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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 18 September after the following amendment had been moved by Hon George Cash -  

That the following words be added to the motion -  

but regret to inform Your Excellency that the Government has failed to adequately address a 
number of serious issues affecting Western Australia 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [5.55 pm]:  I concur with the amendment moved by Hon George 
Cash and I take this opportunity to address issues that are relevant to both the region I represent and to my 
constituents.  I will speak today on an issue that is of great interest to many Western Australians; that is, native 
title and Aboriginal self-determination.   

In 1992 the concept of native title was recognised by the Federal Court.  Since then both the federal and State 
Labor Parties have embraced the concept of native title.  They have espoused the merits of this concept and 
extolled the benefits that would be passed to Aboriginal people.  One of those benefits is that of self-
determination.  I understand that this basically meant Aboriginal people would make their own decisions about 
their future, development and land.  However, it is almost 10 years since the Mabo decision.  We should review 
how over that period the Aboriginal community has benefited from that decision.  I am sure that people will 
concur that we have thrown a great deal of money at this issue - indeed, many millions of dollars - and we should 
consider how many native title determinations have been made in that time.  The native title web site indicates 
that approximately 34 decisions have been finalised in 10 years.  We should, therefore, consider who has 
benefited from the Mabo decision: lawyers, anthropologists, paralegals and a few Aboriginal people fortunate 
enough to belong to privileged groups.   

Since native title has become a reality, a number of questions should be asked.  Are Aboriginal people better 
educated and better represented in the work force?  Have Aboriginal people reduced their over-representation in 
our jails?  Have they increased their participation in the development of our natural resources?  Do more 
Aboriginal people own a house than owned one 10 years ago?  In other words, has the chasm that divides 
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal Western Australians decreased?  I believe, unfortunately, it has not.  All native 
title has done is shackle the mining industry, hamper our construction industry and, once again, trample on the 
hopes and aspirations of ordinary Aboriginal people.  Money that was meant to improve the lot of the many has 
merely advanced the few.  I have been approached by a large number of Aboriginal people in my electorate and, 
indeed, from outside it.  They have come to me as a last resort.  Neither the Government of the day nor the 
previous Government have addressed the questions or concerns of those people.  The bodies that are funded 
from the public purse to oversee the orderly transition of native title are too busy misusing public funds to care 
about the concerns of small groups.  

I have a letter from a member of my electorate, which I would like to table.  I will first read some extracts from 
it.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  To recap, I had been speaking on the reality of native title and self-determination of 
Aboriginal people.  I had expressed my views that perhaps the results that have been achieved so far are less than 
desirable.  I was leading on to the fact that many of my Aboriginal constituents have approached me, perhaps as 
a last resort, with some of the problems because, similar to the previous Government, the Government of the day 
is not addressing their questions and concerns. 

I will table and read extracts from a letter from a member of the Wadjari Aboriginal group, Taffy Papertalk, who 
is the former chairperson, Aboriginal liaison officer and principal field officer of the Yamatji Land and Sea 
Council.  The letter dated 8 August 2001 deals with the Wadjari native title claim and states -  

Dear Mr Fischer, 

Re: Yamatji Land and Sea Council 

I am writing to you to seek your assistance because our local Representative Body, the Yamatji Land 
and Sea Council (“YLSC”), seems to me to have been taken over by non-Aboriginal people who run it 
for their own financial gain and to the detriment of my people.  The immediate cause of this complaint 
is a series of letters published in The Geraldton Guardian last week, but the problem has been 
developing over the past two to three years.   

The first comment in the newspaper was from David Ritter, who styles himself the Acting Executive 
Director of YLSC.  The following pages detail the situation as I and many of my people see it.  
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. . .  Monies which were supposedly earmarked for Aboriginal advancement, which should have been 
spent on the education of a generation of people and on assisting them to improve their position in 
society, were channelled instead into the hands of these bureaucrats.  To maintain their position of 
advantage and their well-paid jobs, they continually bombarded the wider Australian population with 
propaganda concerning the supposed “backward” nature of my people and of how they needed 
“experts” like them to control their lives.  They also controlled the processes by which limited 
education and training were available to my people, thereby assuring themselves of continued and 
lucrative employment.   

