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ABORIGINAL ROCK ART — BURRUP PENINSULA 
Statement 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.02 pm]: I just wish to respond to the Minister for 
Aboriginal Affairs’ comments. I think the minister needs to have a few things corrected for him. In 2007, the 
Aboriginal traditional owners nominated the Burrup Peninsula to be a site under the Aboriginal Heritage Act. At 
some stage—unfortunately I cannot be precise, because I do not have my notes in front of me—in around about 
2011, the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee, as I was told in an answer to a question asked by me to the 
minister, determined that site 233323, which is the whole of the Burrup, was a site. Subsequent to that, the 
department said that it did not need a defined boundary and it would need to go and investigate the defined 
boundary. Subsequent questions were answered by the minister in this chamber that the department had indeed 
quantified the boundary. Now, one would assume that that meant that site 233323 was on the register. But, as we 
now know, because of the results of the evidence provided by the minister to me, as a result of the determination 
by the State Solicitor’s Office on part V of the AHA, site 233323 was removed from the register. 

I want to go back and quantify the number of sites on the Burrup. Back. In around 2006–07, the department 
provided me with a list of all the sites on the Burrup. I checked those before I put out the press statement, and my 
recollection is that there are around 2 800-plus sites on the Burrup. Interestingly enough, some of them are 
60 metres out in the ocean because they are incorrectly located. We need to realise that those 2 800-odd sites 
represent a very, very small proportion of what is on the Burrup. 

Hon Peter Collier interjected. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Let me finish, minister. I will explain why. Those 2 800 sites are sites that were 
identified during industrial development and a lot of them, at least about 4 000 individual petra cliffs that make 
up a number of sites, were actually destroyed in the Woodside North West Shelf development. If members were 
to look at the Burrup—the maps were created by me for the National Trust of Australia—the sites are in the 
areas of industrial development. The other areas, of which there are large numbers , have never been recorded. In 
fact, the work done by Peter Beath— 
Hon Peter Collier: I have the map. 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I need to have a look at it, but I am sure that is my map. 
Hon Peter Collier: There are 2 400 spread across the Burrup. 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: They are not. We will come back to that. 
Even the work done by Peter Beath back in 1988 recorded the whole of the north-west of the Burrup in a series 
of transepts. That was done in 2008. 
[Interruption.] 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I hope there was nobody sitting on it. 
They are not recorded on the register. Many sites across the Burrup are not on the register. So the removal of 
site 233323, as a result of the SSO advice, which has, again, quite clearly been answered in this chamber, gives 
me great concern. When we consider that applications have been made for many of those areas to be put on the 
register and that they are part of the 8 000-odd sites that are waiting to be assessed on the register, they are not 
broadly protected. The idea with site 233323 was that the traditional owners wanted the whole of the Burrup as 
a site. In response to that, I am deeply concerned that, indeed, that site has been removed from the register. The 
ACMC determined that it is a site and the government carried out an evaluation of the boundary of the site and it 
was to be a site. The SSO’s advice was used to remove it. That is what the minister told me in answers to my 
questions in this place. 

Hon Peter Collier: Is your media release accurate? 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Yes, it is. 

Hon Peter Collier: You stand by your media release? 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Yes, absolutely. 

Hon Peter Collier: I can’t believe that you — 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I am explaining to the minister why — 

Hon Peter Collier: But you are wrong. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I am not wrong. Minister, I did the national heritage work. 

Hon Peter Collier: Don’t throw that at me; deal with the facts. 
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Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I am dealing with the facts. I am just presenting the facts to the minister. I am afraid 
that the minister has been given a bum steer, coming into the chamber and making those statements. I am 
identifying the real situation directly to the minister. 
Hon Peter Collier: It would not be the first time that you were wrong. 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Well, I am not, minister. I hope that the house has now recorded what I have had to 
say. If the minister needs further clarification, I will come into the chamber tomorrow and identify exactly when 
he made all these statements in this place, to justify exactly what I have put out in that media release. 
Hon Peter Collier: If you think I am going to remove the Burrup, you need your head read. 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: The minister did; he told me. Site 233323 has gone. The minister then put out 
a media statement that said that there was no way the Burrup would ever be a registered site. 
Hon Peter Collier: The 2 400 sites are still registered. 
Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: Absolutely. Half of them have disappeared under industrial development. The 
minister should go and have a look. 
Hon Peter Collier: I already have. 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I am sure if the minister goes and looks at where those little dots are on his map, he 
will find that they are under Moth Wharf, under the Woodside North West Shelf joint venture development, in 
the Pluto site, and right across the area. The only sites that are not recorded have been destroyed in the 
developments that occurred pre-1972 before the Aboriginal Heritage Act came into being. Approximately 
5 000 sites were destroyed pre-1972 under the development of the Dampier town site, the Parker Point 
developments and the East Mid Intercourse Island development. The minister should go back to his department 
and look, because I am sure he will find out that half the heritage officers there will be asking, “What the heck 
happened in Parliament last night?” 
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