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Division 3:  Premier and Cabinet - Output 8: Native Title policy development, implementation and 
negotiation, $14 350 000 - 
Mr A.D. McRae, Chairman. 
Mr E.S. Ripper, Deputy Premier. 
Ms A. De Soyza, Executive Director, Office of Native Title. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr A.D. McRae):  This Estimates Committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily 
proof Hansard will be published at 9.00 am tomorrow.  The Estimates Committee’s consideration of the 
estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which a vote of money is proposed in the 
consolidated fund.  This is the prime focus of the committee.  Although there is scope for members to examine 
many matters, questions need to be clearly prefaced with a page number, item, program or amount within the 
volumes.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that are included in the Budget 
Statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.  It is my intention to ensure 
that as many questions as possible are asked and answered, and that both questions and answers are short and to 
the point. 

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than ask that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week.  I remind members that supplementary information is not like a 
supplementary question during questions without notice in the normal proceedings of the House.  If the member 
wishes to follow up a line of inquiry, indicate it is a follow-up question, not a supplementary question.  
Supplementary questions have a particular meaning for the Estimates Committee.  For the purpose of following 
up the provision of this information, I ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary 
information he agrees to provide, and I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to 
be provided, I seek the minister’s cooperation in ensuring the information is delivered to the committee clerk by 
6 June 2003 so that members may read it before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary 
information cannot be provided within that time, written advice is required regarding the day by which the 
information will be made available. 

Details on supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and, accordingly, I ask 
the minister to cooperate with those requirements.  I caution members that if a minister asks that a matter be put 
on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the question on notice with the Clerk’s office.  Only supplementary 
information that the minister agrees to provide, and to which I allocate an administrative reference number, will 
be sought by 6 June 2003.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Before we start, when we get on to the budget matters later, is it in order to ask questions 
relating to the general budget and the Economic and Fiscal Outlook document? 

The CHAIRMAN:  It is, in so much as they relate to the appropriation Bills.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is easier to refer to pages in that publication. 
The CHAIRMAN:  I would prefer it if the Leader of the Opposition were able to identify the link between the 
Economic and Fiscal Outlook and the appropriation Bill.  If that can be done, no problem.  
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  In relation to native title, I seek some explanation of the arrangement that appears to have 
been entered into concerning the Burrup Peninsula, and in particularly whether it requires the rezoning of land 
on the peninsula.  If so, what has been done up there?   
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Burrup native title negotiation is a very significant achievement.  It is the most 
comprehensive development related to native title settlement with which any Government in this country has 
ever been involved.  It is a settlement that will allow development to proceed on the Burrup industrial estate, 
which will allow development to proceed on the Maitland industrial estate, and will allow development to 
proceed on land available for residential and light industrial development surrounding Karratha.  These 
negotiations have been very significant.  The Leader of the Opposition, who asked the question, did not think 
negotiations would be successful.  He said in Parliament on 14 August 2002 - 

The Deputy Premier seems to think that those parties will all sit together and collectively negotiate a 
native title deal . . . 

He also said on 2 August that to try to get a one-off settlement of native title issues is “naive and unrealistic”.  
The Leader of the Opposition may have thought it was naive and unrealistic, but the settlement has been 
achieved.  It is a magnificent settlement that allows development to proceed in those three areas.   

To come to the specifics of the question of the Leader of the Opposition, the Office of Native Title and I are not 
aware of any rezoning required to allow the settlement to proceed.  I understand all the issues were dealt with in 
the negotiations.  If the Leader of the Opposition has any concerns about rezoning matters, he might like to point 
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me to the reasons for the concerns.  We will certainly look at them and determine whether there is any merit to 
them.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Burrup Peninsula is a mining reserve for industrial purposes at the moment.  If it is to 
be part of the conservation estate, it will require rezoning.  If it is to be freehold land or leasehold land, it will 
require rezoning.  I ask whether the Deputy Premier has specifically advised the Shire of Roebourne in any way 
about what the rezoning of that land will be.  Has the Deputy Premier approached the shire with any 
documentation?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Shire of Roebourne is supportive of the entire deal.  If there are any necessary matters 
that the Shire of Roebourne needs to implement, on the basis of its private and public statements it has made in 
support of the arrangement, I am sure the shire will be prepared to do so.  I am not aware of any rezoning issues 
required to be undertaken to implement the arrangement.  None has been presented to me.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Has the Deputy Premier given advice to the Shire of Roebourne?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Shire of Roebourne was present when we signed the arrangement.  The shire is well 
aware of the negotiations and has publicly supported them.  I think the shire president was seen expressing 
support on a television program.  