From the mid nineteen-seventies the tide of history started to turn and Australians began to realise what 
was happening to their Aboriginal fellow countrymen.  New laws were passed to right the wrongs of the 
past and empower the Aboriginal people, so they could once again control their own destinies - the 
Aboriginal Councils and Associations Act, the Aboriginal Land Rights (Northern Territory) Act and the 
Aboriginal Heritage Act are examples.  My generation felt that society was changing and at last we 
were becoming full citizens, equal to the rest of Australians.  The faceless, grey controllers still 
remained behind the scenes, sometimes assisted by misguided or deluded Aboriginal people, but their 
powers and ability to cause misery to my people were greatly diminished.  Between the nineteen-
seventies and mid nineteen-nineties, it is a matter of record that the material well-being of Aboriginal 
people improved, although still way behind that of other Australians, and although the results of the 
legacy of generations of social disadvantage still came to the fore in statistics such as chronic disease, 
poor education outcomes and record incarceration rates. 

Then, in the nineteen-nineties, the Native Title Act was passed by Canberra and my people felt that, at 
long last, our time had come to take total control of our own destinies and achieve self-determination.  
This early promise was crushed cruelly by the return of a new generation of controllers, who again 
wrested control of our own destinies from the hands of my people.  No amount of stylish words or 
propaganda from people like David Ritter can hide the fact that the vast sums of monies granted from 
the public purse to YLSC do not filter down to Aboriginal people to help them towards self-
determination through access to their traditional lands.  The big earners were and still are all non-
Aboriginal people - David Ritter himself (sometime lawyer, now Executive Director of YLSC), 
Michael Robinson (sometime Registrar of Aboriginal Sites at the Department of Aboriginal Sites and 
former Principal Anthropologist at YLSC), Nicholas Green (sometime colleague of Michael Robinson 
at DAS, Acting Registrar at the same Department, and anthropologist at YLSC), Helen Lawrence 
(lawyer), Simon Choo (lawyer), Malcolm Allbrook (former General Manager of YLSC and sometime 
Policy Officer at Kimberley Land Council), Tony Wright (Director of Finance and Administration at 
YLSC and sometime employee of Bidyadanga Aboriginal Community), Phillip Haydock (sometime 
colleague of Mr Robinson and Mr Green at the Department of Aboriginal Sites and now Heritage 
Officer at YLSC).  In regard to the last-named, one could ask how a Heritage Officer contributes to 
achieving native title for Aboriginal people?  Is it the job of a Heritage Officer to administer the means 
by which Aboriginal people protect their heritage and thereby, once again, to exercise control of them? 

YLSC does not empower Aboriginal people; it does not contribute to their self-determination.  Self-
determination means making one’s own decisions in regard to one’s own destiny.  This includes the 
right to make mistakes and to learn from these to achieve better outcomes in the future.  YLSC prevents 
my people from moving this final step to full equality with other Australians, by controlling the native 
title processes in our region.  Why do they do this?  The deathly slow rate at which any outcomes are 
achieved by YLSC for the native title claimants in this region and the massive resources which they 
expend in trying to crush any claimant groups who do not “toe the line” with them are a clue to the 
answer to this question.   The empowerment flowing from YLSC is to the benefit of the non-
Aboriginal senior staff at YLSC, and the financial rewards are massive.  Therefore, it is to the benefit of 
those persons to maintain rigid control of all native title processes, just as a generation ago self-seeking 
bureaucrats maintained rigid control of my parents’ generation, and to seek to keep Aboriginal people 
ignorant of those processes.  The longer this continues, the greater the power and financial rewards.  On 
this final point of power and influence, it is worth noting the involvement of David Ritter, Michael 
Robinson’s family and Helen Lawrence’s family, and other senior staff members with the Australian 
Labor Party.   

In return for the massive amounts of Federal monies injected regularly into YLSC, just what outcomes 
have been achieved?  Only one determination agreement has been signed for the Yamadji - between the 
State Government, other parties, and Clarrie Smith’s Nganawongka Wadjari Ngarla group.  But that 
positive outcome was achieved by the Aboriginal Legal Service of W.A., and not by YLSC!  The other 
“outcomes” claimed by David Ritter in his newspaper article are, in many cases, of more benefit to the 
YLSC and its senior staff than they are to the Aboriginal people concerned.   
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- Having a 100% Registration Test record is not remarkable - anything less would be 
unacceptable from so many lawyers.   

