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The 'Sanctuary' 
campaign zn 
Queensland claims to 
advocate the rights of 
species and support 
national parks but, 
says, Kevin Guy, it 
runs the danger of 
doing iryustice to 
Aboriginal people by 
not accepting 
cultural change. 

I NITS EARLIEST modern version the 
word 'Sanctuary' was used in the con­
text of a holy place, a place for 

fugitives from justice, a piece of concen­
trated ground, a place where debtors were 
immune. In its present context the word 
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is manipulated, used as the catch-phrase 
and title for the campaign of opposition 
to indigenous peoples' rights to hunt and 
gather on traditional lands in Queensland, 
while promoting national parks as tem­
ples of nature - the last bastion for native 
fauna and flora species. 

The Sanctuary campaign established 
in 1992 originated in Far North Queens­
land and employs tactics of door 
knocking, petitions, letters to the editor, 
newspaper advertising and media cam­
paigns, with deafeningly racist overtones 
directed solely at Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander people. The Sanctuary 
campaign is a good example of environ­
mental racism. 

Environmental racism stems from the 
decision making of bureaucracies and 
conservation organisations on land use 
and land management which discrimi­
nates against minority races. Over the 
past decade this charge has been levelled 
at the major environm.ent groups in the 
United States and has existed for some 
time in Australia with many cases docu­
mented in recent history. But, as 
Reverend Benjamin Chavis founding 
member of the environmental justice 
movement in the United States, and the 
person attributed with coining the term at 
a 1993 Sierra Club roundtable on Race, 
Justice and the Environment, noted, 'the 
reality was out there - we just gave lan­
guage to it'. Opposed to environmental 
racism is a move towards environmental 
justice. 

Although relatively new to the Aus­
tralian dictum there is support within the 
conservation movement for Chavis' s 
guiding principles of environmental jus­
tice - a grassroots perspective, and it 
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must be multiracial and multicultural. 
A recent example of this was the Star­

cke campaign mounted nationally 
between the Cairns Branch of the Wilder­
ness Society and the Guugu-Yimidhirr 
and Guuga-Gambiil- Muugu people, tra­
ditional owners of Starcke on the east 
coast of Cape York Peninsula, north of 
Hopevale. This campaign initially cen­
tred on the blocking for sale overseas of 
the pastoral property by Far North 
Queensland real estate developer, Mr 
George Quaid, and to have the land re­
turned to its Aboriginal traditional 
owners. 

Promotion of a concept such as 'Sanc­
tuaries' inisolation, while ignoring national 
parlc management issues such as grazing of 
cattle, tourism, four-wheel-drives, pollu­
tion, poaching, feral animal and weed 
control, landswaps, and development is 
hypocritical and myopic. Further, the issue 
of habitat loss - land clearing of native 
bushland in Queensland proceeds at a rate 
greater than the destruction of rainforests in 
South America - is a more ominous threat 
to native species and national parks than is 
hunting by Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islanders people. 

Along with some other Queensland 
conservation organisations the Sanctuary 
campaign will not accept the case of cul­
tural change and forcibly advocates and 
mounts political pressure on the State 
Government to interpret traditional hunt­
ing as being restricted to spear, dug-out 
and boomerang - endorsement of en­
forced primitivism. This is motivated by 
thinking that restrictions on technology 
will limit the number of any given species 
taken. This stems from a colonial mental­
ity and reinforces a paternalistic attitude. 

The Sanctuary campaign claims to 
advocate the rights of species and seeks 
justice for the State's national park re­
gime. Benjamin Chavis claims that: 'You 
can't get justice by doing injustice on 
somebody else.' Its intent and purpose 
directly threatens provisions within leg­
islation such as the: 
• Endangered Species Protection Act 

1992; 
• Aboriginal Land Act 1991; 
• Torres Strait Islander Act 1991; 
• Nature Conservation Act 1992; and 
• Commonwealth Native Title Act 1993. 
and strikes at policies and recommenda­
tions from the: Royal Commission into 
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody; Law Re­
form Commission's Report on the 
Recognition of Aboriginal Customary 
Laws (1986); UNCED, Agenda 21; 
Ecologically Sustainable Development; 
and Convention on Biological Diversity. 

Instead of liberating the management 
of Queensland's national parks system, 
this Sanctuary style of campaign has the 
capacity to wreck programs such as na­
tional reconciliation, while initiating a 

new wave of colonialism. 
· Creating a cultural change towards 

the evolving purpose and nature of na­
tional parks, while accepting the cultural 
landscape of our natural environment, 
will ensure that both indigenous peoples' 
rights and the protection of this country 
can be catered for more effectively than 
they are today. 

This complex issue requires discus­
sion between the main protagonists. 
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Establishing dialogue between Austra­
lia's indigenous peoples and 
conservation organisations, with the 
view to developing an honest and open 
working relationship based on respect, is 
imperative and need not be a war of 
words - old or new. 

Kevin Guyis a consultant and has 
worked with the conservation 
movement for the past decade. 

The,s1nctuary group estabu~hea<inj992 is . .. coalition of natµre 
C.OQJervationi~ts ••. conservation(Diol9gists, and sonie eniplo;rees ()ft~~ 

•· .f\Jt:ttrcm~IPark~ and V\lildljfe §ervi~~ They .have campaigned againsthun.t-, 
ing and fishing in national parks through petition and letter writing 
campaigns focussed on the Queensland government. 
. ,V'lf~hin ~h~+C{}flSeNation .. mClvement, ·. the Nc1Uon§:tl Peuksl(sspciatiQn, 
SOffi(, V\lildUf~ Preservation·.t:>ociety br~~ches. and.the.Rainforest Con~e(-,. 
va,t1qn.SpcJety acti\/ely support the ideals promoted by Santuary, Some.of 
!h~ ,Ql1)ups< and Jndividuals initially involved with .the Santuary.: moyement 

~ubs~ctue.ntly withdrawn.their support .from these camp!ligns~ 
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The introduction of the Aboriginal Land Act 
in Queensland led to divisions between the 
aims of environment groups and Aborigines 
over national parks. Rosey Crisp tells of the 
meeting at Yarrabah which aimed at dealing 
with the conflict. 
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I N 1991 THE GOSS Queensland gov­
ernment introduced the Aboriginal 
Land Act which led to discussions and 

negotiations between environment 
groups and Aboriginal people over land 
rights. It became apparent during the two­
w eek consultation period that 
environment groups were the only land­
use interest group which supported land 
rights in principle. 

Under the Act, Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander people with traditional af­
filiation or historical association could, 
through a tribunal, claim existing Abo­
riginalland ( approximately 11 percent of 
Queensland), vacant Crown land (1 per 
cent), and national parks (3 per cent). 
National parks must first be gazetted for 
claim. Once a claim is determined, a plan 
of management is drawn up between the 
traditional owners and the Department of 
Environment and Heritage. However, 
there must be an automatic lease back in 
perpetuity to the State National Parks and 
Wildlife Service, for a peppercorn rent. 
For 10 per cent of Queensland's Aborigi­
nal people the Act has the potential to 
give secure title to their lands. However, 
the Act was widely condemned by Abo­
riginal people because of lack of 
consultation and because it failed to pro­
vide justice for 90 per cent of the 
Aboriginal people in the state. The 
Queensland Conservation Council and 
the Australian Conservation Foundation 
withdrew from the consultation process 
in protest. 

It was soon apparent that the empha­
sis of the Act was on land of high 
conservation value. This led to intense 
debate in environment groups about is­
sues such as hunting in national parks and 
in some circumstances whether Aborigi­
nal people should own and jointly 
manage national parks. 

At the same time, Aboriginal groups 
were becoming frustrated with conserva­
tion groups who were willing to form 
alliances to halt development projects but 
who still continued to push for the expan­
sion of national parks on their traditional 
lands. National parks, particularly on 
Cape York, continued to dispossess the 
traditional owners as they were removed 
from their lands, it limited their rights to 
hunt and fish, and made it difficult for 
them to maintain their laws and customs 

and care for the land. 
It was in this atmosphere that the 

Aboriginal Co-ordinating Council and 
the Queensland Conservation Council 
decided to jointly convene a three-day 
meeting at Y arrabah (November 1992) to 
discuss issues of concern. The meeting 
was well attended with all the major en-· 
vironment groups in Queensland plus 
regional councils and local groups sitting 
down with Aboriginal representatives 
from the Cape York Peninsula and the 
Wet Tropics to discuss issues. 

The meeting had everything: on the 
first day there was an airing of frustra­
tions and occasionally confrontation, on 
the second day there was constructive 
dialogue and a listening to each other's 
views, and on the final day a deeper un­
derstanding was reached, with a growing 
trust and respect for each other and pride 
in what had been achieved. 

