further down the chain, but he should be there because he has hundreds of millions of dollars to dish 
out every year. In fact, we saw an announcement from the housing minister last week about money in the budget 
for social housing tomorrow or today. Housing should be there. The housing minister needs to know the extent 
of the problem in these communities, and he needs to be at the table and helping to fix it. I would urge the 
government to listen to that and to consider putting the housing minister on that subcommittee to help to start to 
alleviate the pressure on some of these smaller communities.  

I want to touch on another thing that I have seen since the Premier’s announcement last year. I have come across 
a reticence by some government agencies to fix minor problems that my office has raised over the past few 
months, because they were waiting to find out whether communities were going to close. They did not want to 
do work there just in case communities closed. I do believe certain projects were put on hold as a result of the 
Premier’s announcement; in fact, in this building a couple of weeks ago I had a meeting with a public servant 
who said, “Now that we know the communities aren’t closing, we’ll get onto this issue.” So, not only did 
communities actually not know what was going on, but also public sector agencies have taken their foot off and 
were not delivering some services or helping fix some problems in communities as a result of the chaos that 
erupted around the Premier’s announcement.  

I know the government has said that 90 per cent of the communities are located in the Pilbara and Kimberley 
regions, and that those communities are the first priority under this plan. Look, that is fine, but I do think the 
government has to engage or talk or send a message to the Murchison and goldfields communities because they 
have not got the message that they are not being closed yet, and they have not really got the message that they 
are next, so I would urge the government to spread that message out to those communities.  

I have two other things. Yes, Leader of the House, absolutely, this side of the chamber has said that the 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs should go and that it is a waste of time. Our spokesperson for 
Aboriginal Affairs, Ben Wyatt, has been out on this issue. We do not believe it has been a great department for 
service delivery, and I am going to quote from Ben Wyatt in the other place. Ben Wyatt said — 

It is time for the Department of Aboriginal Affairs to be replaced. The department has frustrated people 
for a long time. The department is betwixt and between; Aboriginal people want an advocate but the 
department is not an advocate for Aboriginal people. I do not say that in a nasty and critical way, but 
the department is there to represent the position of the government of the day. I intend to take this idea 
to Aboriginal people for their views. 
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We want things done differently. Absolutely! Absolutely we want coordination happening. We want Aboriginal 
people to get good services, we want agencies to work together, and I am happy to support any plan that fixes 
that.  

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan — Minister for Mental Health) [11.05 am]: Mr President, 
listening to the opposition so far today has reminded me of how hard it is to be in opposition, and also reminds 
me why, under no circumstances, will we be back there again because of the chronic negativity, the absolute — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order!  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I can hardly imagine how hard it would be to try to find something negative to say 
about the reforms to improve the lives of Aboriginal people living in remote communities, but somehow or other 
the opposition has sought to do that. I just wanted to go through a few things I have heard so far today.  

It is really tough being in opposition, and we know that, so let us get a few things clear and on the record. The 
opposition is not saying the reforms are not needed—I heard that very clearly from all opposition speakers so 
far; the opposition agrees with that. The opposition agrees it is good because we need bipartisan support for these 
reforms, so we are going to hold the opposition to that. We will work with it to make sure that it comes on board 
with this. I am really keen that we are very clear about the fact that the opposition is saying the reforms are 
needed, and that that is not a concern to it. I am also very clear that the opposition agrees that these problems 
have existed for a very long time and have not been addressed by successive previous governments, including its 
own. It agrees with that. It is saying that it is looking forward to seeing these reforms rolled out. I think that is 
really good, because the problems are entrenched and we will need to take the time to both plan and implement 
all the component parts of the reform process. I look forward to having the opposition’s support for that, because 
it agrees with it. It is not denying the degree of difficulty in addressing these problems. Governments before have 
turned a blind eye to these problems, but now it is very clear and we all know and understand that we need these 
reforms and that, yes, they will be difficult.  

I am incredibly proud to be part of a government that has the social conscience, like no other before it, to take on 
these issues. Yes, it has the courage, conviction and moral decency to address these unacceptable outcomes for 
people living in remote communities. The other thing we have heard today is that it takes a whole-of-government 
approach—not just the state and commonwealth governments but all of the agencies across the whole of 
government, including the agencies that are represented by ministers in this house. We have heard about the 
agencies for housing, culture and the arts, corrective services, mental health, and education and health. It is an 
across-government approach to reforms that requires not only every single agency to be on board, but also 
regional, district and community service providers to take part. It takes a lot of work to bring the not-for-profit 
sector into that reform process, as well as some of the corporate services. 