- YLSC has actually lodged overlapping claims to attempt to subjugate claimant groups who do 
not accept their control.  Another large overlap is currently being planned by YLSC to punish 
Mullewa Wadjari and other claimant groups who dare to defy their control.   

- Have senior staff received any payments from resource developers for assisting them?  My 
people would prefer to handle their own heritage protection negotiations and surveys, but are 
prevented from doing so by YLSC . . .  But the funds to which they attach these strings are 
granted to them from the public purse with no strings attached.   

- Recognition of YLSC as a Representative Body has meant massive funding grants to them.  As 
detailed above, these grants benefit and empower non-Aboriginal people more than Aboriginal 
people. 

- Heaven help those Aboriginal people who stand up against David Ritter and his colleagues at 
YLSC.  The wide representation claimed by him is on paper only.  If the present Committee 
and senior staff are so sure of their positions, why did they hold the last AGM in a remote part 
of the region, to ensure attendance only by their supporters?   

- YLSC signed a cooperation agreement with the State without first of all consulting widely 
with its members and constituents.  The agreement, the terms of which are unknown to the 
majority of the Yamadji people, benefits YLSC more than the Aboriginal people.  Put bluntly, 
the agreement was signed behind our backs and without our knowledge.  As such, many of my 
people feel that it is not binding on them and is therefore null and void. . . 

- Perhaps the YLSC should consult my people before becoming “prominent” in supporting 
Government initiatives or reviews.   

The simple, unavoidable, fact is that YLSC is not empowering my people or assisting us towards self-
determination.  Many of us believe that it is instead a further attempt by powerful and self-interested 
people to re-establish rigid control over the Aboriginal Yamadji people, perhaps with a view to creating 
a position of power from which to enter a career in politics.  David Ritter’s self-styled title says it all - 
“Acting Executive Director” of a so-called Aboriginal organisation.  How can a non-Aboriginal person 
have such a title in the twenty-first century?  YLSC is a blatant throw-back to an era of rigid control 
over my people by faceless bureaucrats, an era much better left forgotten, as the Aboriginal people 
move forward to full participation in Australian society.  David Ritter and his kind may well be able to 
delay us on our journey, but they can never stop us achieving our destiny.  The era of control which 
they would seek to reinstate has passed, washed away by the tides of history.   

The above details what we consider to be the situation as it stands today.  Indeed, matters may be even 
worse than detailed.  As I write I have received information that Mr Nick Green is likely to replace 
David Ritter as Executive Director of our YLSC.  Is there any way that you can help my people in 
ridding themselves of this problem?  

Yours faithfully, 

Taffy Papertalk,  

Former Chairperson, Aboriginal Liaison Officer & Principal Field Officer of YLSC 

Hon Frank Hough:  The Nyoongahs are going down the same track.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Many are doing the same, and I will take the opportunity to mention them shortly.  

It would appear that the Yamatji Land and Sea Council is behaving like the old Native Welfare Department, 
which acted for the good of the Aboriginals but did not involve them in the decision-making processes.  We are 
all aware of the problems that have arisen as a result.  The native title process is about allowing Aboriginals to 
determine their own future.  The Mullewa Wadjari people are so worried about the collusion they believe exists 
between certain people in the Native Title Tribunal and the YLSC that they brought their concerns to the 
attention of Justice French during a Federal Court hearing on 27 July 2001.  They also made a formal complaint 
to the president of the tribunal.  That complaint is under investigation.  Once again, the big winners are the well-
funded lawyers and anthropologists who work for the YLSC.  The Mullewa Wadjari people definitely have a 
case.  They should not be forced to sign away their rights and the YLSC should hand over funding to progress 
their claim.  In addition, officers of the YLSC should be prosecuted for making false statements.  The case 
officer who gave the Mullewa Wadjari Aboriginal Association documents to the YLSC should be sacked and 
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prosecuted.  I doubt that the YLSC represents the Aboriginals of the Pilbara-Murchison, but it certainly seems to 
have assumed their rights.  That defeats the purpose of the native title process.   