The outcome was a series of resolu­
tions which dealt with a myriad of topics 
including consultation, the Aboriginal 
Land Act, Aboriginal rangers in national 
parks, watershed management, fishing 
rights and national parks. The Y arrabah 
Agreement was also signed. It reads: 
• This Y arrabah meeting of Aborigines 

and conservationists shares common 
ground in wanting to protect the 
health of Australia's land and waters 
and all the life that depends on them. 

• We want to hold more meetings 
where discussions can be open and 
honest, and agree to keep talking to 
each other. 

• We seek to work together with good­
will, respect and trust to promote 
Aboriginal customary rights and pro­
tect the environment. 

Unfortunately, the divisive position of 
some environmental groups with regard 
to Aboriginal aspirations is considered 
to be extraordinarily difficult by Abo­
riginal people. Many environment 
groups have entered into dialogue with 
Aboriginal communities and support 
their cause, but a vocal minority con­
tinue their public campaign of 
opposition since the Y arrabah meeting. 

The long overdue recognition in com­
mon law of native title has meant that 
environment groups will need to come to 
terms with Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander rights to their land and seas, and 

Armwrestle or handshake - Robert Paterson and Rosey Crisp at Yarrabah. 

also the socially discriminative aspects of pie will quite rightly classify environ­
the Aboriginal Land Act and the Nafu~e mentgroupswithallothercontemporary 
Conservation Act. In particular, the landuserswhosupportthecontinueddis­
strongly opposed perpetual leaseback of possessionandgenocideof Australia's 
national parks and the peppercorn rate for indigenous people. 
use of their lands will have to be changed. 

Environment groups are on trial. Rasey Crisp work with the Land 
Will they come to terms with Aborigi- Management Section of the Division of 
nal aspirations and begin to show Aboriginal Affairs in Queensland. She 
some respect and understanding of was until recently the campaign 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander co-ordinator of the Queensland 
cultures? If not, the indigenous peo- Conservation Council (QCC). 
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The life of Regina McKenzie provides the 
background for her claim on behalf of a 
section of the Southern Aranda Aboriginal 
people for land in the far north of South 
Australia. In this interview she reflects on 
her Aboriginal relationship with the land. 

' HAT IS HAPPENING 
now is just a continuation 
of what happened in the 

past. In the early days they shot at us. 
Now we have the mining companies. The 
govenunent is always at the people, treat­
ing them with 'contempt and 'a biased 
attitude. So we don't get the support we 
need." 

Regina McKenzie is from Port 
Augusta. She is an Aboriginal woman of 
the Luridga people, and has recently 
lodged a land claim on behalf of the Er­
inga Aboriginal Corporation for a portion 
of the traditional lands of the Southern 
Aranda and Luridga people. The country 
under claim is in the far north of South 
Australia. This land is under threat from 
mining and unsustainable land use, espe­
cially overgrazing. 

Gina's mother was born in the Eringa 
area in 1919. She is of the Luridga people. 
Her mother was a full blood Luridga 
woman and her father was Irish, making 
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her a 'half-caste'. 
In 1926 she was captured by the po­

lice for the crime of being 'half' 
European, separated from her family, and 
taken to the Colebrook Home in Ood­
nadatta, then to Quorn, where she spent 
many years. 

In those days, the full blood people 
were treated as animals, and they took her 
from her family so that she would grow 
up as a 'European'. She was sent to 
Quorn to work as a domestic seIVant for 
station owners. This was nothing less 
than child slavery; she got paid 4 pence a 
week - 2 pence went back to the station 
manager for food and board, and 2 pence 
went to the Home in Quorn. 

Eventually she married a man of 
Adnyamathna descent. It was 38 years 
before she was re-united with her family. 
Speaking of her ancestry, Gina says, 'In 
the Aboriginal way, you are what your 
mother is, so that makes me Luridga.' 

Her mum was eventually rescued 

from slavery by R. M. Williams, and she 
worked for him for many years as a 
nanny. Gina was taught her Aboriginal 
ways by her aunty on her mother's side, 
Jenny Stewart. It was Jenny who told her 
that her Dreaming was Perenti. Gina's 
Dreaming area is one of those under 
threat from mining exploration. 

'If the mining companies rip up my 
Story, what will I have to pass on to my 
kids? The land is like a book - the stories 
of our people and ancestors are in the 
land. Mining takes those stories and de­
stroys them as surely as if they were 
ripping pages from a book. If our Dream­
ings are gone, it will mean the end of our 
Culture.' 

Gina explained that many non-Abo­
riginal people misunderstand what 
'Dreaming' or 'Dreamtime' means. 

'Dreamings give our history, our ori­
gins, where we started from. They are not 
made-up stories, they are factual events 
from long ago. Our people have made 
them into stories so that they are easier 
for the children to understand. Once peo­
ple are initiated, they learn all the details 
about the whole story. Traditionally, our 
people kept no written history; the stories 
are written in the land. Sometimes these 
stories overlap - where this happens it 
forms a Dreaming path. Our Dreaming 
determines what sort of people we are; it 
gives us a path into the future while giv­
ing us an understanding of the past. 
Mining is one enemy of the Dreaming 
because when people give their Dream-

ing away (by allowing mining) it is dam­
aged or destroyed, and so they give away 
their history and origins. 

'Aboriginal people can never be a 
family until they get their land. The Cul­
ture is part of the land, it is in the land. 
We look after the land, and live with it, 
never against it. Modern [Western] soci­
ety is different - it has forgotten many 
things, and forgets about the land. It uses 
land as a thing that has no life of its own. 
There is much to learn from Aboriginal 
people. 

'We have been affected in many ways 
by losing access to our lands. We've lost 
our native foods because of the grazing. 
There have been many extinctions of na­
tive animals. We have lost our medicines. 
Things have gone that we will never see 
again.' 

It is clear that Aboriginal people have 
an understanding of the environment that 
is based on observation over thousands of 
generations. Non-Aboriginal people 
have substituted science for observation 
in their attempts to understand the envi-

ronment. In contrast, Aboriginal people 
have been given stories and because of 
the strength of their culture, been able to 
survive for so long on this continent. 
Western agriculture and lifestyles have 
destroyed or degraded huge areas of Aus­
tralia in only 200 years. This raises 
questions about the long-term survival of 
humans in Australia. 

'My people have memories and sto­
ries going back a long time. My father 
tells us of the time when animals and 
people were bigger - big kangaroos, 
emus, wombats. Our people remember 
when the land was tropical, covered in 
rainforest, even up past Uluru [Ayers 
Rock]. Lake Callabonna was all forested 
around the shore. Then a great drought 
came, and the big animals died out.' 

Aboriginal people know exactly what 
lies under the ground, and what the ef­
fects will be where the land is 
mis-treated. They know not to dig up 
Yellowcake - 'that it will poison them, 
eat them up from the inside. Mt Painter 
[in South Australia] should never have 

been mined.' 
The Aboriginal people of the interior 

had to survive the atomic testing that 
happened in the 1950s. They called the 
black clouds that burnt the skin and eyes 
the 'mumoo' (devil) cloud. Many people 
lost their eyesight, especially children. 
Many people died. The people were 
never warned about the dangers of the 
radiation. Gina recounts stories of people 
still living who have spots on their skin 
to this day - spots that appeared soon 
after the clouds. She tells of hunting kan­
garoos in the Watson Creek area (near the 
Maralinga tests). Kangaroos that looked 
normal had their internal organs mixed 
up and in the wrong places. 

Now her land is threatened once again 
from radiation. She believes that recent 
leaks from the tailing dams at the O)ym­
pic Dam (Roxby Downs) mine have 
entered the Great Artesian Basin that un­
derlies much of inland Australia. The 
basin is the source of drinking water, and 
people are getting boils from drinking the 
water. Some doctors have suggested that 
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''The land is like a 
book - the stories of 

our people and 
ancestors are in the 
land. Mining takes 
those stories and 
destroys them as 

surely as if they were 
ripping pages from a 

book. If our 
Drea1m:ngs are gone, 
it will mean the end 

of Culture. '' 

the boils represent the first stages of ra­
diation poisoning. 

The land claim has been lodged on 
behalf of Lockey Stewart and Clancy 
Cramp, who are members of a Southern 
Aranda association called the Eringa 
Aboriginal Corporation. Aboriginal peo­
ple from the Oodnadatta and Finke area 
as well as other areas, have maintained 
their links to the area despite disposses­
sion and forced relocation. Under the 
Native Title Act pastoral leases overrule 
Native title. 'However, we have main­
tained our connection to the land. We 
have our Dreaming, we have blood con­
nections to that land, our people are 
buried there.' 

A State-based tribunal is currently be­
ing set up in South Australia which will 
consider land claims. Gina has great vi­
sions for the land once her people have 
their land back. 