The other thing that we have heard a lot about—I think Hon Robin Chapple indicated this, even if he was not 
saying it directly—is that consultation is absolutely paramount. It is a case of involving, engaging and working with 
Aboriginal people, and making sure that this reform is owned by them and brought about through a bottom-up 
approach. I agree with that, and I know that members opposite agree with that so, again, I am finding it difficult to 
find the area in which the opposition does not support the government. It is becoming broader than 
Western Australia. The Northern Territory has recently announced that, following the Western Australian approach, 
it is embarking upon a similar process itself. Once again, it has that level of support we are looking for. 
The government has a two-pronged strategy. The first element is about making sure that human services to 
communities are able to achieve better outcomes and are more efficient and effective in the way that they are 
delivered. The other half is making sure that communities are economically sustainable into the future. These two 
prongs are inextricably linked, through the common objectives of making sure that children are nurtured and safe, 
and thrive. We have to turn around the position in which currently 40 per cent of children in these communities are 
developmentally vulnerable. We also have to make sure that these children are getting good education, and that 
they are well enough educated to make lifestyle choices for themselves, whether they want to live in a community, 
or move into a different area, or move away from the community for a short time and then move back. Nothing the 
government is doing with this reform will disengage people from their country and their culture. 
The area in which I am particularly involved, more so than the work Hon Terry Redman is undertaking on the 
economic sustainability of communities, is human services reform. When I was out in the community, I showed 
people a picture of what is now termed “noodle nation”. It is a picture of service delivery in and out of 
Roebourne, where 63 providers deliver over 200 different services or programs to a community of 1 400. 
Community members were easily able to see not only that this reform will impact on communities, but also that 
it is a reform about the way the government has to do business—not only the state government, but also the 
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federal government and other agencies involved. People I spoke to in the community about that description of 
Roebourne made absolutely clear the impact of that kind of approach. They told me what it was like from their 
point of view. A few people in the community had to manage the contracts, do the acquittals, and the monitoring 
and accountability work. They talked about the fact that there is often no overall strategy, tailored to the 
community’s needs. They indicated that many programs and services did not make much difference to the 
community, and were not valued by the members of the community. The need for an agreed strategy in that 
community became very clear to the community members and to us. 
I also talked about the silo effect that sees a massive waste of resources, duplication of services, short-term 
projects and wasted travel. The short-term approach means that the next person comes in requiring a lot of extra 
orientation. This is a terrible waste of resources. No wonder the services are not producing the outcomes, 
effectiveness and efficiency that we are looking for. There is no accountability; the programs are not evaluated, 
mainly because there is no strategy for that particular community. As a result of that, nobody is measuring KPIs 
for any particular area. Local communities talked about how disempowering this approach was, and how the 
decision-making has been eroded over the years. 
This is the kind of work that has been done over the years in discussions with communities about the reforms the 
government is undertaking. We are starting to quite clearly formulate the overall strategy for the reforms we are 
putting in place, and the level of consultation that is necessary, to get that big thinking going about how we will 
change the way we provide services to these communities in the future. Six months of intensive consultation is 
coming up, and at the end of that six months we will see the next level of that strategy. 
HON DARREN WEST (Agricultural) [11.16 am]: This has been a fruitful discussion. It is very important that 
the upper-middle-class white colonialist view is recorded in Hansard as a result of this debate today. I would like 
now for people to consider this whole debate through the eyes of Aboriginal people. I would like people to 
consider this motion, this debate and this whole sad tale of events through the eyes of Aboriginal people. For 
40 000 years they have been part of this country, and listen to what we have heard today. We do not have 
a commitment; we have a plan. I think that is the crux of Hon Sue Ellery’s motion. This is clearly an attempt to 
smooth over the very damaging comments of the Premier last November after the announcement of the closure 
of 150 communities. Can anyone imagine how that would be for a member of one of those communities—not 
knowing whether theirs is the community to be closed; not knowing what might happen, and where they would 
have to move to; whether they would be required to move to another community or a large regional centre? As 
Hon Stephen Dawson knows very well, and has put to members opposite, our larger regional centres will 
experience an influx of people under those circumstances, into areas already experiencing high demand for 
housing and services. Can members imagine how people in those communities would have felt? 
It is not only that. The Prime Minister of Australia described living in remote communities as a lifestyle choice. 
Does anyone remember the Prime Minister of Australia—yet another middle-class white colonialist—talking 
about what it is really like in remote Aboriginal communities? Nobody seems to look at this through the eyes of 
Aboriginal people, and I think it is time that someone did. Do not smooth this over as a plan to have a plan, with 
which the government’s backbench is clearly an agreement. I think we heard a contribution from someone on the 
government backbench confirming that this is a plan to have a plan. We welcome that, but members opposite 
should not use flowery language and yet again try to convince Aboriginal people that this is a major reform. It is 
not a major reform; it is a plan to have a plan. That is good; we do not say that it is a bad thing, but let us just be 
clear about what we are doing. 
Hon Dave Grills: What’s your plan? 