To put this in a nutshell, the Mullewa Wadjari people have not been able to obtain money from the YLSC to 
progress their native title claim in the courts because they refuse to sign away the right to conduct their own 
heritage surveys and they want to negotiate final outcomes in the native title process.  Claimants who buck the 
system find that their claims are soon the subject of overlapping claims, presumably to impose pressure on the 
group to toe the line.  Claimants wish to be responsible for their own determination, and that is what native title 
is all about.  I believe that most people think that is where their taxes are going.  Members of the Council might 
think that this is an isolated grievance to which I am giving too much weight.  However, my travels through my 
electorate have shown me that this is a common occurrence for many native title claimants.  I will quote another 
letter from an Aboriginal constituent - Cane Hicks of the Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo group at Roebourne - dated 
7 September.  It states - 

Dear Mr Fischer, 

Re:  Yamatji Land and Sea Council (“YLSC”) 

I write to you on behalf of the Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo native title claimant group.  We are the people whose 
traditional lands stretch from the George River between Roebourne and Whim Creek west to the 
Fortescue.  We have records that show our direct descent from tribal Aboriginal people who lived in 
this same area at the time of European settlement.  We have never left our traditional lands.  Up to my 
father’s generation and in my early years, to be Aboriginal meant to be controlled by outsiders and to be 
denied the benefits of full participation in Australian society.  That changed as I grew up and we began 
to take control of our own destinies and lives.  Nowadays a much more subtle and insidious form of 
control is being again exerted on us by non-Aboriginal people who are hiding behind the front of 
apparently Aboriginal organisations.  In this area of the Pilbara, the Yamatji Land and Sea Council is 
the organisation which is thus behaving and it is in that regard that I write to you to seek your assistance 
in breaking this new form of control before it becomes firmly entrenched.   

Firstly, let me give you the background to our native title application.  In 1993, Mr Peter Dowding, a 
former ALP State Premier, who was once married to an Aboriginal woman from Croydon Station (i.e. 
from the Aboriginal group which borders our group to the east) lodged an application for determination 
of native title on behalf of “the Ngarluma and Injibandi Peoples”.  The claim covered our traditional 
lands.  He did not consult us in regard to this action and did not include the names of our group 
members in his list of applicants, all of whom were from outside this area and many of whom were 
related to his previous wife.  He acted as a legal adviser to the claimant group and, we believe, made 
substantial sums of money in that capacity.  We tolerated this situation for a time but ultimately lodged 
felt obliged to lodge our own claim to maintain our rights in our traditional country.  From that day to 
this, the various legal representatives of the other group who succeeded Mr Dowding, namely Dwyer 
Durack, Aboriginal Legal Service and YLSC have done everything in their power to prevent us 
receiving any assistance with legal fees and other expenses involved in pursuing our claim, but we have 
fought tooth and nail with the meagre resources at our disposal and are still here.  However, the YLSC 
is a formidable opponent whose non-Aboriginal leaders have links with powerful people in the ALP and 
Government and we daily face their machinations and plots.   

YLSC was not wanted by the majority of Aboriginal people in the Pilbara.  They stacked the meeting at 
which they claimed to have been “voted in”, but even then the majority voted against them.  However, 
they had the open assistance of ATSIC, the Pilbara Commissioner of which organisation is himself a 
Yamatji person from Geraldton.  They were also assisted by Brian Stacey, the ATSIC Native Title Unit 
Executive Officer.  Our own Pilbara Aboriginal Land Council was deregistered and YLSC set up a 
puppet body, the Pilbara Native Title Service (“PNTS”) to act in this area as Representative Body.  The 
PNTS is run by non-Aboriginal people and its formal Executive Committee does not contain even one 
Pilbara person - all members are Yamatji people from the Murchison-Gascoyne Region, who know 
little or nothing about this region.  It is a ridiculously inappropriate body which has been pushed onto us 
by ATSIC against our will for the financial betterment of a small group of people.   