'We want to make a small community 
between Elringa and Bloods Creek. We 
will develop the community on tableland 
countty so as not to affect the water­
courses. We will live on the land wisely 
and recycle evezything. You can even 
recycle sewage to create methane for 
cooking and heating and use the leftover 
sludge to fertilise the ground. 

'We want to be able to bring young 
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kids out there and educate them in land 
management. We would have a cattle 
herd for our own meat, but don't want 
huge numbers of animals on the land. We 
would encourage the land to its natural 
way and allow native animals to return. 
We will look after the area - it has been 
neglected for too long. The Kidman Cat­
tle Company holds a lease over the area -
they have already been grazing there in a 
fragile environment for 100 years. Cattle 
erode the land and destroy the waterways. 
Cattle grazing is slowly destroying the 
countty. 

'We want evezything to be like it was. 
lfwe want Culture, we must preserve the 
land. We can combine the best of today's 
technology with the knowledge of yester­
day so that culture can live on. We can 
see tourists coming here to learn from the 
land. We will build walkways in the areas 
where walking might cause damage or 
erosion.' 

Mining is a threat for many reasons. 
'It uses lots of water from the Great Ar­
tesian Basin. The burial sites are dug up. 
The companies keep saying that they 
don't do much damage, or that they al­
ways fix things up when they're done. 
But there are some things you just can't 
put back. 

'That land is harsh countty - water is 
more precious than gold, as all life de­
pends on it. It is like the companies put a 
straw into a cup of water - they are suck­
ing all the water out. Already the water 
table is dropping and many of the mound 
springs [unique springs that occur where 
the Artesian Basin appears at ground 
level] are dzying up. Mining will disrupt 
the ecosystems of the area. We don't 
want this. Mining also affects tl1e native 
flora and fauna - they want to survive as 
well. The Mound Springs are unique; 
there are animals in each spring that don't 
exist anywhere else. 

'If we lose them, we all lose some­
thing, Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal 
people. Mining companies are robbing 
Australia of a unique heritage that we 
can't get back.' 

There are proposals to put more min­
ing towns up in the north of South 
Australia. They will draw more water 
from the Artesian Basin. Chemicals from 
the mining are poisoning the water. 

'It is important that people under-

stand that this land claim is not some sort 
of prejudice against white people. It will 
take all Australians to protect this coun­
tty. We need to stand up together and say 
that we don't want it destroyed. Europe 
has destroyed much of its natural envi­
ronment. We must learn from this. We 
don't want our land to end up like Amer­
ica - they have done the same thing, the 
pollution and acid rain. We need to pro­
tect the land, so that tourists will be able 
to come here and see other ways to treat 
the land. The land is like diamonds or fine 
jewellery, yet people still keep looking at 
how it can make money. But the riches 
are in the land -we just need to learn how 
to appreciate it.' 

"The companies 
keep saying that they 

don't do much 
damage, or that they 
always fix things up 
when they 're done. 
But there are some 

things you just can't 
put back." 

Gina stressed that it is vital for people 
to support those who are working to pro­
tect the environment. 

'We need to stand up and tell the 
government that we don't want any more 
destruction. We need to get the dream up 
and running. We need to be proud in 
ourselves - we can make jobs without 
mining, we can make things here in Aus­
tralia, there can be enough for everyone. 

'Mining only offers short-tem1 gains 
- it comes to an end, but the land goes on 
forever. If we keep it intact, people will 
come to see it - we can have long-tem1 
economic and cultural survival while 
looking after the land.' 

Cam Walker of Friends of the Earth 
interviewed Regina McKenzie. For 
more information contact Cam on 
(03) 419 8700. 

Aboriginal 
knowledge of the 
ecology of their land 
can be used in land 
management to 
ensure that there are 
tangible benefits for 
all involved Cam 
Walker looks at the 
work of the Uluru 
Fauna Survey. 

NE OF THE ISSUES that will 
become increasingly important 
for environmentalists in the com­

ing years is that of joint management of 
national parks between traditional own­
ers and management authorities. While 
some environment groups have ex­
pressed concerns about 'overhunting' 
and the possibility of extinctions, the ma­
jority of environmental organisations 
recognise the need for Aboriginal in­
volvement in management. 

One example of where this has oc­
curred is in the Uluru National Park in the 
Northern Territory. This article is based 
on the wotk carried out by Julian Reid, 
and colleagues of the CSIRO Division of 

Wildlife and Ecology, and the Australian 
Nature Conservation Agency (ANCA), 
in cortjunction with the Mutitjulu Com­
munity living at Uluru. 

It is clear that Aboriginal people have a 
rich ecological knowledge based on many 
thousands of years of observation and.i~­
volvement in ecological processes. · By 
contrast, research relating to environmental 
management in the Australian arid regions 
is often of a short-term nature, and is a very 
recent phenomenon. Recognising the need 
to incorporate western scientific knowl­
edge witll the longer-term perspective of 
Aboriginal people, a number of studies 
have been carried out to attempt to integrate 
the two sources ofknowtedge. 

Large numbers of the Aboriginal peo­
ple living in central, western, north 
eastern and northern Australia have 
maintained traditional ties with their 
land. They have extensive knowledge of 
the local environment based on direct 
ex-perience and passed on through oral 
traditions. There is concern that knowl­
edge is being lost as the o Ider people who 
lived traditional lifestyles are becoming 
fewer in number each year. 

The Uluru National Park is owned by 
Anangu (the name by which the tradi­
tional custodians call themselves), and 
jointly managed by them and ANCA. In 
1985, the land was handed back to the 
Anangu and then leased back to ANCA 
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for use as a national park. A Board of 
Management was established, which has 
a majority of Anangu. As part of ongoing 
research into management strategies, the 
CSIRO Division of Wildlife and Ecology 
was commissioned by ANCA to cany out 
a survey of the vertebrate fauna of Uluru 
National Park. The purpose of the survey 
was to maximise the chances of maintain­
ing the vertebrate species that exist in the 
Park. The survey was commissioned after 
the approval of the Board of Management 
and the Mutitjulu Community, and 
Anangu participated in all aspects of site 
selection and later stages of the survey. 

In addition to the usual sampling tech­
niques as applied by western ecologists, 
specialist services were provided by 
Anangu consultants. These included 
identification of animal tracks, scats and 
calls, the capture of certain animals, in­
formation on the location of scarce 
animals and on locally or regionally ex­
tinct mammals, information on the 
traditional use of fire as a management 
tool, information on habitat classifica­
tions and the major climatic influences 
that affect animal distribution. Once the 
field work was completed, a review was 
made of the vast amount of traditional 
knowledge that had been collected. This 
involved translating the transcripts of the 
field work from Pitjantjatjara to English. 
The resulting report, including extensive 
documentation of Anangu understanding 
and names for specific animals will be 
used in developing management strate­
gies aimed at meeting the aims of the 
study. 

There were benefits for both the non­
Aboriginal managers as well as the 
Anangu people involved in the study. 
Studies such as this (and indeed joint 
management as a whole) reaffirm the 
worth of the specialist knowledge of 
Anangu. Given that Aboriginal people 
have traditionally been marginalised by 
non-Aboriginal culture, this is seen to be 
of tangible benefit to the community. 
Anangu were involved in all stages of the 
project and taught management and sci­
entific skills to non-Aboriginal people 
while maintaining control over the infor­
mation they passed on. This is seen as 
being a fundamental element in success­
ful collaboration or management: that the 
two parties are able to negotiate as equal 

36 o Chain Reaction Number 71 

partners. One way to guarantee this is to 
ensure that there are tangible benefits to 
both groups. 

As a general rule in this style of col­
laboration, there appear to be a numberof 
basic elements for success: 
• the Aboriginal people have decision­

making power (ideally with a 
majority on Boards so as to ensure 
right of veto); 

• involvement of Aboriginal people in 
all stages of any particular project; 

• control of intellectual resources is re­
tained by the Aboriginal people; 

• That people of both gender be used 
for information gathering, and appro­
priate co1.1Sultancy rates be paid to 
people with specialist knowledge; 

• there is Aboriginal control over the 
final information that is released. This 
is important given difficulties in in­
terpreting into English and the need 
for certain information not to go to 
people other than those who have the 
right under traditional law; 

• Aboriginal people are able to deter­
mine their own work practices in 
keeping with their own culture; and 

e sufficient time is given for negotia-
tions with the community. 

If these guidelines are followed, the 
chances for successful collaboration are 
improved, with tangible outcomes for 
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal land 
managers and otherusers such as tourists, 
as well as for the environment itself. 

Sources 

J. Reid, L. Baker, S. Morton & Mutitjulu 
Community 'Traditional knowledge+ 
ecological survey = better land manage­
ment' in Search 23:249-51, 1992. 

