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ABORIGINAL PEOPLE, SOCIAL SECURITY 
Statement 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.52 pm]:  Unfortunately I do not have my notes with me, so members 
will be pleased that I will speak for a shorter time than I would otherwise have done.  I congratulate and support 
the federal Government’s move regarding social security, which in many cases quite correctly goes to our 
Aboriginal community.  Hon Frank Hough has supplied me with his notes, so members can blame him!  I do not 
know any reasonable people who would not agree that Aboriginals are a special case and that they sometimes 
need more help in certain areas than do other sections of the community.  However, it is also without doubt that a 
tremendous amount of the financial help that has been given to them - 99.9 per cent of it - has for many years 
been wasted.  In fact, a lot of people would argue that it has perhaps made the situation worse.   

Most humans believe that it is good to help people who try to help themselves.  My understanding of the thrust 
of these proposals of the federal Government is that it will continue to give adequate help to our indigenous 
people, but that this help will be tied to those people doing their part.  It was put to me just today by someone 
with whom I was talking that the problem arises partly because of the lifestyle of Aboriginal people.  They see 
the travelling doctor or the nearest doctor to receive treatment for a wound.  Those wounds are sometimes quite 
nasty.  The wound is bandaged, disinfectant is applied and all those sorts of things.  However, within a short time 
of getting back to their community, the bandage disappears, the wound becomes dirty and reinfection occurs.  
An article in today’s edition of The Australian states - 

Senator Vanstone said she wanted to ensure the principle of mutual obligation - 

I like the sound of that - 

the Government’s view that people must give something in exchange for welfare - would deliver 
tangible improvements to indigenous people.   

We would all like to see tangible improvements.  The article also states - 

Former ATSIC chairwoman Lowitja O’Donoghue backed the Government’s plans, saying a radical 
approach was the only way to solve deep-rooted problems.   

That lady is without doubt a well-respected leader of our indigenous people.  Of course, there is always the other 
side.  The article also states - 

But Aboriginal leader Pat Dodson angrily condemned the plan.   

I guess that will always occur.  The article quotes Mr Dodson as saying - 

This is not reform - this is social engineering at its worst.   

What is wrong with social reform that gives strong encouragement to people to live in a cleaner, healthier and 
more sensible way?  I am part way through reading the thesis of the daughter of a friend of mine; they are both 
doctors.  Her thesis concerns rheumatic fever and what follows from that within the Aboriginal community in the 
Kimberley.  I am only about halfway through that thick document, but it became obvious from my reading of it 
that many Aboriginals are reluctant to go back for secondary treatment.  The history of that goes back some time.  
They go for initial treatment, but they do not change their lifestyle or go back to the doctor again.  They are 
either flown back to their community or stay in a nearby area.  As individuals we are very happy to help people 
who try to help themselves.  However, those people must fulfil their part of the bargain.  I repeat that I strongly 
congratulate the federal Government for its new approach.  I sincerely hope that it works.  I thank members of 
the House for their time.   

House adjourned at 5.57 pm 
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