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KIMBERLEY LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS PRECINCT 

Motion 

HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [4.53 pm]: I move — 

(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. 

This motion was placed on the notice paper some time ago—indeed, on 18 March this year. Given it is now 
October, we wonder about the relevance of some of these motions. Having given some thought to that and in 
light of what we have heard from the Premier to date, particularly on this matter and other matters I will raise, 
we can appreciate that it is indeed relevant today, and I hope to demonstrate to the house a pattern that has 
developed with the Premier’s approach to these matters.  

I would like first to deal with the comment that “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.” Before I proceed, I must say that I 
support the concept of a single gas hub. In fact, I support the gas hub, as I understand it to be, being located in 
the James Price Point area, provided the proper environmental checks are in place and provided the deal is 
delivered that the Kimberley Land Council negotiated.  

I remember my first visit to James Price Point with this particular development in mind. I was there about two 
hours before sunset. The first thing that came to my mind in a satirical sense was that, what this place needs is a 
whacking great big liquefied natural gas plant! It is a spectacular place, unique in its own way. Although there 
are a lot of pindan cliffs around the place, because it faces straight into the sunset, it is an amazing sight when 
the sun sets.  

Negotiations around this site have been going on with local people, particularly the Kimberley Land Council and 
local Indigenous people, for years and years prior to the Premier making these points. It should be noted that this 
was not actually his first choice. I will go through the chronological history of this. North Head was the 
Premier’s first choice, and that was going to go ahead no matter what until he was given information that 
suggested perhaps another place should be the site. Making a comment about it not being a spectacular part of 
the Kimberley coast fails to recognise all the other activities around the area. Indeed, the road that leads up to 
James Price Point is utilised extensively not just during the cooler tourist season months, but also throughout the 
summer months for fishing and camping by local people, particularly in the Broome surrounds. It is one of those 
last wilderness areas in that it is not specifically covered by a native title agreement under which access needs to 
be sought on a regular basis and it is not covered by a pastoral lease. People can go to any one of those creeks. I 
go fishing up there and always see people there. The tracks are always well utilised. It is a main recreational 
area. Naturally, the local people have some concern about access to that area. Even the people who support the 
project do not agree that this is not a spectacular part of the coast.  

Then there are the concerns from the tourism operators with the large charter vessels to whom people pay a lot of 
money, sometimes up to $1 000 or $2 000 a night, to go up and down the coast. The comment was made to me 
that most of the time they go up in the dark. They are concerned that they will see flares. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
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