J. Reid, J. Kerle, S. Morton, (eds) 'Uluru 
Fauna. The distribution and abundance 
of vertebrate fauna ofUluru (Ayers 
Rock-Mt Olga) National Park, NT' in 
Kowari 4, Australian National Parks & 
Wildlife Service, Canberra 1993. 

This article is based on the work of 
Julian Reid who is an ecological 
consultant based in Alice Springs with 
the CSJRO for the past jive years. He 
specialises in biological surveys and 
conservation management of arid zone 
environments. 

In 1993, the Yorta 
Yorta people 
lodged a land 
rights claim for 
lands in the 
Murray-Gou/burn 
region. Wayne 
Atkinson provides 
a context for the 
claim. 

INCE IBE advent of the European 
invasion into Yorta Yorta Tribal 
Lands in the 1840s, the Yorta 

Yorta people, through their repre­
sentative organisations, have been 
continually seekingjustice for the dispos­
session of their land and the destruction 
to their traditional culture and heritage. 

The Yorta Yorta claim is for the re­
turn of areas of land that formed part of 
their traditional lands, and for compensa­
tion for loss ofland and the destruction of 
culture and heritage. 

The traditional Yorta Yorta lifestyle 
was based on hunting, fishing and col­
lecting food. However being river based 
people, most of their time was occupied 

by fishing, as the majority of food was 
provided from the network of rivers, la­
goons, creeks and lakes which were and 
are still regarded as the lifesource of the 
Yorta Yorta people. The annual floods 
that occur in this region are regarded by 
Yorta Yorta people as necessary for the 
replenishment of food sources and the 
survival of the forest. 

The original Yorta Yorta territory was 
both rich and abundant in natural food 
sources. Archaeologists refer to this type 
of environment as a broad-based econ­
omy capable of producing a broad range 
and variety of food. Indeed the first white 
intruder to have contact with the Yorta 
Yorta commented on its richness and re­
corded in his recollection that the area 
could have supported 'twice the popula­
tion' he encountered there in 1843. 

In relation to population density, the 
Murray Valley Region was regarded as 
one of the most heavily populated regions 
in Australia prior to the colonial invasion 
By comparison with other areas, the Mur­
ray Valley was capable of carrying a 
higher population than the less fertile and 
more arid regions. Evidence to support 
this, such as the abundance of mounds 
(camping and cooking places), the fish 
trap systems and middens (build up of 
shellfish), indicates that the Murray Val­
ley, which includes the Yorta Yorta 
territory, was intensively utilised by 
tribal groups. The population of the Yorta 
Y orta before contact is estimated to be 
approximately 2,400.2 

Against this briefbackground one can 
reconstruct a rather idy Ilic picture of tra­
ditional Yorta Yorta lifestyle. It is clear 
that the people did not want for anything 
in terms of food and their lifestyle fits 
nicely into the picture of hunter-gatherer 
societies which Sahlins describes as 'the 
original affluent societies'3. This concept 
applies to those traditional societies 
which lived a relatively rich lifestyle in 
terms of food resources, and the quest for 
food required a minimal amount of en­
ergy input thus allowing a large amount 
of time for leisure activities. In this con­
text, the average amount of time the Yorta 
Yorta spent in acquiring food was about 
three-and-a-half hours per day, and the 
rest of their time was devoted to the de­
velopment of cultural traditions and 
philosophy. When considered in light of 
today's work input and leisure hours this 
is a rather ideal situation that most, if not 
all, people would like to live. 

Whilst this image may provide us 
with an idyllic situation, it must also be 
said that there were difficult times, and 
Yorta Yorta society was not totally free, 
of upheavals and conflict. It does seem 
that they were able to deal with these 
situations as they arose and were able to 
maintain social cohesion But most im­
portantly their links with the tribal land 
which was the basis of their cultural iden­
tity and existence were unbroken since 
time immemorial. The integrity of this 
lifestyle and culture speaks for itself, and 
the most outstanding aspect is that what-

• • • 

ever the difficulties may have been they 
survived most admirably. 

The arrival of Europeans, however, 
was to have a devastating impact on tra­
ditional groups such as the Yorta Yorta. 
Within the first generation of the Euro­
pe an invasion, the Yorta Yorta 
population was reduced by 85 per cent 
and all indications at that time, particu­
larly when viewed against the extent of 
this destruction, is that they would even­
tually be wiped out as a distinct cultural 
group. Their ability to withstand these 
forces and to survive as a people is an 
amazing example of the strength and 
courage of Aboriginal society, and a sad 
reflection on the misguided beliefs and 
brutality of those who were responsible 
for this large-scale genocide. 

The outcome of the frontier period in 
the Yorta Yorta region is analogous to 
other areas where the European invasion 
wrought havoc. The Yorta Yorta were 
dispossessed of their traditional lands and 
left to eke out an existence on the edges 
of European settlements as remnant tribal 
groups. As in other parts of the frontier, 
violence continued as Aboriginal groups 
resisted the wholesale dispossession of 
their land and the mistreatment and abuse 
of Aboriginal women by European men. 

The remaining Yorta Yorta popula­
tion and other tribal groups from 
neighbouring areas were eventually relo­
cated at Maloga Mission on the New 
South Wales side of the Murray River in 
1874. Maloga was eventually closed and 
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the residents relocated to Cummuragunja 
in 1889 which became the plac.e where 
the Yorta Yorta were able to regroup after 
the holocaust. It also provided a base for 
the development of what became the 
Aboriginal political movement in the 
1930s. 

A small group of Y orta Yorta people . 
being consciously aware of the legacy 
they were left with as a result of the 
European invasion were active in setting 
up the first Aboriginal organisations. 
These organisations, such as the Aborigi­
nal Progressive Association in Sydney in 
1937, and the Australian Aborigines 
League in Melbourne in 1932, were re­
sponsible for raising the consciousness of 
the general community to the plight of the 
Aboriginal people. They demanded that 
Aboriginal people be given full citizen­
ship rights, includii:tg the right to land and 
to retain their own unique cultural iden­
tity. Social justice and equity were a 
major part of their policy objectives and 
the issue ofland rights and compensation 
were at the forefront of their struggle. 4 

Both these organisations gained ma­
jor achievements for Koori* people in 
Aboriginal affairs, and were the forerun­
ners or springboards from which other 
organisations on both the state and na­
tional level began. 5 

Other political activity in this period 
which involved Cummuragunja residents 
was the 1939 'walk off' in which the 
majority of residents packed up and 
walked off in protest against the living 

conditions, the leasing of most of the 
reserve land to a European, and the re­
strictive laws of the reserve system.6 

Whilst Cummuragunja residents 
were active on the broader front they also 
fought their own struggle at the local 
level. 

Between 1860 and the present they 
have been continuously demanding land 
and compensation for past injustices they 
have suffered. As early as 1860 members 
of the Yorta Yorta demanded compensa­
tion from Victorian authorities for the 
destruction of their naturai itshing areas 
by paddle steamers. The demand was for 
a tax of 10 pounds ($20) to be imposed 
on each steamer passing up and down the 
river to be expended in supplying food to 
the natives in lieu of the fish which had 
been driven away .7 Whilst these de­
mands were unsuccessful, it does 
illustrate however that as early as 1860 
they were well aware of their indigenous 
rights and were quick to exercise them. 

Following the 1860 endeavour, there 
were continuous attempts to claim land 
and compensation which have been 
documented in a chronology of the Yorta 
Y orta peoele' s struggle for land and com­
pensation. 8 

Between 1860 and 1993 there were at 
least seventeen separate attempts by the 
Yorta Yorta people for land and compen­
sation. The only successful claim was the 
granting of 1,200 acres of the former 
Cummuragunja Reserve, which had been 
originally 2,965 acres, to the Yorta Yorta 

The country the Yorta Yorta are claiming includes redgum forests that will provide 
an economic base for the community. 
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Land Council in 1983.9 

The land which was granted under 
inalienable freehold title, when consid­
ered in the context of the traditional Yorta 
Y orta territories of thousands of square 
miles, was a mere pittance of their tradi­
tional land base. 

The most recent claims for the Bar­
mah and adjoining forests were lodged in 
1984 and 1993. 

The 1984 claim was prepared by the 
Yorta Yorta Tribal Council which has 
since been superseded by the Yorta Yorta 
Murray-Goulburn River Clans Inc. 
(YYM-GRC). The claim was for the re­
turn of the Barmalt Forest to its traditional 
owners and for compensation for its past 
use and the destruction of traditional cul­
ture. A prior unsuccessful claim to the 
same area, including the Moira Forest 
was made to the Victorian Government 
in 197 5 by the Aborigines Advancement 
League. 

The 1984 claim and all other claims 
have been the same in intent. The Yorta 
Yorta people have exercised their natural 
rights as the indigenous occupants and 
owners of the forest. Furthermore the 
Y orta Yorta have shown through oral 
documentazy and material evidence that 
their social, spiritual, economic, and cul­
tural links with the area have never been 
broken since time immemorial. 10 In other 
words they can clearly demonstrate that 
their relationship with the area has been 
long and continuous. 