Hon DARREN WEST: We will get to that in time. I am pleased that Hon Dave Grills has brought this up 
because — 

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT: Order, members; let the member on their feet have their say. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I will respond to that interjection by saying that in the Labor Party caucus we have 
two people who do view such things through the eyes of Aboriginal people and who have done some outstanding 
work in that area in recognising Aboriginal people in the Western Australian Constitution and also in what 
would be major reforms by completely restructuring the way that the Western Australian public service delivers 
services to Aboriginal people. I will not talk of those things too long, because I know that those individuals in 
the Labor caucus are more than capable of speaking for themselves. There is certainly some serious horsepower 
in our caucus to look at these issues through the eyes of Aboriginal people and that is the point of my 
contribution today. Clearly, members opposite do not have that capacity. 
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There were the comments that the government would close 150 communities and there were the very unfortunate 
comments that living in a remote Aboriginal community is a lifestyle choice. They do nothing for this process, 
because it is very, very difficult to engage with Aboriginal people when they have absolutely no trust, no respect 
and no faith. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! We cannot have a slanging match going on between a couple of other 
members while another member is on their feet making their contribution to the debate. That is what it is all 
about in this chamber. 

Hon DARREN WEST: Thank you, Mr President — 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! You cannot carry it on. 

Hon DARREN WEST: I listened with interest to some members of the government point out that there have 
been failings, and we agree that there have been failings. It is a fairly frank admission for members of the 
government to make—that in six years they have absolutely failed on the issues of the delivery of services to 
Aboriginal people. Yes, I think we all concede that no government has been pure in this area and I think it is 
time to have some major reforms, but this is not it. This is a plan to have a plan. I am pleased to hear about this 
consultation process because, as I have said from the start, I think these matters need to be viewed at some point 
through the eyes of Aboriginal people, who have been here for a very long time. This is their country and as 
governments we do not seem to accept that strongly enough. I note that there was no consultation when the 
announcement was made to close 150 remote Aboriginal communities—none at all. This came as a complete 
bump out of the blue for members of those communities and that is what has caused so much angst and 
consternation. That is why we have thousands of people on the front steps of Parliament protesting that 
decision—because it came totally out of the blue with no consultation and there was no prior knowledge from 
any members of those committees. I think people power has risen and that is good thing. We have talked about 
the ability to protest in this place before and the government’s plans not to allow that anymore, but I think it is 
good that people have protested, and I think Aboriginal people should keep doing so and get their message 
across to the government that perhaps it needs to spend more time looking at these issues through the eyes of 
Aboriginal people. The Premier may say stop protesting because the government has a plan to have a plan, and 
I think it is good that there is a plan to have a plan, but let us not dress it up as a major reform. I think Aboriginal 
people can see through that quite easily. As Hon Sue Ellery put quite succinctly, the government has some big 
bridges to build. The government has a lot of work to do in this area to try to re-engage and gain the trust and 
respect of Aboriginal people to be able to make these major reforms it talks about. There have been two years of 
this government and it has not got very far yet. I do not think there is a lot of faith from anybody either on this 
side of the house or out there in remote Aboriginal communities that anything will change in the next two years. 
Hon Helen Morton: Do you want it to? 
Hon DARREN WEST: Of course we want it to change. We would support a major reform, but this is not a major 
reform, it is a plan to have a plan—that is what this is. What do I agree with is on the government media statement. 
There are three important things at the beginning of the media statement that we agree with. The first is — 

• Education and safety of children a key priority 
Of course that is a key priority, but I would not call that a major reform. That has been attempted for many, 
many years and should continue to be. 
The second thing is — 

• Aboriginal leaders to play a major role in reform 
I do not think there is much faith that will happen either because the Premier announced the closure of 
150 communities without talking to anybody. 

The third thing is — 

• Additional funding to assist in reform process 
The government fact sheet mentions how much money is being spent on Aboriginal communities as though there 
should be some guilt taken by Aboriginal communities and that they are a burden on all of us. They are not. We 
should get serious about this and if we are to have a major reform, let us have it. Let us involve Aboriginal 
people; let us look at the issue through the eyes of Aboriginal people and not have the white middle-class 
colonialist view and a top-down approach. 
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Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 14 May 2015] 

 p3664f-3677a 
Hon Sue Ellery; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Robin Chapple; Hon Dave Grills; Hon Stephen Dawson; Hon Helen 

Morton; Hon Darren West 

Tabling of Paper 
Hon PETER COLLIER: In his contribution Hon Stephen Dawson indicated that he would table a document 
with reference to comments made by the Premier. I just ask if he would table that document. 

The PRESIDENT: I recall that comment. 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am happy to table it at some stage. Hansard has taken my document, but when it 
returns, I am very happy to table it at an opportune moment, Mr President, and you might tell me when that 
might be. 
The PRESIDENT: The chamber staff will collect it from Hansard and I consider it tabled at this stage. The 
chamber staff will find that document with Hansard and ensure it is tabled in the normal course of events. 
[See paper 2881.] 
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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