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KIMBERLEY LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS PRECINCT 

Motion 

Resumed from 22 October on the following motion moved by Hon Jon Ford — 

(1) That this house expresses its concern at the comments made by the Premier to the Committee 
for Economic Development Australia conference on Tuesday, 3 March 2009 in which he 
referred to a proposed LNG precinct to the north of Broome and stated — 

… we are proceeding in developing an LNG precinct to the north of Broome. That’s 
not the spectacular part of the Kimberley coast, it’s flat tableland, no people living 
within probably 30 or 40 kilometres of the area … That’s important, we’re trying to 
do that by negotiation, the timetable is the end of this month. If we can’t do it by 
negotiation, the State will resume the land. I’ll do that reluctantly, but we will do it. 
We will not hold up economic development and we will not deny the people of the 
Kimberley—and particularly the Aboriginal people—the opportunity from some 
economic independence and some economic security. 

(2) That this house calls on the Premier to — 

(a) explain how he can claim to be negotiating in good faith when he put on public record 
that if he does not get a negotiated outcome, he will resume the land to develop an 
LNG precinct to the north of Broome; and 

(b) explain why he is presenting a veiled threat to Indigenous people in respect of this 
matter and whether this is a sign of things to come. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the House) [4.15 pm]: I was close to 
concluding my remarks on this motion. The point I was seeking to make about the comments made by Hon Jon 
Ford was that this government made a very clear decision that it would like a liquefied natural gas plant to be 
built in the Kimberley and it would like Browse Basin gas brought onshore to feed that LNG plant. The 
government made that position very clear during the 2008 election campaign and since that election, and it has 
sought to do whatever is necessary to achieve that outcome. I contrast the positive decision-making approach of 
this government with the approach of the previous government, which lost the Inpex project because it could not 
make a decision. In my view, that was unacceptable to the extent that this state has lost a $15 billion project. We 
came into government knowing that that was the case and having taken the view that the Kimberley needs 
another industry. There are too many people in the Kimberley who do not have jobs, particularly in the 
Aboriginal community. It is absolutely vital to the future of the communities of the Kimberley that there be 
meaningful occupations and employment for Aboriginal people. It is the government’s view that an LNG plant at 
James Price Point in the Kimberley, together with a supply base at, say, Point Torment or at Broome, will 
provide significant employment opportunities for Kimberley people. The Premier was not backward in coming 
forward; he made it very clear what this government wanted to happen. The motion refers to the Premier 
threatening people. In fact, the Premier made it very clear that this is a government that is about making 
decisions and it would seek to negotiate an outcome; and that outcome was accepted and supported by the 
Kimberley Land Council and a number of groups in the Kimberley. Indeed, agreements have been reached for 
compensation, and funds are available to Aboriginal communities as a result of this project. The government is 
very keen for the project to progress and to develop, and to provide the employment opportunities I talked about 
for Kimberley people.  

At present, the various companies that are involved with Browse Basin are not unanimously of the view that the 
gas should be brought onshore to the Kimberley. There are various views amongst the joint venture partners 
about where this particular LNG precinct should be located. Obviously those companies will make their own 
decision, ultimately, about how they seek to develop Browse Basin. Clearly some companies that are part of that 
particular consortium are very keen to develop that particular resource as quickly as possible and are keen to take 
up the government’s offer of delineating a site at James Price Point for this development. Other companies see 
this as a longer-term proposition and are contemplating the notion that this could be a top-up, if we like, for the 
Burrup Peninsula as the amount of gas coming from the North West Shelf begins to decline in due course. It is 
my very strong personal view that we should not wait for that to happen. I would not be at all surprised if there is 
not significant additional discoveries of gas in the North West Shelf that would result in that particular resource 
being available to the state for a very long time.  
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At the moment, there are opportunities for the export of the LNG, and there is no doubt in my mind that, as the 
world comes out of the economic crisis it has been in and Chinese demand continues to increase and Japanese 
and Korean demand begins to increase, the development of Browse Basin is something we should seek to 
achieve as quickly as possible. The motion does not say that we should not do any of this; it simply criticises the 
government for the way in which it is seeking to achieve an outcome. I make this point to make it absolutely 
clear: this government has made a decision about what it wants to happen and that is what governments are 
elected to do. I contrast that, as I said, with the previous government, which could not make the decision. In fact, 
it left the decision making to other people. That is not what governments are for. If governments cannot make 
decisions, they should let other people be the government. We have gone through the processes of negotiation. 
The Premier has made clear what the government wants and those negotiations have indeed delivered on a range 
of agreements that will, hopefully, lead to this development at James Price Point.  