Today the forest is still regarded by 
the Yorta Y orta people as a significant 
part of their tribal land which was taken 
from them by force, the resting place of 
their ancestors, who are buried there and 
their spirits, and the keeping place of their 
cultural heritage. 

legal basis 

The legal basis for the claim, which was 
prepared in 1984, asserts that in 1967 a 
referendum was conducted in which an 
overwhelming majority of the people of 
Australia voted to amend the Constitu­
tion so that the Federal Parliament would 
have the power to legislate for the: 

. . . peace order and good govern­
ment of the commonwealth with 
respect to the people of any race, in-

eluding the Aboriginal race of Aus­
tralia, for whom it is deemed 
necessary to make special laws. 
(S.51, xxvi, Commonwealth Consti­
tution) 

This effectively gave the Federal Parlia­
ment over-riding powers in Aboriginal 
affairs with respect to the states. 

The Commonwealth is authorised by 
the Constitution to legislate with regard 
to specific matters; in the ordinaty course 
of events, where a conflict arises between 
the state and federal laws, the Common­
wealth law shall prevail to the extent of 
inconsistency. 

The Australian Government is also a 
signatory to the International Covenant 
on Political and Civil Rights. Article 27 
states: 

those states in which ethnic, relig­
ious or linguistic tninorities exist, 
persons belonging to such shall not 
be denied the right, in community 
with other members of their group 
to enjoy their own culture, to pro­
fess and practice their own religion 
or to use their own language. 

The land is an inextricable part of culture, 
and the two are inseparable in Aboriginal 
belief. 

The Commonwealth may therefore 
legislate to implement an international 
law or covenant, such as the above, pur­
suant to its External and Foreign Affairs 
power under S.51 (xxix) of the Constitu­
tion. This power was asserted in the 
Tasmanian Dams case in the High Court 
in 1983,alongwiththepowerunderS.51, 
xxvi, of the Constitution. 

Further to these federal jurisdictions, 
the Mabo decision has thrown new light 
on the situation. The implications of the 
Mabo decision establishes that the legal 
fiction of terra nullius has been finally 
put to rest and there is a stronger case for 
indigenous land rights in Australia, 
where groups can establish they have 
continued links with certain areas. The 
Y orta Y orta claim fits neatly into this 
criteria and is further strengthened by the 
final 'Management Report' (1993) of the 
Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources which clearly recognises the 
Y orta Y orta people's continued associa­
tions with the area. 

The.Yorta ¥orta claim 
Joh~;3,\heyortaYorta Murray'Goulbum ClansCouncil"lodg~~ ~~l~i~fl* 

. theirtradjtional lcmds jn the middle Murray region: In mid 1994.Jhe National 
Nat.iveTitl~ Tri~unual accepted the.Council's claim for adjudication .. < 
·· : Traditional Yorta Yorta land .covers. around 20,000 square. ki.lometres 
re~chirlQ a ma?dmurn .<?(around ys~m from the Mµrray River, ~rid C9~rjn~ 
towns ·such as$hepparton,. Echuca and Bena Ila. in Victoria.· Native:tttle is; 
be,ing ct~iniyp <>V~fth~ir country that remains a5: Crown. lan.d '7' S,bC>~ 4 OQO.' 
sguare kilometres.Jllis r~gion is predorpinantly forested, and includ~~tfi~ 
c3al1Tla~ fQ.rel'it,theJc1.rg~st0 remaining red gum forest .On t.he JVlurray:.ln/ 
addition;toJo,e claim for.land that .is in a relatively 'unimp"?v~d': com:ilt,ioh, , 
t~e.¥?rtaY<>rta;ar~~eeking.C9mpensationfortheremaihing.1.!3,000sqt1:i:t~. 
k1.IC>n,~tres ofth~if tradition~! country ... Ihis constitutes tfle. land.· ttlat •\\'~!3··· 
appropna\~d in the past a net C()nverted to freehold and leasenoli:t .title ': 

· thereby 'extinguishing' native.title.according to the NativeTitle, L.egilil~!iQn:. • 
Tile amount bein,9. ~~lliJhtJs not known at present .It will, hoWever,provide 
a sou11d ~C()nomic bas.is for the "f orta "f orta Murray Gou I bum. Clans,.. . · 

ltappe~rsthatthis cl.aim is one 9fthe strongest in this part ofAustralic1, 
as it.meets the fundamentat legal criteria .. ofunintermpted co.nnection~ith 
th~ land. The N~tiv~. Title Tri~~nu.t1H~ ~~vertising theclaim to people yt~o 
may be.affect~d ,bytheclaim.,ltVl(illt~enseek to negotiate a settl~rnerir: 
· amongstthe parties'. If that fails,. the JsstJe will go to the Federal Cotirt, } 

On the State level the Victorian Gov­
ernment has granted land to Aboriginal 
groups. In 1970 limited title to two areas 
ofland was granted to the Lake Tyers and 
Framlingham Trusts. 

In 1987 the Victorian Government 
requested the Commonwealth to enact 
the legislation for the Lake Condah and 
Framlingham Forest which is now Abo­
riginal Land. 11 

The Victorian Government has dem­
onstrated in these instances that land can 

further comment can be made on its sub­
stance or the area being claimed. 

It is important to note however that 
given the Yorta Yorta people's strong 
links with the area and their continuous 
struggle for the land and compensation it 

. is still the main item on the Yorta Yorta 
agenda - justice must prevail in the long 
run. 
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* Koori is a term used in New South Wales 
and Victoria in preference to Aborigine. 
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Furthermore the High Court's Mabo 
decision has given the Yorta Yorta new 
hope of reclaiming what they regard as 
rightfully theirs. 

This will be the eighteenth attempt to 
seek justice for past )njustices. As this 
claim is now before the High Court no 

10 Yorta Yorta Land Claim, 1984: I. 
11 Lake Condah and Framlingham Forest 

Act 1987, McRae, Nettheim, Beacroft, 
1991: 159 . 

Wayne Atkinson is Research Worker 
with the Yorta Yorta Clans Group. 
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One form of recognition of Aboriginal people 
by non-aboriginal people is a method of 
paying the rent. Bernadette McCartney and 
Robert Thorpe outline the history of the pay 
the rent concept and suggest strategies for its 
extension. 

OU ARE WITH THE consent 
of the natives to take posses­
sion of convenient situations 

in the country in the name of tile King of 
Great Britain or, if you find the country 
uninhabited, take possession for His Maj­
esty by setting up proper marks and 
inscriptions, as first discoverers and pos­
sessors." 

Such were the instructions given to 
Captain Cook in 1788, on his entry to 
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Australia. However, history tells us tlmt 
Cook did not follow these instructions; 
instead he declared the land terra nullius 
or (empty land), the legal fiction tlmt this 
country was subsequently built on But 
terra nullius has now been overturned by 
the High Court Mabo decision and it has 
become cleartlmt the system/government 
is not prepared to act with honour. It has 
become apparent tlmt tilere needs to be a 
grassroots-based process that will fulfil 

the needs of Aboriginal and non-Aborigi­
nal people . 

With the advent of the Native Title 
legislation, many issues have arisen. 
Some Aboriginal people, whilst they 
have been dissatisfied with the consult­
ation process that surrounded the 
legislation, are nevertheless lodging a 
claim with the Native Title Tribunal. 
Other members of the community, how­
ever, have a very different perspective. 
They see Native Title as a British concept 
and to accept the legislation is to ulti­
mately accept British sovereignty which 
further enmeshes Aboriginal people into 
a non-Aboriginal legal framework. Fur­
thermore they believe that if Aboriginal 
people acquiesce to British sovereignty, 
then they must forfeit their own lore. 
Perhaps the search for title should lie in 
the' need for Radical Title, which is abso­
lute control over the land, and was the 
situation before the white invasion of 
Australia. 

One of the most disappointing out­
comes of the native title debate was the 
absence of any real and meaningful de­
bate around the issue of sovereignty. The 
term sovereignty, in this context, can best 
be described as Aboriginal people's rela­
tionship to and respect for the land. 
Sovereignty, in fact, forms the basis of 
the Pay the Rent concept. 

What is Pay the Rent? 

Pay the Rent has been described as the 
only reasonable, responsible and rational 
way for non-Aboriginal people to form 
and maintain relationships with Aborigi­
nal people. If people are to understand 
and believe in the concept and ultimately 
participate in tl1e process, then there must 
be an acknowledgment of the real history 
of this country, there must be a willing­
ness to take responsibility for the part the 
individual plays in society today and 
there must be a commitment to forming 
relationships with Aboriginal people that 
are built on honour. 