I noted that the main recipients of financial benefits from YLSC/PNTS are non-Aboriginal people.  The 
acting Chief Executive Officer was, until recently, David Ritter, a lawyer.  He was recently replaced in 
this position by another non-Aboriginal person.  I believe this to be totally inappropriate in an 
organisation one of whose aims is to achieve self-determination for the Aboriginal people.  The other 
highly-paid employees of the organisation are Helen Lawrence (Lawyer), Michael Robinson 
(anthropologist), Nicholas Green (anthropologist) and Phillip Haydock (“Heritage Officer”).  You may 
be interested to learn that evidence has been given to the Mining Warden’s Court that Nicholas Green 
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approached Austeel Pty. Ltd.  And offered to carry out a “heritage survey of their leases at Balmoral as 
a paid consultant to them, whilst still acting as anthropologist for the YLSC/PNTS.  Austeel Pty. Ltd. 
refused the offer on the grounds that he would be acting under conflict of interest and now allege that he 
is attempting to disrupt the development because of their refusal to engage his services.  You might also 
note the involvement of many of these people with the Labor Party - Michael Robinson’s wife is a 
Bayswater City Councillor, an ALP operative and a Policy Adviser to Premier Gallop; David Ritter was 
a Labor Lawyers Chairperson;  Helen Lawrence is Carmen Lawrence’s sister and the new Executive 
Officer is also a former ALP operative.  The pay levels of all these people are far and away greater than 
those of the Aboriginal employees.  Mr Ritter is also constantly attending conventions and get-togethers 
regarding native title elsewhere in Australia and overseas - we assume with the assistance of public 
funding through YLSC.  Yet there are no funds available for Aboriginal people like ourselves to assist 
us with Court costs, etc.   

A further major issue is that when YLSC/PNTS does fund applications, the recipients of these benefits 
must sign over to them all rights to conduct heritage surveys in their traditional lands and also their 
Right to Negotiate in respect of Future Acts as set out in the native Title Act.  So before you get your 
native title you have to hand it back to YLSC so that these people can use your name to enrich 
themselves.   

YLSC has achieved nothing around the West Pilbara in regard to removing overlapping claims.  The 
situation is still the same as it was when they arrived.  They have not assisted in identifying which 
groups belong to which areas - they have simply taken over from Mr Dowding and the Aboriginal Legal 
Service and try to enforce control over heritage protection.  Let me give you a case in point.  The water 
Corporation is proposing to install a salt-water pipe to supply coolant to the proposed Syntroleum Plant 
on the Burrup.  The Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo people support the development of this area.  We inspected the 
proposed route in a heritage clearance survey and gave the go-ahead, subject to certain minor matters.  
The route was also inspected by Mr Dowding’s family group and by the Yapurarra group.  All approved 
the pipeline.  Mr Nicholas Green opposed the development because he had not carried out the heritage 
survey.  Water Corporation, through their engineering consultants, invited each of the three groups to 
have monitors on site when the footings were going in, in order that no heritage sites would be damaged 
inadvertently.  Mr Green kicked up a fuss and did his level best to have them stop work, despite the fact 
that all of the Aboriginal groups were satisfied and all had monitors on site.  On that occasion he was 
overruled, but he has struck back by writing to senior officers of the Water Corporation pretending that 
“the Aboriginal people” are upset.  It is he who is upset because his attempts to control us fell flat on 
that one occasion.  I enclose a copy of his letter for your consideration, and of our letter to the Water 
Corporation’s engineering consultant.  This is the kind of thing we have to deal with all the time.  One 
of the reasons we put in our claim was so that we can assist development to go ahead in our traditional 
lands, providing we have a say in where and when.  Now we have non-Aboriginal people pretending 
that somehow they speak for us and trying to override our wishes.   

This is a difficult situation in which we find ourselves.  We therefore write to you in the hope that you 
can somehow assist us in ridding ourselves of these nuisance and mischievous people, as we seem 
unable to achieve that end, due probably to their high-level links with the ALP and other powerful folk.  
As members of your electorate, we appeal to you for assistance. 

Yours sincerely, 

Cane Hicks. 

