LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
Question on notice -8 MAR 20l

Thursday, 10 November 2011
5024. Hon Robin Chapple to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs.

I refer to interim registered Aboriginal Heritage Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula,
"~ Murujuga, and ask -

(1) On what date was Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula lodged with the Department of
Indigenous Affairs (DIA)?

(2) On what date did the Aboriginal Cultural Materials Committee (ACMC) finally
assess Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula?

(3) Was the decision of the ACMC in respect of the assessment of Site 23323
Burrup Peninsula, that it met the criteria for a registered site?

(4) Were the Aboriginal parties to the Burrup Maitland Industrial Estates
Agreement consulted by DIA staff in respect of the ACMC's decision?

(5) If yes to (4), on what date and where did this consultation occur?
(6) Did the Aboriginal parties to the Burrup Maitland Industrial Estates Agreement
support the decisions of the Aboriginal Cultural Materials Committee (ACMC) in

respect of their assessment of Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula?

(7) What is the current status of Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula, is it now a registered
site or still an interim registered heritage site?

(8) If Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula is still an interim registered heritage site, why?

(9) If Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula is now a reg1stered heritage site, will its status be
amended on the DIA website to reflect that it is now a registered site?

(10) Did the Department, Minister or the ACMC receive any lobbying or
submissions from government agencies or industries in respect of the assessment of

Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula by the ACMC?

(11) If yes to (10), which departments or industries lobbied or made submissions to
the ACMC, DIA or the Minister in respect of Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula?

(12) What was the position put forward by each department or industry either by
lobbying or written submission in respect of Site 23323 Burrup Peninsula?

(13) Is the same level of protection ascribed to an interim registered heritage site as
a registered heritage site under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 19727

(14) If yes to (3) and (13), why is the site not now a declared registered site?
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Answer

(1) 4 September 2006

(2) DIA 23323 was last discussed by the ACMC on 15 August 2011

(3) Yes

(4) No

(5)N/A

(6) N/A .

(7) DIA 23323 retains the status of ”insﬁfﬁcent information".

(8) The Register is yet to be updated to reflect the ACMC decision. The Department of
Indigenous Affairs (DIA) is working with cultural groups of the Burrup to further refine
information on the heritage values and boundaries of site DIA 23323 to ensure that the
site properly reflects the heritage values and can be protected.

(9) Not until the process outlined in the response to (8) is complete.

(10) The DIA initiated briefings with other government agencies.

(11) The briefing included the Department of State Development and the Dampier Port
Authority.

(12) Other agencies and industry were interested to learn the implications of the ACMC
assessment and understand how a site of this magnitude can coexist with the designated
industrial area.

(13) Yés

(14) DIA is currently doing further work with the Aboriginal groups of the Burrup to
refine and confirm the heritage values of the site to maximise protection.
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Minister for Indigenous Affairs
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