Pay the Rent validates non-Aborigi­
nal people's occupation in this country. It 
enables non-Aboriginal Australian peo­
ple to work towards the eventual 
elimination of government control over 
Aboriginal people's lives, to help end 
welfare dependency and to support Abo-

riginal people in their struggle for real 
self-determination. 

The Pay the Rent concept is more than 
a financial commitment. It involves an 
often radical reassessment of our rela­
tionship with this land and its sovereign 
owners. It relies on people facing the 
truth about the real history of this country 
and dealing with this. A history domi­
nated by genocidal acts of the so-called 
founders of this country. 

The History of Pay the Rent 

While Pay the Rent may be a new concept 
for some, the reality is that it has a long 

and illustrious history. It has survived the 
206 years of occupation and it has the 
potential to create real and lasting change 
for Aboriginal.people. It has been docu- . 
mented that in 1835 the British Colonial 
Office sent specific instructions to the 
'settlers' in South Australia, to reserve 
land for Aboriginal people and pay rent 
for the land that they used. This request 
was repeated in 1837, this time in West­
ern Australia. In the early 1950s Mary 
Clarke, an elder from Frarnlingham Mis­
sion near Wammmbool, instructed local 
government officials to pay the rent. 

The Pay the Rent concept was crystal­
lised and formalised by Aboriginal 

The Aboriginal Provisional Government (APG) was .established•in· July 
1990. MichaelMansell outlines some visions ofthe.APG. . ··•· ...... · .· 

The Aboriginal Provisional Government plans to change th.e $ituatlon, in 
Australia so that.instead of white people determining the rights of Aborigift~I 
people, it will be the Aboriginal people who do it. In previous times, 'even 
when government policy was supportive of Aborigines, helpful policies" a( 
theJime re~inforced white domination of Aborigines'. For example, Land 
Rights legislation in the Northern Territory retains absolute· ownership of 
that land for the Australian government but gives certain rights to Aborigi­
nes. If the. white government ever replaced the legislation, the I.and would 
automatically revert to the white government. . . .· · 

The second importantctiange sought by the APG relates to the status 
of the relationship betwee.n Aborigines and. whites in this country. Until now,· 
Aborigines have always .been Tegarded as nothing more than. a miniprity 
group in Australian society. The APG rejects that, insistingthatnobody .in 
ttie world has any greater right that Aborigines to determine what .it is that 
we desire. · · 

Thirdly, the APG believes that, despite the fantastic work done by 
Aboriginal organisations throughout our country, Aboriginal People still are 
not .able to fully accept responsibility for determining the long term future. 
Organisations have essentially been service delivery organisations, 
snowed under all the day to day crises of a poorly treated people. T~ey 
have been so busy trying to keep their communities alive that they have 
had little opportunity to sit down, design and implement policie.s aimed at 
giving effective control of Aboriginal communities back to the communjties 
themselves. The APG sees itself playing a major role in filling this yoid. ,., "' 

Fou'rthly, the APG saw nothing to indicate that there was ever going fo 
be a change from continual relance upon the white welfare system and 
being forced to participate in the Australian political system. APG members 
recognised the need for a body which,. by virtue of its name and purpose, 
would set a new theme and plan for the long term destiny of Aboriginal 
people. We believe the APG dof'Js this. 

Forinformation contact: Michael. Mansell, Aboriginal Provisional 
.Government, GPO Box 569F, Hobart TAS 7001 Tel: (002) 348 311. 

activist Dennis Walker on behalf of the 
National Aboriginal and Islander Health 
Organisation in the 1970s. In his works, 
Dennis Walker encourages non-Aborigi­
nal people to pay one per cent of their 
annual gross income towards a local 
community controlled Aboriginal organ­
isation. 

During the 1980sandearly 1990s, the 
Koori Information Centre in Melbourne 
crystallised and formalised the process 
by which non-Aboriginal people could 
Pay the Rent, The formation of the Pay 
tile Rent Action Group is tile result of 
relationships formed at the Koori Infor­
mation Centre. The centre also played a 
vital role in educating many non-Abo­
riginal people about the real history of 
this country. 

£. 

The Future of Pay the Rent 

In 1994 this campaign has only reached a 
fraction of its potential, but more non­
Aboriginal organisations and individuals 
have taken the progressive step of Paying 
the Rent. The Pay the Rent Action Group 
plans to facilitate many actions tlmt will 
promote Pay the Rent schemes and di­
rectly challenge institutions tlmt play a 
key part in the continued oppression of 
Aboriginal people today. 

Our ultimate vision would be for non­
Aboriginal people all over Australia to 
contribute rent to their local Aboriginal­
contro lled community organisation; 
tilere are organisations all over Australia 
tlmt fulfil this criteria. This vision would 
enable real self determination and eco­
nomic independence rather than the 
empty concepts promoted by many poli­
ticians. The time has come to Pay the 
Rent. 

Bernadette McCartney is an activist 
who has been campaigning in 
solidarity with aboriginal people for 
the past four years and Robert Thorpe 
is from the Gunai nation in Victoria, a 
tireless and energetic campaigner in 
the struggle for self-determination for 
over 20 years, his main focus for the 
past JO years has been promotingPay 
the rent through action and education. 
for more information on Pay the Rent, 
contact Bernadette or Robert on 
(03) 419 0752 
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The wqy to recognise 
Aboriginal land title 
is to make a treaty 
says Dennis Walker, 
and he outlines a 
process for doing this. 
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HE LEGISLATION enacted by 
Prime Minister Paul Keating in re­
sponse to the Mabo High Court 

decision on native title has not dispelled 
the confusion about Aboriginal and Tor­
res Strait Islander title to land. While this 
confusion exists the Government fails to 
govern. 

The legislation cannot stop legal ac­
tion nor can it provide any further steps 
toward reconciliation. The key to dispel 
this disharmony lies in Treaty. The Na­
tional Aboriginal Corporation for 
Cultural Heritage (NACCH) has been 
created to expedite this work. 

A Treaty will heal the nation now, 
because the matter of land rights can be 
settled at a pace everyone can handle by 
negotiation with the Elders of the Abo­
riginal nations, bloodline back to 
territory. 

Negotiated settlements can be made 
with anyone with a vested interest in the 
territory. The final settlement is by way 
oflayered land title, by the recognition of 
traditional titles and layering on of other 
titles by way of agreement with the Elders 
in Council, bloodline back to territory. 

Essential to the settlement process is 
also recognition of our customary law 
being equally weighted with W estmin­
ster law. Embodied in this process is the 
urgent necessity to recognise justice as 
natural law/lore. The invaders' law de­
fines this natural law thus: "Natural Law 
is God's law and is superior to man-made 
laws." The process of negotiation se­
cures all existing titles, sets a handle on 
the debate and allows business to go on. 

It is the mandate of the NACCH to 
sing up Natural Law through Elders in 
Council at the local level. There can be 
no peace without due consideration and 
respect of God's law. 

This is done by way of woikshops 
with Elders who are sitting in Council. 
The Elders who are already sitting in 
Council, such as the Bunjulung (northern 
NSW) and the Gu Gu Yelanji (far north 
Queensland) have sanctioned this proc­
ess. In the words of one Gu Gu Yelanji 
Elder,Babi WawuNormanMitchell(103 
years old), when shown the proposed 
Treaty, 'This is the absolute truth, our law 
isn't finished, I know it'. 

Oodgeroo of the tribe Noonuccal, 
custodians of the land Minjerribah (North 

Stradbroke Island) whose Elders have 
been sitting in Council since October 
1992, communicated herviews regarding 
the Treaty process, recorded in the Cou­
rier Mail, 21 June 1993, 'Mabo deadline 
on Straddie miner': 

'Ms Noonuccal, who lives on Strad­
broke, urged governments to meet tribal 
groups to form treaties over Mabo. The 
High Court's historic Mabo decision in 
June 1992 rejected the long-held princi­
ple of terra nullius -that the land was not 
owned before British possession was de­
clared 200 years ago. It recognises prior 
title by Aborigines and Torres Strait Is­
landers in some cases.' 

Ms Noonuccal said, 'The only way 
we're going to solve this problem, that is 
not of our own making, is to go for a 
treaty having federal and state govern­
ments meet every tribe in Australia at a 
round table conference.' 

Treaty process -in 
summary 

• A treaty will heal the nation now be­
cause the matter can be settled at a 
pace everyone can handle by negotia­
tion with the Elders, bloodline back to 
territory. 

• Negotiated settlements can be made 
with anyone with a vested interest in 
the territory. 

• Precedent is in your wages policy. 
• The final settlement is by way oflay­

ered land titles by recognising 
traditional titles and layering on of 
other titles by way of agreement with 
Elders in Council, bloodline back to 
territory 

• Essential to the settlement process is 
also recognition of our customary 
law, being equally weighted with 
yourlaw. 