A heads of agreement between the Kimberley Land Council, the Western Australian government and Woodside 
Energy was signed in April 2009. The commonwealth Labor government was represented at the signing 
ceremony by Martin Ferguson, who spoke enthusiastically about the commonwealth support for the project. 
Carol Martin, the member of the Legislative Assembly for the Kimberley, was in attendance, and she spoke 
equally enthusiastically about the project. The parties are committed to the development of an Indigenous land 
use agreement, which will ensure that native title rights and interests are not extinguished and that the land is 
returned to the traditional owners once processing of the gas is completed. The Leader of the Opposition, Hon 
Eric Ripper, issued a media release on 15 April 2009 congratulating the Kimberley Land Council on reaching 
agreement with the state government. Everywhere we look, there are interested parties who are supportive of this 
project, with the exception of the Greens (WA), who do not want anyone to have any gas at any time, anywhere, 
if I can put their position in the broadest possible context. They will continue to be opposed to any development 
in Western Australia that I can think of. Indeed, with their colleagues in the Conservation Council of WA, they 
are generally opposed to any development of any description. That is a shame really, because this state needs to 
create employment for many people who do not have it, particularly in the Kimberley. I am referring to 
Aboriginal people. 

Point of Order 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: The minister is misrepresenting what I said in the debate when I clearly articulated 
that we would support the development at a number of locations. 

The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order. If the member claims to have been misrepresented, there is an 
opportunity under standing orders—I looked up the standing order yesterday and have forgotten the number—at 
the end of this contribution when he is entitled to claim that he has been misrepresented. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NORMAN MOORE: As a matter of interest, I was not quoting anything that the member said because I 
cannot remember what he said. I was indicating that the general impression I always get when Greens’ members 
make speeches is that they do not want anything to happen. Perhaps I am exaggerating their position a little.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Maybe you’ve just been here too long. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I could say the same about Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich. I acknowledge that I am reaching 
the midway part of my political life. I hope Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich has reached pretty close to the end of hers. 
Any time she would like to compare her achievements with mine, I am happy to get into that debate, because I 
can tell her who will come out second best. 

A government member interjected. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: That is quite right. 

I am interested to know whether Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich agrees with the Greens on this issue or with her leader, 
Hon Eric Ripper. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: If you sit down, I’ll tell you. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: She might by way of interjection say whether she is on the Labor Party side or the 
Greens’ side. She can take her pick. Sometimes I never quite know where the Labor Party stands on this issue 
because it stands on both sides. In his speech, Hon Jon Ford said that the Labor Party supports the proposal but 
that we should not have gone about it in the way we did. In my comments I made the point that the Leader of the 
Opposition was congratulatory of the work of the Kimberley Land Council in reaching agreement with the state 
government. That is a very positive bipartisan approach to potentially a very significant development for 
Western Australia. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: The process began in 2007. 
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Hon NORMAN MOORE: I know, but I do not know where this member has been all her life. Does she not 
remember that at the last election, someone I do not know leaked a story to the media that Western Australia had 
lost the Ichthys Inpex project to Darwin because the previous government could not make a decision. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You do go on; get over it.  

Hon NORMAN MOORE: Whether the Labor government started this process in 2007 or 1927, the bottom line 
is that it just did not reach a conclusion. When a process is started, it is fundamental to reach a conclusion. The 
Labor government might have started it in 2007, and thank goodness it did—not that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich’s 
government had much to do with it; the companies found the gas. Her government tried to make a decision about 
finding a site on land for a liquefied natural gas plant, and it gave the decision-making authority to the 
Kimberley Land Council. That is what it did. It was called “informed consent”, a term that nobody had heard 
about until Eric Ripper came up with it. Informed consent had to be given by the traditional owners through the 
Kimberley Land Council, which meant that they would make the decision about the site of the LNG plant, if 
there was going to be one. That is the stage it was at when the election occurred. The Labor government was 
going around in circles giving authority to other people to make decisions, and we found Inpex heading off to 
Darwin. If Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich thinks we should get over that, I suggest she tell those people in the Kimberley 
who do not have a job because her government could not make a decision to just get over it; they should wait 
around for a while and perhaps something else might turn up down the track. It is an absolute disgrace. Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich should hang her head in shame because her government lost a project of that magnitude. Inpex 
will have an 800-kilometre pipeline instead of a 200-kilometre pipeline because her government procrastinated. 
If she does not believe that, she should go down to Inpex’s office in Perth and ask the people there why they are 
going to Darwin, and they will tell her in no uncertain terms. She says, “Get over it”, but I have not got over it 
yet, nor have the people in the Kimberley because they still do not have a job. 