[9.10 am] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The shire has told me that it has received no advice at all.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am not sure that was a question. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I simply make the observation.   

Can the Deputy Premier explain exactly what commitment has been made to the settlement of financial 
transactions or compensation relating to the Burrup Peninsula? 

The CHAIRMAN:  What is the Leader of the Opposition’s reference for that question? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is under native title.  What settlement has been made on the Burrup Peninsula?  Have 
cash transactions been completed; and, if so, when?   

The CHAIRMAN:  I read some advice at the beginning of the session.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to page 92.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  A significant amount of detail is required.  It is a very complex settlement.  If the Leader of 
the Opposition puts that question on notice, we will provide that information.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I seek supplementary information - 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  No, on notice. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No.  I am requesting information now on the use of public moneys for the settlement.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  And we are prepared to provide that information.  Put the question on notice. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No; I am seeking it as additional information to the Estimates Committee.   

The CHAIRMAN:  The question that has been put to the minister is, will he provide that as supplementary 
information?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I will provide it in answer to a question on notice.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Can the record show that the Deputy Premier has refused to answer a straightforward 
question on the financial use of taxpayers’ money on native title settlement.  This is the first question and he 
refuses to answer it!  What a farce! 

The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the Opposition!   

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  You are not in government! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is a straight-up question.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Order!  If members want to proceed down this path, I will start invoking the standing orders 
that apply to the Estimates Committee, and not only to the Chamber.  I have asked members to cease their 
comments.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to page 92 and the Burrup Peninsula.  Will the Deputy Premier provide details of the 
exact nature of the compensation and its timing for each of the individual claimant groups on the Burrup 
Peninsula?   
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Mr E.S. RIPPER:  As I said, the Burrup settlement is a complex one and there are a significant number of 
aspects to it.  The Government is very happy to provide the information.  I suggest that the Leader of the 
Opposition put the precise question on notice and I will answer it.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to page 92.  Is the Deputy Premier prepared to answer any questions at all relating to 
the Burrup Peninsula settlement?  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I have answered the questions that have already been put to me.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I want to establish whether we will be able to explore anything at all about what the Deputy 
Premier claims to be the most significant native title claim.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I remind the Leader of the Opposition of the opening statement I read at the beginning of this 
session.  I have tried to guide the Leader of the Opposition with it.  He needs to provide a reference for 
questions.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I just did - page 92.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Shall I read the statement again? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  If you like.  I refer to the Burrup agreement, which is referred to in the first dot point on 
page 92.  I am seeking information on the use of taxpayers’ money for the Burrup Peninsula settlement. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am very willing to provide that information to the Leader of the Opposition.  I simply 
choose to do it through an answer to a question on notice.  If the Leader of the Opposition does that, I will 
provide the information.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I simply choose to use the Estimates Committee in which to ask the Deputy Premier to be 
accountable.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I will be accountable.  Put the question on notice and I will answer it.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am not prepared to do that.  It is a disgrace. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I ask the Deputy Premier precisely why he is refusing to provide the information.   

The CHAIRMAN:  There is no question.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I am sorry, but I am asking a question through you, Mr Chairman, of the Deputy Premier.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Shall I read the statement again?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Yes.  Read it carefully and concentrate. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for the first time.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I am referring to the first dot point under major achievements for 2002-03 on page 92.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Put the question again.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I ask the Deputy Premier precisely why he is refusing to provide the financial information that 
is being sought by way of supplementary information.  We do not expect it to be provided today, but why is he 
refusing to provide it by way of supplementary information when he has a week in which to do so?  It is a 
perfectly reasonable request.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  A minister before the Estimates Committee has four options with regard to information: he 
can provide the information in estimates, he can provide it as supplementary information, he can provide it in 
answer to a question on notice or he can not provide it.  I am choosing option three - to provide it as an answer to 
a question on notice.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  However, not in the Estimates Committee process.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  In answer to a question on notice.   

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  The Deputy Premier is refusing to answer my question as well as that of the Leader of the 
Opposition.   

Mr L. GRAHAM:  I feel guilty asking this question because it comes after that little contretemps.  I need some 
clarification because I want to ask the same series of questions about cash flows in nearly every division that will 
be discussed today.  If you, Mr Chairman, and the Deputy Premier agree, I could deal with them all now and get 
them out of the way for the day.  Is that a reasonable thing to do?   

