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ABORIGINAL ROCK ART — BURRUP PENINSULA 
Statement 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) [5.30 pm]: I wish to 
make some comments on rock art on the Burrup Peninsula in response to Hon Robin Chapple. I did not hear the 
entirety of his speech, unfortunately, as I was doing some radio. I would like to make some comments in 
response to the comments that he made about the media statement. The media statement that I referred to in my 
previous member’s statement was, I felt, misleading because it intimated that we were completely removing all 
Aboriginal sites and rock art from the Burrup, which we are not. That is what the media statement says. 
Hon Robin Chapple: I said that you had removed site 233323 from the Burrup. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: That is not what the media statement stated. The member might like to look at it. That 
was my problem with it. 
I wish to provide some clarity for the record. This will not take the full 10 minutes, but it is important. 
Hon Robin Chapple said — 

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. 

I wish to clarify that the 2 400 sites that I referred to yesterday are reported heritage places that are on the 
department’s database. This includes places that have been assessed by the Aboriginal Cultural Material 
Committee as well as places that have not. These reported heritage places continue to exist, with the exception of 
a small handful that may have been impacted by section 18 activities. So they continue to exist; that is important. 
Since 2008, approximately six section 18 applications have related to activities on the Burrup. It is estimated that 
11 engravings were affected by the section 18 activities, which, depending on the agreement with traditional 
owners, could have included relocation. The number of reported heritage places on the department’s database 
may increase, as the department has a substantial backlog of “unprocessed” information relating to surveys 
undertaken on the Burrup. The proposed amendments to the Aboriginal Heritage Act, currently before 
Parliament, will assist to remedy this backlog. In addition, there are most likely more Aboriginal heritage places 
on the Burrup that the department is unaware of. However, they are still afforded protection under the 
Aboriginal Heritage Act whether they are known to the department or not. It has been estimated that the 
peninsula contains more than one million individual engravings. That is the first point. 
The second comment made by Hon Robin Chapple was — 

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. 

Hon Robin Chapple’s statements are misleading; they really mislead the general public into thinking that 
Aboriginal sites are not protected and that the sites are under threat. Regardless of whether they have been 
assessed by the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee, Aboriginal sites are still afforded protection under the 
act. Undoubtedly, more heritage places remain to be reported from the Burrup region. Again, I stress that all sites 
are afforded protection under the act, whether they are known or as yet unreported. We as a government, and 
certainly I as a minister, have always maintained strong views regarding the importance and significance of rock 
art in the Burrup and, indeed, rock art in Western Australia. 

Finally, Hon Robin Chapple stated — 

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. 

It is not appropriate to use section 5(b) of the AHA, relating to sacred sites, as a convenient catch-all to pre-
emptively protect the whole area. All Aboriginal sites on the Burrup are already afforded protection under the 
act, whether they are known or as yet unreported. In addition, a significant portion of the Burrup is listed on the 
National Heritage List, under the commonwealth legislation, for its outstanding cultural heritage values. 

Once again, the Aboriginal heritage and rock art on the Burrup—those sites that have been listed, those sites that 
I mentioned—are protected. I want to remove that ambiguity. They are not under threat; they are still protected.  
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