We have a situation in which the Browse Basin has proven reserves of 24 trillion cubic feet of gas and 
600 million barrels of condensate, which makes it a very, very significant reserve, almost equivalent to the North 
West Shelf gas project. It is a major resource for Western Australia and for the nation. As all members will 
know, the benefits of these resource developments that take place in commonwealth waters go to the 
commonwealth government by way of resource rent taxes, and the state government gets virtually nothing from 
them at all. It is a pity we cannot get a federal government of either persuasion to come to the party with the 
states and do a deal such as Sir Charles Court and Malcolm Fraser did for the North West Shelf to ensure that the 
royalties and the resource rent tax are shared between the commonwealth and the states. The Howard 
government and now the Rudd government have both said that, as far as they are concerned, every single cent of 
the resource rent tax will go to the commonwealth, albeit they made a promise to the last state Labor government 
to give WA $100 million to keep its mouth shut during the election campaign. That is the bottom line. As we 
know, the problem with resource rent taxes is that they are not forthcoming until the company starts making a 
profit. The tax is based on the profit, and the companies write off most of their investment up-front, so the actual 
profit from the taxes does not start flowing for perhaps 10 or 15 years. Anyone who thinks that is a good system 
does not really understand the needs of the state in providing the infrastructure that is fundamental to these 
projects.  

I conclude by saying that we make no apology for taking the action that we have taken since we formed 
government or for making decisions about this or for saying to the Kimberley Land Council and other groups 
that it is time to make a decision on this. We have chosen James Price Point because we think that site will have 
the least impact on the environment of all the sites that have been identified. We want that project to go ahead. 
That is the government’s preferred position, and the Premier has made that very clear to the companies involved. 
Let us hope that we achieve that outcome because it will see a significant amount of money—in the order of 
$2 billion over the life of the project—going to the Kimberley Land Council and other Aboriginal groups. That 
will provide enormous benefits to the Aboriginal communities of the Dampier Peninsula and for the people in 
the Kimberley to get jobs that they would otherwise not get. It will also provide wealth for the nation, albeit not a 
whole lot for Western Australia. It is our obligation to make sure that our resources are properly developed. I 
very much look forward to the decision by those companies to go to James Price Point and to seeing this project 
get off the ground. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan) [4.31 pm]: I take this opportunity to make some 
comments on this motion. I support the motion moved by Hon Jon Ford that this house expresses its concern at 
the comments made by the Premier at the Committee for Economic Development of Australia conference on 
Tuesday, 3 March 2009 in which the Premier referred to a proposed LNG precinct in the north of Broome. When 
I read what the Premier told the people who gathered at that conference, I was very angry. I think that anger was 
probably my immediate response to this because the Premier’s comments highlighted a number of things, first 
and foremost of which was the arrogance of the tone that the Premier used when dealing with this issue and the 
sort of message that he sent to the people who attended that conference, who could well have been from many 
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parts of the world. I was angered by the arrogance that was part of the delivery of the Premier’s message. The 
Premier said — 

… we are proceeding in developing an LNG precinct to the north of Broome. That’s not the spectacular 
parts of the Kimberley coast, — 

I am sure that many people might differ from that view. He continued — 

it’s flat tableland, no people living within probably 30 or 40 kilometres of the area. 

I understand that that is technically not correct either and that people are in fact living much closer than 30 or 40 
kilometres outside the area. 

Hon Robin Chapple: They are about six kilometres from it. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: That is what I thought. The Premier also said — 

That’s important, we’re trying to do that by negotiation, the timetable is the end of this month. 