The CHAIRMAN:  We can deal only with division 3, output 8.   
Mr L. GRAHAM:  Okay; problem solved.  I will ask the question in every division.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to the first dot point on page 92, which relates to the Burrup Peninsula.  It refers to 
the Burrup agreement.  Where does the amount of money to be paid in compensation to native title claimants 
appear within the Treasury papers?   
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  For the most part, a small portion of the Office of Native Title expense estimate for this 
forthcoming financial year is within the Department of Industry and Resources budget.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Obviously the Deputy Premier will not disclose the amount, if it is concealed across two 
departments.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The total amount has already been announced.  It is $15.6 million over five years.  That is not 
a compensation amount; that is the total cost of the agreement.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  How is that $15.6 million accounted for in the various components in the agreement?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  As I said, if the Leader of the Opposition puts the question on notice, I will break down the 
$15.6 million for him.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Every other minister has been prepared to answer questions in the Estimates Committee 
until this morning.  Every other minister has behaved responsibly and with accountability.   

I refer to the settlement of the Miriuwung-Gajerrong claim and ask the Deputy Premier to give me an update on 
the progress of that claim.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Miriuwung-Gajerrong claim went to the Full Court of the Federal Court and to the Hight 
Court.  The High Court made findings on legal issues and remitted the matter to the Federal Court for findings 
on fact in accordance with the legal issues as determined by the High Court.  The matter is now before the 
Federal Court again.  However, the Government is seeking to reach a negotiated settlement with the Miriuwung-
Gajerrong peoples.  There are also negotiations with the Miriuwung-Gajerrong peoples to secure development 
approvals for Ord River projects in the future.  Given that we are discussing both the native title determination 
and development-related approvals with the Miriuwung-Gajerrong peoples, the Government has determined to 
conduct those negotiations as a whole rather than conduct two separate negotiations.  A steering committee has 
been established within government to guide the progress of these global negotiations.  The Government has 
announced that, as part of these negotiations, it will offer freehold title to a block known as Yardungarll, a 
50 000 hectare block near Kununurra.   

[9.20 am] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It has been reserved since the 1970s. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Yes.  A number of indigenous groups live on that area of land, although it is much larger than 
is required for their individual living needs.  The Government is prepared to make a freehold grant of this land as 
part of the offer of settlement.  Discussions are continuing between the Kimberley Land Council, representing 
the Miriuwung-Gajerrong peoples, and the Government. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Is that freehold of the whole Yardungarll area or the living areas within it? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The whole Yardungarll area. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  As freehold? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Yes. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The fourth dot point at page 93 states that the Office of Native Title will develop and 
implement strategies to reduce the backlog of mineral tenement applications.  How many of these applications 
are in the backlog and what is the major reason for the backlog? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Government inherited a significant backlog of applications for mining tenements, which 
had accumulated over the life of the previous Government.  The previous Government obviously experienced 
some frustration with this issue to the extent that it proceeded to issue 327 titles without regard to the law.  These 
titles are now potentially invalid.  In addition to dealing with the mineral tenement backlog, therefore, this 
Government and the tenement holders also may have to face the fact that the previous Government issued 
mineral tenements without regard to the law and that 327 titles are potentially invalid. 

There are thousands of mineral tenement applications in the so-called backlog.  This is a problem, but individual 
mining companies may well see it as an advantage in that they are able to hold on to land without engaging in 
the exploration obligations that normally apply to tenement holders.  Some mining companies might be 
frustrated by the backlog and others might see it as an advantage.  However, from the view of the overall health 
of the industry the Government wants to reduce that backlog.  The member would need to ask the Minister for 
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State Development about the details of the backlog, as the administration for issuing mineral tenements is his 
responsibility. 

I can tell the member what the Government is doing.  We established a technical task force on the issuing of 
mineral tenements, which comprises representatives from the land councils and the mining industry.  The 
technical task force worked through what would be the best approach and the outcome of the task force was a 
recommendation to change the mining law.  Many mining companies hold mining tenements, not because they 
wish to mine an explicit piece of land, but because they wish to continue exploration on the land.  They have 
faced the problem that their rights to hold an exploration tenement over the land have expired and the only way 
in which they can hold the ground and explore it is to take out a mining lease.  However, taking out a mining 
lease requires that they go through the native title process.  There has been therefore an unfortunate interaction 
between mining law and native title law.  The way out of that interaction is to amend the mining law so that 
people can continue to explore without the need to take out a mining lease. 