• The process of negotiation secures all 
existing titles, sets a handle on the 
debate and allows business to go on -
and it costs a helluva lot less! 

Dennis Walker is National 
Co-ordinator with the National 
Aboriginal Corporation for Cultural 
Heritage, cl- PO Dunwich, Stradbroke 
Island QLD 4183. 

All Hearts on Deck - a 
personal account of the 
1981-2 campaigns of the 
Sea Shepherd 

by Frankie Seymour, Boris Books, 
1993, 180pp, $19.95 

Reviewed by Ben McGuire 

In 1981 the 'Marine Mammal Conserva­
tion Ship' Sea Shepherd sailed into the 
Bering Sea to disrupt then-Soviet com­
mercial whaling operations. Frankie 
Seymour was a crew member and All 
Hearts on Deck is her personal account 
of the campaign. By the author's own 
admission the book is an odd mixture of 
memoir, poet:ty, philosophy, photogra­
phy and illustration. It is also, 
unfortunately, a frustrating sermon. 

In August, 1981, the Sea Shepherd, 
be-rainbowed and crewed by an eclectic 
gathering of conservationists, entered 
Soviet waters, was chased out by a Soviet 
warship, entered again, left again, entered 
again, was chased out again and then 
went home. This all happened in the 
space of four days, and all without sight­
ing the Zvedsney, the whaling ship whose 
harvesting they were there to interupt. 
Most significant, Seymour supposes, is 
that while the Sea Shepherd's derring-do 
was niggling the navy warship, the 
Zvedsney probably wasn't whaling. Indi­
rectly, then, they may have saved some 
whales. 

Due to a lack of funds the subsequent 
campaign to stop Japanese fisherman 
killing dolphins off Iki Islandwas re­
stricted to a land based publicity 
campaign. Seymour provides an account 
of that effort too. 

Seymour's memoir is much padded -
mostly by her poetry, which is heart-felt 
but uninspiring, and by brief philosophi­
cal dissertations on violence, the rights of 
fish, and cosmic pmpose amongst others. 
Seymour claims that she was "not re­
motely interested in telling other people 
what they should feel or think or do". 
And she does not tell others what to feel 
or think or do. But if others are not vege­
tarians, or do not share her conception qt 
'planeta:ty duty', then others are bothers. 
This preaching is subtle, but it becomes 
frustrating. 

So does the author's exaggeration. If 
the Soviet navy was as mean as Seymour 
makes out, the twenty-eight sea shep­
herds might have had a plank-walk. They 
did not have a cake-walk either but the 
excursion was certainly not Odyssean in 
proportion or peril. References, even if 

Ill 
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only metaphorical, to crew members as 
Odysseus, Aeneus and Achilles make too 
much of the heroism of a gaggle of 
greenies whose most heated jousts oc­
curred at meal times over the ethics of 
vegetarianism. 

Such jousts are recounted in the oook. 
So are smells, menus, conversations, per­
sonality clashes and so on. This attention 
to detail is one of the most appealing 
features of Seymour's book. She attends 
to the rigmarole of the life on board the 
Sea Shepherd and provides a refreshing 
insight into the personal as well as the 
political side of the campaign. If the Sea 
Shepherd wasn't a ship, this book would 
be down to earth. 

But All Hearts on Deck is most im­
pressive in its championing of the plight 
of marine mammals. It cannot be recom­
mended as a polished production, or for 
a brilliant prose style, or for the author's 
annoying fetish for the exclamation 
marl<, but it can be for its detemtined 
advocacy of the predicament of whales 
and dolphins. Seymour provides a poign­
ant reminder of the destruction that 
humans have visited upon marine life, but 
particularly upon whales. Appropriately, 
they were the benficiaries of the Sea 
Shepherd's campaign. One hopes that 
will also be true of All Hearts on Deck. 

Ben McGuire is a law student at the 
Australian National University. 
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by Christopher Puplick, Te'xt 
Publishing Co, 1994, 183pp, $16.95 

Henderson and 

Christopher Puplick is a former Liberal 
Party Senator for New South Wales and 
was shadow minister for the environment 
from 1987 to 1990. 

He has a difficult subject in writing 
about the Liberal Party, as it changed its 
leadership in April 1994, at a time when 
the book must have been well underway. 
Puplick did, however, manage to include 
some analysis of Downer and Costello 
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('the new standard-bearer of reactionary 
conservatism in the Liberal Party'), and 
it fits in with the overall flow of his book. 

The release of Puplick's book coin­
cided with pressure on the Liberal Party 
to deliver detailed policies. Puplick has a 
number of suggestions. 

After looking at the 'Battle for Ideas' 
Puplick has a detailed examination of 
some of the policy areas where he be­
lieves the Liberals should be looking at 
alternatives. Although this section is nec­
essarily brief, it is interesting in what it 
shows of what the Liberal Party could be 
capable. 

Two areas are particularly interesting 
for the purposes of this review: federal­
ism and the environment. 

Federalism is probably the greatest 
dilemma facing the Liberal Party. It is 
certainly the greatest problem for any 
environment group in discussion with the 
Liberal spokesperson on the environ­
ment, whoever it is, because nearly every 
environmental issue in Australia has 
som~ State-based aspect. When pushed, 
the Liberals almost inevitably cry 
'States' rights' and nothing gets done. 
This seems to be particularly the case on 
the environment. The Liberals opposed 
the Government's World Heritage Pro­
tection Act in 1983 and sought to defend 
Tasmania's rights (to dam the Franklin), 
and they've been on the wrong side of the 
debate ever since. 

Puplick is gloomy. He sees the Lib­
eral Party as being taken over and eroded 
from within by conservatives. He derides 
the calls for the Liberal Party to chase 
blue-collar votes - like the 'Reagan 
Democrats' - as being a wrong strategy 
(he compares US and Australia voting 
systems to show why it wouldn't work), 
and not one where the Liberals could 
maintain their constituency when their 
policies are put into practice. 

Puplick himself calls for an inclusion­
ist approach which deals with the policy 
areas he outlined earlier and is therefore 
able to include, or appeal to, various con­
stituencies he believes could or perhaps 
should be with the Liberal Party. 

This is an interesting, easy-to-read 
book. 

Clare Henderson and Larry O 'Loughlin 
are co-reviewers forChain Reaction. 

Feminism and the Mastery 

by Val Plumwood, Routledge, 1993, 
239 pp, $24.95 (Distributed in 
Australia by the Law Book Company) 

by Maria Mies and Vandana Shiva, 
Spinifex, 1993. 328pp, $29.95. 

Reviewed by Phoebe Thorndyke. 

In 1977 a group of Melbourne Women's 
Liberationists started what we were later 
told was the first ecofeminist collective 
in the world, long before the word was 
coined. The collective was valuable as a 
consciousness-raising exercise for 
women who were already environmental 
activists; it had a profound and beneficial 
effect on the local Friends of the Earth 
group and led to the production of the first 
'women's edition' of Chain Reaction. 
But feminists within the WLM remained 
largely unmoved, and eventually the col­
lective folded. Ten years later, at the 
national Deep Ecology Conference in 
Melbourne, women again gathered to dis­
cuss ecofeminism, but this group too was 
short-lived. Clearly the growth of this 
movement is destined to be slow. 
Ecofeminism isn't sexy. It can't compete 
in the fashion stakes with postmod­
emism, nor with the media hype which 
presents feminism as a woman's right to 

run a major corporation and still wear 
lacy knickers. And obviously it lacks ap­
peal for those men who still see the 
environment movement as an arena for 
competition and power, or who don't 
want to confront sexual politics too 
closely. 

However, to ecofeminists, it's clear 
that the power structures in most human 
societies work by dividing all creatures 
into groups with distinct places in a hier­
archy, allowing the exploitation and 
degradation of one fragment by another. 
In our own society humanity is split off 
from and placed above nature; men and 
women, adults and children. black and 
white, even whales and invertebrates are 
separated and given different status. This 
process ·is justified by everyone from 
mining companies to philosophers. The 
'us and them' doctrine appeals equally to 
the selfish who already have too much 
and to the downtrodd~n who have too 
little: you can always spit on someone or 
something below you, and take what you 
can from them to make your own lot 
easier. The New Ager who lives selfishly 
while retaining a sense of spiritual purity 
through cultural appropriation, the 
NIMBY who wants a pristine environ­
ment at home and a quarry and a rubbish 
tip somewhere else, and the therapist with 
the array of single-use containers of 
'natural' remedies all have as much inter­
est in the division and conquest of nature 
and colonised peoples as tl1e mining com­
pany executive has. Their lifestyles 
depend on it. 