Keep in mind that this speech was given on 3 March 2009 and it is now November 2009. A lot of water has gone 
under the bridge but I do not know whether there has been much progress on this development. The Premier 
went on to say — 

If we can’t do it by negotiation, the State will have to resume the land. 

Can members imagine the leader of Western Australia sending that sort of message to the international business 
community at a conference that was attended by probably 1 000 leaders in the industry from all over the world? 
In other words, we have no respect for the rights of our Indigenous brothers and sisters because, quite frankly, if 
they do not like it, they can lump it. That is the message that went out on that day by this Premier. That makes 
me very angry. 

Hon Michael Mischin: Get over it. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: I do not think I will get over it because I do not think that this is a good sign by 
the Premier, who clearly has some issues of his own and has a level of arrogance that has not been seen before. 
He goes on to say — 

I’ll do that reluctantly, but we will do it. We will not hold up economic development and we will not 
deny the people of the Kimberley — 

Does that mean that the views of Indigenous people of the Kimberley count for nothing? I know that there are 
differing views among the Indigenous community up there, but they are entitled to their different views and 
opinions, just like anyone else is. The implication is that the views and opinions of Indigenous people do not 
matter, and I find that very disappointing. I have a copy of the transcript of the speech that was delivered. The 
Premier then goes on to say — 

The impact of an LNG plant will be minimal. This is not an industrial complex, as someone would try 
and describe. It is basically a large refrigerator. All it does is take natural gas, cool it down to minus 170 
degrees centigrade, where it turns into a liquid, its volume’s reduced and it can be exported, contained 
within shipping. High tech, high sophisticated, very clean. And all that will be there will be this LNG 
plant, perhaps several of them. 

This is a very significant issue in that part of the world. It has caused significant division between different 
groups. Considerable work has been done in the background regarding what will happen if and when the LNG 
project becomes a reality. I was in Broome only a couple of weeks ago. The project is a long way away from 
becoming a reality. There are still divergences of opinion among members of the community about whether this 
project will be a good thing. Some people argue that the cost of going down this path and the benefit that they 
would gain from it does not work in favour of the proposal going ahead. I believe that the proposal is a good 
thing, but there will be a range of challenges, and those challenges will need to be met. I know that an enormous 
amount of work is going on to do that. For example, the Department of State Development, with the involvement 
of the Broome Chamber of Commerce, completed a social impact assessment in June 2009. That work was very 
important because the likely outcome of the development is quite significant. Clearly, some of the key issues 
need to be identified, scoped and attended to. One of the most obvious of those issues is what will happen during 
the construction phase of this project. The construction phase may require an additional 5 000 or 10 000 people 
in the town. I do not know what the figure will be, but it certainly will be in the thousands rather than the 
hundreds. There is no doubt in my mind that there is a need to make sure that adequate housing and community 
facilities are provided. Obviously, there will be pressure on schools and all manner of other pressures. The 
increased population will have a significant impact, and the government needs to consider infrastructure, land 
and affordable housing. All those things need to be addressed. I am also concerned that there does not seem to be 
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a helluva lot going on in that area; I see Hon Jon Ford nodding his head in agreement. The Premier has made a 
decision — 

Hon Jon Ford: There was a thought bubble about 50 000 people in Karratha, but there was nothing about 
Broome. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: It is very interesting, is it not? The Leader of the House made the point that this 
is a government of action, yet a decision was made some nine or 10 months ago, and nothing much has happened 
since then. Everybody in Broome is speaking about this, but there is no evidence of any progress. 

Hon Michael Mischin: At least a decision was made. 

Hon Jon Ford interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: The government can make decisions, but at the end of the day, if it does not 
actually do anything about them, they do not amount to much. 

Hon Jon Ford: It will be good to hear a contribution from Hon Michael Mischin, instead of snide comments. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is only one member who is entitled to make a contribution at the moment, and 
that is the member on her feet. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: In my view, the state is virtually on a go-slow. If the government is so 
committed to this project, the Premier would get out of his comfort zone and negotiate in good faith with the 
traditional owners. He would come to an agreement and involve the commonwealth government. He would get 
the commonwealth government back to the table with the traditional owners and find out what their requirements 
are so that he could get this project moving in the right direction. None of that is happening. 