Another issue that we are examining is whether land councils would agree to not lodge objections to the issue of 
mineral tenements.  The recommendation is that we reach agreement between industry and indigenous groups on 
heritage protocols to be applied.  If a mining company is prepared to apply the heritage protocols, the land 
councils would be prepared to not object to the issue of a tenement.  The technical task force recommended the 
establishment of a heritage protection working group to work on these regional agreements and the work of that 
group is proceeding.  I am not sure how many regional agreements have been reached; for example, there is an 
agreement on regional protocols in the goldfields.  Efforts are being made to achieve similar regional agreements 
in other regions.  The end result of the exercise, which is still being worked through on a consultative basis, 
would be a set of protocols regarding heritage in each region, agreed to by industry and indigenous groups; an 
understanding that indigenous groups would not object to the issue of a mineral tenement if those protocols are 
applied by mining companies; and changes to mining law to allow people to continue to explore without the 
need to apply to continue a mining lease or to make a new mining lease application.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to the third last dot point at page 92 relating to the establishment of a heritage 
protection working group.  What action has the heritage protection working group taken on the ancient rock art 
on the Burrup Peninsula? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  This raises the interesting question: whose heritage is the rock art?  There is an interesting 
philosophical issue about whether it is Aboriginal heritage and, therefore, something on which Aboriginal people 
should be consulted and have a say; or whether it is heritage that belongs to the wider community and, therefore, 
the Aboriginal people’s point of view should be discounted in favour of the wider community.  I raise this matter 
because there has been a bit of debate about rock art in the Burrup but, in fact, indigenous groups have granted 
heritage clearance for industrial development on the sites.  There are therefore no longer any Aboriginal heritage 
considerations on the sites in question restricting development. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  That is true. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Which of the three claimant groups, if any, lay claim to any heritage or historic connection 
to that rock art?   

[9.30 am]   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am not the Minister for Indigenous Affairs; therefore, heritage protection is not centrally in 
my portfolio.  My understanding is that the native title parties in that area lay claim to that heritage, and they 
have given agreement to development proceeding on those industrial sites.  Of course, rock art is in the area that 
is to be reserved for conservation purposes and co-managed with the native title parties in the northern Burrup.  
That will not be subject to industrial development.  As part of the native title settlement on the Burrup, further 
heritage survey work will be undertaken in areas outside the currently approved industrial development sites.  In 
addition, the Department of Industry and Resources is conducting a study on the protection of the rock art.  
About $350 000 has been allocated to that.  However, it is not a matter that is within my portfolio.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Is the Deputy Premier suggesting that there is no rock art in the area designated for 
industry?   
The CHAIRMAN:  Leader of the Opposition -  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  This series of questions relates to the third last dot point on page 92. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  No.  Heritage clearance has been given for the development proposed for the industrial sites.  
In other words, the process of surveying the sites and consideration by the Aboriginal Cultural Material 
Committee and the Minister for Indigenous Affairs, if required, has concluded.   
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer again to the first and third last dot points on page 92.  If heritage clearance for rock 
art sites was given as part of the Burrup agreement, what, if any, connection was made between the native title 
claimants or the parties to the agreement and the creation of that rock art?  Surely a group could give clearance 
only if it had established a link; that is, ownership.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  My responsibilities for native title do not include me being in charge of the Aboriginal 
heritage protection system.   
Mr L. GRAHAM:  I did not notice the Deputy Premier saying that when he posed for the cameras in the Burrup.  
He has become shy and retiring.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The heritage protection system comes under the portfolio of the Minister for Indigenous 
Affairs.  However, my understanding is that the heritage clearance process has been completed.  That process 
involves either a determination that Aboriginal heritage is not affected by the development or a decision by the 
Minister for Indigenous Affairs, following recommendation from the ACMC, that disturbance of that heritage is 
permitted.  All the rock art in the Burrup is in the rocky areas.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That is actually not true.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Most of the rocky areas have been reserved under the native title settlement.  The northern 
Burrup will be non-industrial land.  It is to be managed jointly by the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management and the native title parties for the purposes of conservation, recreation and protection of Aboriginal 
heritage.  We must give some credit to the Leader of the Opposition.  The Leader of the Opposition presided 
over the structure planning for the Burrup Peninsula.  He presided over the process that determined which land 
will be reserved for conservation and which land will be used for industrial purposes.  In essence, we proceeded 
with the structure plan the Leader of the Opposition left us.  However, we did something that the Leader of the 
Opposition did not do: we effectively negotiated the native title agreement for the area.  That was not done by 
the previous Government.  I am inclined to think that the Leader of the Opposition would have liked to have 
completed the native title negotiations.  However, the policy of the Government of which he was a part was 
dominated by Hon Norman Moore and Hon Richard Court, and they had different views on native title issues.  
The native title work was not done.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  As part of the Burrup agreement - the first dot point - has application been made for the 
destruction of rock art in accordance with section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I cannot answer that question.  It is not in my portfolio.  These questions need to be directed 
to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is related to the agreement on the Burrup Peninsula.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Responsibility for the Aboriginal Heritage Act is given to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs.  
He is the responsible minister.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Deputy Premier struck the agreement.  We are talking about some 300 000 motifs and 
8 000-year-old rock art on the Burrup Peninsula.  The Deputy Premier made the agreement.  This is probably the 
most important heritage issue this country has ever faced.  I want to know the detail and cost of this heritage 
agreement and this native title agreement.   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The agreement does not set aside the operation of the Aboriginal Heritage Act, and the 
Aboriginal Heritage Act is the responsibility of the Minister for Indigenous Affairs.  I am sure the Minister for 
Indigenous Affairs would be more than happy to answer questions on the Aboriginal Heritage Act.  It is not 
possible for me to do so.  The head of the Department of Indigenous Affairs is not in this Chamber as my 
adviser.  The director of the Office of Native Title is my adviser.  The Office of Native Title does not handle the 
administration of the Aboriginal Heritage Act.  That is handled by the Department of Indigenous Affairs.  The 
Leader of the Opposition seems to be concerned about rock art.  When he was Minister for Resources 
Development he made plans for certain parts of the Burrup Peninsula to be available for industrial development 
and certain parts of it to be reserved for conservation.  We are essentially following the structure plan that he 
developed in 1996.  Presumably, in developing that plan in 1996 he took account of the areas that needed special 
protection for their rock art and heritage and the areas that were suitable for industrial development.  We have 
followed that structure plan, but we have enabled it to be implemented by conducting the necessary native title 
negotiations.  Part of those negotiations built on the structure plan by providing that the area that is to be 
reserved for heritage and conservation protection will be co-managed with the native title parties.  That is a very 
important element in the overall settlement.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer again to the first dot point on page 92, which relates to the Burrup agreement.  What 
estimate does the Deputy Premier have from that agreement and the heritage protection working group 
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established by this office of the number of ancient rock art motifs that will be destroyed on the Government’s 
sites for industrial development on the Burrup Peninsula?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I would like to ask the Leader of the Opposition a question.  Does he support five gas 
processing projects on the Burrup Peninsula or not?  Does he oppose those developments?  

