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ABORIGINAL HERITAGE — ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE PROTECTION 

Statement 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [5.48 pm]: Hopefully this will be my last contribution — 

Hon Alison Xamon: I hope not! 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: — on the issue that we have been dealing with. 

I do not intend, as the clerk is insinuating, to fall over or something. 

I will continue from the remarks I made previously in the debate on the motion. I want to finalise by saying that, 
clearly, from the information that I am getting from a number of stakeholders, whether it be Indigenous communities, 
representative bodies, anthropologists or archaeologists, the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 needs to be reframed 
to reflect the intent of the act as it was debated in this and the other place. Everybody stood together with the 
presumption that Indigenous heritage mattered. The act must have regulatory oversight. The Aboriginal Heritage 
(Marandoo) Act needs to be rescinded, and I am very pleased to hear that the government and Rio Tinto are actually 
going down the path of considering doing that. There are negotiations afoot and I am very, very supportive of those. 

Given the situation, we need the mining industry to voluntarily review its contracts with Indigenous people—the 
Indigenous land use agreements. These are the components that constrain Aboriginal people in their ability to talk. 
In my view, there needs to be a fundamental restructuring of the native title law to include the right of veto, as per 
the Northern Territory. The breaking of the direct nexus between mining and government revenues that invariably 
results in states operating as brokers for the mining corporations rather than as impartial arbiters must cease. Strong 
consent provisions must be provided to complete the solution to regulatory heritage protection. In this regard, 
I really go back to the issues that are contained within the agreements. We cannot deal with that. The state cannot 
deal with that. It has neither the power nor the legal imprimatur to do so. I am calling upon industry at this time, 
when it is being called to look at its processes, to take some voluntary role in winding back some of the draconian 
aspects of these agreements. 

However, such provisions need to legally empower both parties to not only respect each other, but also enable the 
mining to continue while at the same time not making Aboriginal people subservient to that process. There are such 
provisions. I have supported Hon Ben Wyatt, a good friend of mine, when he has said that we need to re-empower 
Aboriginal people in Aboriginal heritage, but we cannot do so while the industry has one hand tied behind its back. 

After I concluded the debate we had on Wednesday morning, I got a weird phone call at about 11 o’clock at night. 
I will have to paraphrase this, because it came as a bit of a shock. Some people might know, there was an elder 
who passed away in the Pilbara, a very important elder, Nyaparu Parker, and I was contacted by a constituent in 
Roebourne who happened to be a family member. We talked about the issues of the day and all sorts of things. We 
had quite a lengthy discussion. I am paraphrasing this, and I am sorry if I get a couple of the words wrong. She 
said, “I heard about your motion today. Not much has changed. They used to tie us up in metal chains. Now they 
tie us up in paper. Just as strong. They used to march us off to Roebourne jail. Now they fly us to Perth and Sydney. 
Not much has changed.” 
 


	ABORIGINAL HERITAGE — ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE PROTECTION
	Statement