This project could be a lifeline for the government, if it is to have a lifeline. One does not have to be a rocket 
scientist to know that the state’s finances are trending downwards and that there is a desperate need for royalties. 
I know that there is an issue about royalties going to the commonwealth government, but if we could get 5 000 
or 6 000 people back into work, there would be positive flow-on effects. It is very important to stimulate the 
economy and accrue the benefits of doing so. 

I will also comment on work that has been done on the impact of this project on the tourism industry. A tourism 
impact assessment was commissioned by Tourism WA in partnership with the Western Australian Department 
of State Development. Tourism is obviously a very important industry in Broome; many people there rely on the 
tourism sector for their livelihood. It is very important to address the issue of how tourism can survive in 
Broome alongside an LNG precinct. A report has been completed and it is available on the Department of State 
Development website. The report was prepared by Kadar Pearson and Partners Pty Ltd. Although a lot of effort 
appears to have gone into this report, it seems to me that it is a bit of a whitewash; it certainly does not seem to 
acknowledge some of the concerns raised by people in Broome about some of the challenges that the tourism 
sector will face if and when, for example, the construction stage of this project begins. When I was recently in 
Broome, people were saying that if construction workers and plant operators were to walk around a tourist town 
such as Broome wearing their green safety uniforms, it would be incompatible with Broome’s status as a tourist 
centre, and it would work against Broome being viewed as a tourism precinct. I know that the Broome 
community and the local government are working on a range of strategies to deal with the complexities involved 
in reconciling a predominantly tourism-based community with the impacts of an LNG processing precinct, and 
on finding ways for tourism and industry to function cooperatively within the same area. That is a major 
challenge. 

There are many challenges involved in the development of the LNG precinct to the north of Broome. The 
government, for whatever reason, is not pushing this project. There must be a reason for that. It makes me quite 
angry when I hear the Leader of the House talking about the government being a government of action and a 
government that makes decisions. The decision about the LNG precinct being located to the north of Broome at 
James Price Point was made many months ago—nearly a year ago. There has not been much advancement since 
that decision was made. Some of the traditional owners in Broome are not supportive of the project. Some of 
them have said that if they cannot get what they want from the commonwealth government or the state 
government, they do not care if the project does not proceed. That could potentially be a real threat to the project. 
One would think that if the Premier was so intent on proceeding with the LNG precinct at James Price Point, he 
would take some proactive action, but there has been no proactive action from the Premier. I am really 
expressing my disappointment at the arrogance of the Premier and the damage he caused to Western Australia’s 
reputation through his choice of words at an international conference. As Premier, he should have the interests of 
all Western Australians at heart, and he needs to be able to demonstrate that he has taken into consideration the 
views of all Western Australians. It was arrogant for him to make comments about the area not being a 
particularly spectacular part of the Kimberley coastline. It was arrogant for him to claim that people did not live 
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within 30 kilometres or 40 kilometres of the area, which is absolutely wrong. It was arrogant for him to say that, 
if he could not negotiate an outcome by the end of the month, he would simply resume land that belongs to 
traditional owners. That is a very sad and bad—yes, sad and bad, honourable members—message to send to the 
international delegates who were at that conference. This motion, which has been on the notice paper since 18 
March, calls on the Premier to explain how he can claim to be negotiating in good faith when he has said on the 
public record that if he does not get a negotiated outcome, he will resume land to develop an LNG precinct to the 
north of Broome. The Premier has not explained why he made that claim. He also has not explained why he is 
presenting a veiled threat to the Indigenous people on this matter. This motion is obviously a bit dated, but it is a 
sign of things to come. The Premier is so arrogant — 

Hon Norman Moore interjected.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: He is not the only one who is arrogant in this government, honourable Leader of 
the House. The Leader of the House tends to be tinged with the same brush in that regard. 

Hon Norman Moore: What a terrible thing to say! That is outrageous coming from you! At least I have 
something to be arrogant about! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Let us just explore that, Leader of the House. What does the Leader of the 
House have to be arrogant about? 

Hon Norman Moore: How long do you have? It will take a long time! 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I would like to get back to the content of this motion, which is the Kimberly liquefied 
natural gas precinct, rather than who is arrogant and who is not arrogant. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH: Thank you Mr President. 