7 August 2001. 

The PRESIDENT:  The member mentioned earlier that he intended to table the letters.  Does he seek leave to 
table those, because leave would need to be sought for him to do so. 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Thank you, Mr President.  I do seek leave to table these papers.   

Leave granted.  [See paper No 685.] 

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Members will see from the reports and the letters I have received that the complaints 
spread over a large area of the region that I represent from north and east of the Geraldton region up to the 
Wong-goo-tt-oo group at Roebourne.  I also have from the Port Hedland area quite a bit of correspondence that 
brings to light exactly the same kind of problems that Aboriginal land groups are facing.  I will table those letters 
without necessarily reading all of them.  I have a letter from Mary Attwood from Port Hedland, which is dated 
13 August 1999.  She writes about the Pilbara Aboriginal Land Council -  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 19 September 2001] 

 p3936c-3942a 
Hon John Fischer; President 

 [6] 

The PALC wrote to the Minister John Herron in respect to the criteria and process of the Appointment 
of the Yamatji Land & Sea Council.  A petition of approximately 500 names was also attached of native 
claimants who opposed the appointment of Yamatji. 

Many people in these regions feel they are getting no support whatsoever from the Government.  They feel that 
their claimant groups are being totally overridden by people with other vested interests.  I will read one or two 
paragraphs from the letter.  I am sure, Mr President, you will feel the discontent that is coming from those areas.  
It reads -  

Dear Mr Fischer . . .  

I read with disgust and frustration comments made in the Western Australia Saturday 18th August 2001 
by Mr. Ripper that the PALC should handover the documentation for Native Title Claimants to the 
Yamatji Land & Sea Council, as they are the Representative Body for the Pilbara Region.   

Mr. Ripper must be aware that the PALC funds were cut on the 31st June 2000 despite official requests 
to ATSIC from the Management to provide funding so that the PALC could obtain legal advice in 
respect to the procedures and processes required to comply with the Native Title Act 1993/98.  I have 
had a number of meetings with Labour Ministers who were representing the Pilbara and Kimberley so I 
would presume that he would be aware of these issues.  The fact of the matter is the PALC has no one 
to do this work to comply with the procedural requirements set out under Sections 203FC and Section 
203FCA of the Native Title Act 1993/989.   

I do not know whether those figures should be the other way round.  Further on, it continues -  

It has been report in the recent ATSIC report that the Yamatji Barna Baba Maaja Aboriginal 
Corporation received $2,850.000.00 for the 2000/01.  It is interesting that in this same document 
statements made in respect to the achievements made by the ATSIC Council state quote” The NAY 
Council has been working for three years to establish an effective, autonomous Native Title 
Representative Body for the Pilbara.  The Minister determined the Yamatji and Sea Council to be this 
body for the Pilbara - using a sub-branch that we now know as the Pilbara Native Title Service.   

The same one that has no Pilbara representation.  It continues -  

The PNTS has experienced its fair share of teething problems but have already resolved a number of 
overlapping claims”  The Government should be very concerned that the Yamatji and PNTS have now 
been operating for more than 12 months spending $2,850,000.00 of tax payers money and have only 
resolved two overlapping claims!   

It also reads -  

I am of the view that the processes and procedures currently being applied by both the Yamatji Land & 
Sea Council and the PNTS contravenes Australian Law and it is only a matter of time before 
agreements, amendments to claims and other issues dealing with Native Title are challenged in the 
Courts.   

In order to avoid further complications with Native Title in this State the Native Title Claimants Groups 
must be involved in procedures and processes identified and outlined in the Native Title Act 19973/98.  
Representative Bodies must take instructions from the Native Title Claimants and they have no power 
to talk or negotiate for registered claimants.   

The Representative Body processes in Western Australia must be fully investigated!   

Respectfully submitted,  

Mary Attwood. 

This situation has spread over the north of our State, down to the area of the Nyoongah Land Council and the 
Derbarl Yerrigan Medical Centre.  It is a matter of accountability, and there has been no accountability 
whatsoever.  Taxpayers’ money is being squandered and Aboriginal people’s rights are again being trampled on.  
I did not until now understand the frustration and helplessness that Aboriginal people continue to feel.  I did not 
fully understand the extent to which public money earmarked for native title determination is being given only to 
the few who are prepared to sign away the very rights that the claimants hope to achieve through native title.   

