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WOODSIDE BROWSE LNG HUB, JAMES PRICE POINT 

Statement 
HON JON FORD (Mining and Pastoral) [7.57 pm]: Tonight I am going to continue a dialogue that I started in 
the last session about some of the issues around James Price Point. Again, I am going to talk about not the merits 
of the project itself, but some of the claims that are being made. There is a claim in particular that somehow the 
leadership of the traditional owners is divided and separated significantly. While I agree that there are some 
people with some differences of opinion, as there are in any group, to suggest that there is some division or 
significant problem within the Indigenous leadership in that area of the Kimberley—that is, in the Jabirr Jabirr–
Goolarabooloo mob—is wrong.  

Recently I had the great privilege of going to a corroboree east of Fitzroy Crossing, where the annual general 
meetings for a number of organisations were held. The one that I was particularly interested in was the AGM for 
the Kimberley Land Council, because some might think that there was some sort of problem with the Kimberley 
Land Council, particularly from its constituency, and that there was an opportunity to break down the direction 
of the KLC. These are quite interesting meetings and gatherings. They run over a number of days. I think this 
one went for about four days. People talk quite openly about the issues that are important to them, they clear the 
air, and then they get on with the next item of business. There is no duress. People are not caused to feel 
uncomfortable about what they say. Everybody is given the opportunity to say what they want to say. 

It is interesting to note that Nolan Hunter, who is the current CEO and then CEO-elect, or at least nominee, was 
elected unopposed. Not one person voted against him—not a cracker. No-one even spoke against him. In fact, 
the 1 200 to 1 300 people there spoke in favour of the direction in which the Kimberley Land Council is going. 
They raised concerns, but they were overwhelmingly in favour of its direction. Interestingly enough, a lot has 
been said about Wayne Bergmann and the role that he has played. There has been insinuation that he will have 
some sort of personal gain or that he is not representing the people. Lo and behold, Wayne Bergmann got elected 
to a casual position on the board of the KLC. Nobody opposed it. In fact, it was the smoothest annual general 
meeting I have ever witnessed. In fact, I wish most ALP structures and votes were run in a similar manner. It 
was all done properly and with good candour. I would just like to debunk the idea that somehow there is a huge 
movement by the traditional owners who are opposed to the direction in which the KLC has gone, particularly 
with the James Price Point development. 

I want to touch a little on the KLC. The KLC has worked for Indigenous interests in the Kimberley for more than 
30 years continuously. It is fantastic that some of the original activists involved in Noonkanbah times are still 
around and are actively involved. They can be described as activists within that organisation and within the 
Kimberley traditional owner organisations at large. They value their elders and the input of their people. They 
value mentoring people and they value the opinion of everybody. The great thing about the Kimberley Land 
Council and its structures is that not only do people have the right to be heard, but also they have to be seen to be 
heard. In an earlier speech I made on this subject, I said that one of the things that is distinctive about the KLC, 
as opposed to some of the groups that are against the James Price Point Browse Basin development, is that it has 
never once criticised people for having a difference of opinion. That is important. 

I will finish on that item about the KLC and move on to something that I talked about in a previous speech. In a 
previous speech, I paid a compliment to a group of people who came to see me—that is, the Wilderness Society. 
I said in my speech that in the conversation I had with those people, they had agreed that whales were not the 
main issue. They took great offence on hearing that. I obviously hit a wrong bone. They have written to a 
number of my colleagues and a number of the Greens to say that that is absolutely not true and that they do care 
about the whales. I am sorry about that; I actually thought that they had a brain between their ears. If they had 
read the context of that speech, they would have known I was saying that it was ridiculous to claim that whales, 
turtles and all the rest of those animals will be affected by that particular proposed project when they have to 
travel all the way from Antarctica. I will tell members how incorrect and misleading their statements are. On a 
lot of their pamphlets they now refer to these whales as Kimberley whales. I suppose when the whales are off 
Perth they are Perth whales or western basin whales! 

Hon Simon O’Brien: Are they a terrestrial whale or a marine whale? 

Hon JON FORD: A marine whale, I am sure. But I would not have called them “Kimberley whales”; I would 
have just called them whales.  

It shows how they try to mislead. The point I was making is that when ill-informed or misleading statements are 
made, they add to the fire that causes the division in the community of Broome. There are people defending 
themselves against untrue, misleading statements. Those people who talk about whales and the potential damage 
to whales completely ignore what is happening on the rest of the Western Australian coast that the whales travel 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 2 November 2011] 

 p8773b-8775a 
Hon Jon Ford 

 [2] 

backwards and forwards along. In fact, whales are in pretty good nick in Western Australia; their number is 
increasing. We will shortly debate the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Amendment Bill, and we will talk about 
how many facilities and ports these whales have to navigate through. In fact, I reckon the current biggest real 
risk—not potential risk, but real risk—to whales is the tourist operators themselves. Of course, we have had to 
make laws about how closely those boats can approach these mammals.  

I put to the Wilderness Society that if it wants to be taken seriously, it should stop misleading the public of 
Western Australia and stop misleading Australians, because it will get caught out. It cannot say that whales are 
in danger and then promote Port Hedland as an alternative site. The whales would still have to go past the same 
number of vessels—what is the difference? It is absolute rubbish. If the Wilderness Society wants to be taken 
seriously, it should talk about the values it is trying to protect, such as—I do not know—the terrestrial animals 
on the site. I am quite happy to listen to that. It should talk about what it sees as the potential effect on the 
whales, but it should talk about it in the context of the whole of the Western Australian coast, and not say that 
somehow because we are going to build a gas plant, all the whales are going to die. That is what it is trying to 
have people believe, and it is direct misinformation that is leading to division in the town. I recently saw an 
interesting documentary about another place that, years and years ago, had a battle over forests, and one of the 
activists said, “I realise that, as an activist, if we divide a community, we have all lost.” That is the truth. Groups 
such as the Wilderness Society have to accept, as do the Kimberley Land Council and the proponents of the 
project, that other people are entitled to a view, and let us discuss the merits of each. But they should not sit in 
this state and feed a lot of rubbish to the public and expect that people like me will not get up and talk the truth.  
 