[9.40 am] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I will ask that question when we deal with state development tomorrow.  This is ridiculous.  
The question is quite simple.  I am asking a straightforward question about a matter that relates to the Burrup 
agreement and heritage working party established in this office.  Has an estimate been made of the number of 
ancient rock art motives that are likely to be destroyed under the construction of industrial plants on the 
designated sites?  

The CHAIRMAN (Mr A.D. McRae):  I have given the Leader of the Opposition some latitude to pursue this line 
of inquiry.  There is no appropriation under this section for the administration of Aboriginal heritage.  I accept 
that the Burrup agreement acts as a framework for that to occur.  However, the actual appropriation for the 
administration of Aboriginal heritage is not in this division. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I disagree.  This includes payment by way of compensation to Aboriginal claimants, which 
includes the issue of heritage - presumably heritage compensation.  Why else would the Government pay the 
compensation?  That is the whole point of the Burrup Peninsula.  The Aboriginal art has been on that site since 
living memory. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I asked for guidance about the Leader of the Opposition’s references earlier because I am 
required by standing orders to guide the committee to stick to appropriations.  I have allowed that latitude but I 
cannot read into the line of inquiry at the moment the appropriation for heritage protection.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The figures on page 91 show a substantial increase in the budget for native title, most of 
which is for payments in relation to the Burrup Peninsula, which is probably Australia’s most significant heritage 
site.  The agreement is about the heritage of the Burrup Peninsula. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I support development of the State, the gas processing projects on the Burrup Peninsula and 
$5 billion worth of investment in this State.  I am working hard in my capacity of responsibility for the Office of 
Native Title and in my capacity as Treasurer to make sure those developments have every opportunity to 
proceed.  I see from the other side of politics a campaign to undermine those developments.  I am amazed that a 
former Minister for Resources and Energy would take the approach that the Leader of the Opposition is now 
taking.  He is trying to wreck state development and undermine the most significant investment in downstream 
processing ever proposed for this State.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I asked about the native title agreement on the Burrup Peninsula on which large amounts of 
money will be spent.  The Treasurer has not answered a single question.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition should direct his questions to the right minister.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  You are the minister who is negotiating the Burrup agreement and who is responsible for 
the heritage working party under the Office of Native Title.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Are there further questions?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Further answers would be refreshing.  There is not much point asking any more questions 
if the Deputy Premier is not going to answer questions on native title.  

The CHAIRMAN:  This is a process of inquiry.  Rather than general commentary and debate, I am asking for 
further comment. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There is no point because he will not answer them.  

The appropriation was recommended.  
 