Native title is about giving indigenous people the right to self-determination; it is not a cue for self-serving 
bureaucrats and lawyers to stick their snouts in the public trough.  How can a land council that comprises mainly 
non-Aboriginal people speak for Aboriginal people?  How can the federal and State Governments allow this to 
continue?  How can they further fund and give credence to yet another body that is even more removed from the 
people?  This body is known as the West Australian Aboriginal Native Title Working Group.  The Labor Party’s 
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native title policy committed a Labor Government to negotiating a framework agreement with that group.  
WAANTWG is an unofficial federation of all the land councils around the State, a body that will make Taffy 
Papertalk’s rights even more distant, another body to gobble up public funds with even less spent on the ground.   

The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission publicly claims that, at the end of the day, it is the only 
native title group at local level which can speak on the details of their rights and interests.  Why then does it 
support the creation of more and more umbrella organisations to trample on individual rights?  One of the key 
figures in the group is Peter Yu, formerly of the Kimberley Land Council.  He no longer has the support of the 
vast majority of the Kimberley Aboriginal people.  How, therefore, can he represent them? 

WAANTWG will freely state that they do not have the authority or legal right to negotiate people’s rights.  The 
WAANTWG web site states - 

The aim of the WAANTWG is to negotiate standards and processes with governments and industry so 
that Indigenous Western Australians can enjoy and express their native title rights.  It does not negotiate 
people’s rights to particular land; this is done by the traditional owners, although the Representative 
Bodies assist in the process. 

I reiterate: it does not negotiate people’s rights to particular land; this is done by traditional owners, although the 
representative bodies assist with the process. 

As members will note from the letters I tabled from people in my electorate, this is simply not true.  Land 
councils have assumed the right to negotiate and have taken away the right from the very people whom the 
Native Title Act sought to empower. 

Mary Attwood’s letter reads, in part - 

Commissioner Whitby makes media statement that “there appears to be matters of concern, which keep 
resurfacing over a long period of time from groups in the Region and they should be investigated, 
especially when members from 7 different groups come together”. 

Clearly the commissioner recognises the problem and yet nothing appears to have been done.  On the surface the 
Government line is that all is well with the representative bodies. 

My constituents have asked me to bring this matter to the attention of Parliament so that something can be done; 
so that everyone is informed of their plight; so that these people’s right to negotiate is restored; and so that 
taxpayers’ dollars are spent where they were intended to be spent.  This rort of public funds and the abuse of 
people’s rights must cease.  Clearly, if 500 people from the Pilbara sign a petition against the implementation of 
the Yamatji Land and Sea Council, with support from the Wadjari tribe in Mullewa and the Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo 
group around Roebourne, there is something drastically wrong with the way in which native title is being 
implemented in this State.  We are achieving nothing but division within the various groups.  We are spending a 
huge amount of money with no productive outcome.  This situation is almost worthy of a royal commission to 
find out exactly why the millions of dollars spent in this State do not get to the people at the grassroots, whom it 
was intended to support through self-determination and improvement in their lifestyles.  This situation deserves 
immediate action. 

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result - 
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Ayes (13) 

Hon George Cash Hon Ray Halligan Hon N F Moore Hon B.K. Donaldson 
(Teller) 
Hon M.J. Criddle Hon Frank Hough Hon Barbara Scott  
Hon Paddy Embry Hon Barry House Hon W N Stretch  
Hon John Fischer Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Derrick Tomlinson  

Noes (13) 

Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Kate Doust (Teller) 
Hon Robin Chapple Hon Graham Giffard Hon Christine Sharp  
Hon Sue Ellery Hon Dee Margetts Hon Tom Stephens  
Hon Adele Farina Hon Louise Pratt Hon Giz Watson  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Alan Cadby Hon E.R.J. Dermer 
 Hon Peter Foss Hon N.D. Griffiths 
 Hon Simon O'Brien Hon Ken Travers 

The President cast his vote with the Noes. 

Amendment thus negatived. 

Motion Resumed 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon B.K. Donaldson.   
 


