
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 14 October 2020] 

 p6764b-6764b 
Hon Robin Chapple 

 [1] 

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE — SECTION 18 APPLICATIONS 
Statement 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [6.33 pm]: I do not often rise to make a member’s statement, but 
today I received an answer from the Minister for Environment on behalf of the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs to 
a very specific question that I asked about two letters constructed by the minister to Rio Tinto and Fortescue Metals 
Group. It seems really rather interesting that the answer I got back was — 

More detailed information will be needed from the department to ensure a complete response is provided 
for the honourable member; therefore, I request that the honourable member put this question on notice. 

I have done just that. The point I raised concerned two letters from the minister. I will refer to those two letters because 
I have them in front of me. It is really rather stunning that the minister could not provide an answer to the question 
when the letters are in the public domain, particularly in relation to the Joint Standing Committee on Northern 
Australia inquiry into the destruction of the caves at Juukan Gorge. It is very pertinent that these matters are being 
publicly debated at the moment. In the first letter, reference 69-03609, the minister said — 

The Notice advised that you wish to use the land — 
He then detailed various mining leases. The letter continues — 

I am advised that your intended use will impact upon 12 Aboriginal sites within the meaning of section 5 
of the AHA. 

I could go through a list of the sites, but I do not particularly want to take up time. The letter continues — 
I am pleased to inform you that, pursuant to section 18(3) of the AHA, I have granted consent subject to 
conditions. The form of consent is enclosed. I draw your attention to the additional information attached …  

The letter goes on to describe in detail the landowners and the matters that were to be discussed. I am really perplexed 
about why the minister needed to go and get more detailed information when I actually have that detailed information 
in front of me in letters signed by the minister. I think, in the broadest view, it would have to be some way of 
potentially dodging this information going before the Joint Standing Committee on Northern Australia’s inquiry 
into the destruction of the Juukan caves. I usually have a great deal of respect for the way in which the minister 
responds to questions in this place—he is usually fairly detailed—but given that I have the information already, 
I wanted the minister to tell me why he had made the decision outlined in these two letters. The minister said in 
his response that more detailed information will be needed from the department, but it was not the department that 
made the decision; it was the minister. I thought I needed to put on the record that I am less than happy with the 
answer from the minister. In 11 sitting days’ time, I look forward to receiving an answer from the minister about 
why he allowed the destruction of eight rock shelters, one artefact site, three walled storage sites, one rock shelter 
dated at 43 000 years of age and one rock shelter dated at 5 300 years of age—the very matters being discussed in 
the federal arena at the moment. 

House adjourned at 6.36 pm 
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