This motion has been on the notice paper for a long, long time. This motion calls on the Premier to explain two 
things. The Premier has failed to explain those two things. That is very, very disappointing. As for the 
government being committed to this project and wanting to see a rapid outcome, I cannot understand what has 
happened here. The Premier seems to want to put pressure on the Indigenous people in respect of their support 
for this project, yet he has done nothing to make this project a reality.  

I conclude my remarks by saying that I support this motion. I am very disappointed that the Premier has gone 
down this path and has shown himself in this way. 

HON BRIAN ELLIS (Agricultural) [4.53 pm]: I am not sure how many members have been to James Price 
Point to look at this LNG precinct. I have had the good fortune of being taken around this site by the very 
hardworking local member, Hon Ken Baston, whose office is in Broome.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: You’re lucky that you can get him out of bed in the mornings! He comes here to sleep! 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS: He was certainly able to put things into perspective for me—unlike the arguments that 
have been put by the other side of the house. 

I want to point out a few things. The Kimberly comprises one-sixth of all of Western Australia. It is twice the 
size of Victoria, three times the size of England, and larger than Germany.  

Hon Sally Talbot: Did you pick that up in Wikipedia? 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS: We are talking about five kilometres of coastline at James Price Point. I must admit that 
when I looked at that coastline, I thought it was very nice, but it is very much the same as the other hundreds and 
hundreds of kilometres of coastline in that area. 

In speaking to this motion, I would like to put this matter in context. One of the major failures of the Labor 
government is that in almost eight years in office, it did not develop a state energy strategy or an infrastructure 
plan to facilitate state resource development. On 22 March 2006, the former Premier, Alan Carpenter, said in a 
media release that, “LNG is WA’s second most valuable petroleum product after crude oil”. He said also that, 
“WA’s LNG sector is powering along.” But it was actually going nowhere. 

On 6 September 2007, the former energy and resources minister, Fran Logan, said in a press release — 

The WA Government is committed to establishing WA as an energy hub for the oil and gas industry, 
servicing not only Australia, but also South-East Asia. 

The government is making decisions for the future. 

But the former government was not making any decisions at all. 
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On 28 March 2008, the former state development minister, Eric Ripper, said in a media statement, “The 
government has not determined a preferred model for the operation of the hub”. He said also, “There are a 
number of complex issues to resolve regarding any model for the hub”. This was despite the former minister 
noting “Both the State and Federal Governments had shown a clear preference for a single common-user hub in 
the Kimberly which minimised the environmental footprint of any development”. 

This dillydallying meant that Western Australia lost the multibillion-dollar Inpex project. It is, therefore, no 
wonder that the incoming Premier, Colin Barnett, was not prepared to dillydally. 

On 15 October 2008, within weeks of being elected, the Barnett government released the “Northern 
Development Taskforce Site Evaluation Report” on four potential sites in the Kimberley for the LNG precinct. It 
is important to note that—contrary to what has been expressed by the other side—this report was compiled after 
extensive consultation with community stakeholders, including environmental groups, the Aboriginal 
community, the tourism industry, local government, and fisheries and aquaculture representatives. Nevertheless, 
in his media statement of that day, Premier Barnett announced a further 28-day public consultation period. He 
also publicly acknowledged the commitment and effort of the Aboriginal community in helping to identify the 
potential sites in a constructive and timely manner. That does not sound to me like a veiled threat to Indigenous 
people. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Well, those were his words. 

Hon BRIAN ELLIS: I am just explaining what it sounds like to me. That does not sound to me like a failure to 
negotiate. The Premier has negotiated in good faith. 

On 16 April 2009, the Premier issued a detailed fact sheet on the LNG project. The Premier commenced his fact 
sheet by saying — 

The development of an LNG Precinct in the Kimberley has been about underpinning the economic 
future of Western Australia. At the same time, the Liberal-National Government wants to build better 
relationships and an economic future with Aboriginal communities in the Kimberley. 

This does not sound to me like a veiled threat, but I certainly hope that it is a sign of things to come. The Premier 
went on to outline more signs of things to come when his fact sheet said — 

• the development of the Browse Basin gas reserves represents a rare opportunity to address 
indigenous disadvantage across the Kimberley in a manner that seeks to substantially improve the 
educational, health, social and economic well being of Aboriginal people. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 8729.] 
 