So clearly ecofeminism needs all the 
promotion it can get. Two new books on 
the subject in one year look promising. 
But how useful are they really going to 
be? The principal project of ecoferninism 
is to get people to see the connections and 
to change their ethics, expectations and 
actions to create, even slowly, a world 
which is equitable and sustainable for the 
planet and all creatures. To work towards 
this end a book must be both accessible 
and empowering. For the general reader, 
unfortunately, neither of these two books 
meets those criteria. 

Ecofeminism, by Maria Mies and 
Vandana Shiva, I found really disap­
pointing. Badly written, badly printed 
and apparently not edited at all, this col­
lection of essays is often heavy going; 

worse, it's so relentlessly depressing that 
it actively disempowers the reader. The 
authors detail the reliance of the rich na­
tions on the exploitation of the poor 
nations for their prosperity, even the poor 
in the rich nations needing the low-paid 
labour of colonised peoples elsewhere to 
produce the cheap goods which are all 
that they can afford. They make the con­
nections between the disempowerment of 
colonised men and the misogyny and 
militarism to which they tum for com­
pensation. They discuss the ways in 

which organisations such as the World 
Bank destroy cultures and environments 
and draw poor nations into escalating' 
debt spirals. They make the reader aware, 
in short, of almost every evil there is and 
the connections between them. All of this 
is useful information and an inspiration 
to readers in overprivileged countries to 
fight for change, but it quickly becomes 
overwhelming. 

What Ecofeminism lacks is a set of 
powerful, positive strategies for individ­
ual and social change. Maria Mies 

suggests 'consumer liberation', a cele­
bration of simple living, but without 
enough detail or enthusiasm to give force 
to her argument. The concluding chapter 
of the book, which should be optimistic 
and empowering, offers the western 
reader only the tired hippy alternative of 
the 'seventies: back to the land in a col­
lective, sharing the shit-shovelling and 
basking in individual salvation, while 
overlooking the private capital that 
bought the land in the first place. This is 
a total failure to address the issues of 
inequality, exploitation and self-absorp­
tion that are destroying overdeveloped 
societies and the world that supports 
them. And somehow I don't see it as the 
utopia to lure the young business execu­
tive away from her fast car and lacy 
knickers. . 

Val Plumwood's lucid, intemient 
and beautifully written Feminism and the 
Mastery of Nature should be an enriching 
experience and a source of academically 
rigorous arguments for philosophy stu­
dents and graduates, but for readers 
without any training in the area much of 
it is dauntingly technical. Essentially this 
is a textbook which examines the philo­
sophical arguments for and against 
ecofeminism, rather than an introduction 
for the general reader or environmental or 
feminist activist wanting to understand 
the connections involved. However, be­
cause the author combines the 
intellectual capacity to see all the com­
plexities of an issue with the writing skill 
to identify and explain them clearly, in 
language that's simple without being 
simplistic, it's a valuable and useful book 
well worth a sustained effort. 

The principal strength of both these 
books is their focus on the importance of 
the distinction between dualism and di­
versity. Their common practical message 
is that we must replace the dualistic 'us 
and them' approach with a genuine ap­
preciation of both diversity and 
similarity, making a real effort to under­
stand and value all life and the earth that 
sustains it. It's a message that could do 
with a more accessible vehicle than either 
of these, but still one that bears repeating 
in as many forms as possible. 

Phoebe Thorndyke is an ecofeminist 
from Melbourne. 
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State of the World 1994 

by Lester Brown et al, Worldwatch 
Institute, 1994, 262pp. 

Reviewed by Maggie Hine 

I read this book while travelling through 
the vast, ancient and beautiful land of 
central Australia. It was therefore, at 
times hard to comprehend the 'State of 
the World' as depicted in this authorita­
tive and comprehensive compendium of 
facts. The world it describes, accurately 
is continuing along a path of over exploi­
tation due to 'population growth, high 
rates of resource consumption and pov­
erty driving the global economy toward 
ecological ban1crupcy'. 

The State of the World 1994 is the 
eleventh in this series of annual reports 
compiled by the Worldwatch Institute. 
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As the forward in the book justifiably 
proclaims, the coinplelling evidence con­
tained within its pages have prompted 
'environmental literacy' throughout the 
world. and probably most impotrtanly in­
fluenced decisionbs made in 
international fora and national govern­
ments. 

Each of the ten chapters in the book 
was researched and written by different 
authors. The issues covered chart the 
worlds progress towards a sustainable so­
ciety. The first chapter addresses the need 
for structural change to redress the pre­
sent inequities in the distribution of 
wealth and resources - inequalities that 
mean that we have surpased the earth's 
carrying capacity. 

Other chapters cover: deforestation; 
over-exploitation and pollution of the 
oceans; a strategy for reshaping the 
power industry; transport planning and 
use; the use of computers for the environ­
ment; assessing environmental health 
risks; cleaning up after the arms trade; 
world bank lending patterns and the na­
ture of global food insecurities. 

The beauty of this book lies in the fact 
that rather than merely presenting the 
usual litany of depressing and alarming 
facts that once again affirm that we are 
going nowhere fast State of the World 
proposes feasible solutions, such as -
how to redirect World Barne and Interna­
tional Monetary Fund lending to promote 
sustainable and equitable development; 
how to reshape the power industry to 
increase ~fficiency and to reduce power 
use and pollution; and how to redesign 
the forest economy through reforming 
tenure, price and power. 

A particularly interesting chapter is 
'Using Computers for the Environment' 

that expouses the use of computers to 
facilitate the exchange of information for 
the purposes of promoting a sustainable 
global economy. 

Computers, it claims, are 'no longer 
the exclusive province of a technical 
priesthood, their value lies in their ability 
to turn information into knowledge. And 
nowhere is the need for knowledge 
greater than in the drive to create a sus­
tainable global economy'. 

The chapter reasons that the use of 
computer email networks; modelling and 
databses have proven to be invaluable in 
environmental camapigning. Whether 
you concur with this opinion or not this 
chapter is well worth reading if you are 
considering the relative merits of using 
computer technology or not. 

OvewralltheState of the World 1994 
is an excellent reference book. Easy to 
read and understand, full of facts, figures 
charts and accompanied by comprehen­
sive end notes and references. 

The State of the World 1994 is a body 
of knowledge that is obviously geared 
towards influencing policy development. 
The strategies for change recommended 
can be applied in an international, re­
gional or local context. 

It is therefore a very good point of 
reference for those involved in environ­
mental campaigning or environmental 
education generally. 

One word of caution however. I 
would not recommend trying to read this 
book if you are intending to get away 
from it all and tlying to bliss out in the 
desert. 

Maggie Hine works on environmental 
projects for non-government and local 
goverm11ent organisations. 
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land Rights News 
(national bi-monthly paper on land 
rights issues - subscriptions $25) 
PO Box4292 
Casuarina NT 0811 
Tel: (089) 51 6211 

Aboriginal Provisional Government 
GPO Box 569F Hobart 7001 
Tel: (002) 348 311 

National Committee fo Defend 
Black Rights 
PO Box498 
Broadway NSW 2007 

Council for Aboriginal 
Reconcitiation 
Locked Bag 14 
Queen Victoria Terrace 
Parkes ACT 2600 

Treaty 88 
GPO Box 1101 
Canberra ACT 2606 

N9W Aboriginal land Council 
Tel: (02) 689 444 

Koori Mail (newspaper) 
PO Box 117 
Lismore NSW 2480 
Tel: (066) 222 666 

Koori Radio 
Sydney 
Tel: (02) 550 9552 

link Up (N9W) Aboriginal 
Corporation 
(helps removed or separated 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people find their way home 
to their natural family and their 
culture) 
PO Box93 
Lawson NSW 2783 

4AAA 
(Murri radio station - Brisbane) 
Brisbane Indigenous Media 
Association 
973 Fairfield Rd 
Yeerongpilly QLD 4105 
Tel: (07) 892 5752 
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Townsville Aboriginal Media 
Association (TAMA) 
Tel: (077) 725 466 

Anne 
Tel: (07) 234 4222 

Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre 
Tel: (002) 348 311 

9A Aboriginal lands Trust 
Tandanya 
253 Grenfell St 
Adelaide SA 5000 
Tel: (08) 232 3732 

Aborigines Advancement league 
Watts St 
Thornbury VIC 3071 
Tel: (03) 480 6377 

AT91C 
Tel: (03) 604 4400 

Two hundred years, too long 

WA Aboriginal lands Trust 
Tel: (09) 483 1222 

WA Aboriginal Media Association 
(WAAMA) 
PO Box8138 
Stirling WA 6001 
Tel: (09) 325 1622 

Nol'fhern land Council 
Tel: (089) 205 100 

AT91C 
Tel: (06) 289 3350 

Office of Pubhc Affail'8 AT81C 
Tel: (06) 289 3020 

Indigenous Issues 8ection, 
Depal'fment of Foreign Affail'8 and 
Trade 
Tel (06) 261 2069 

Rob Riley, Number 42143, August 1985 

Black issues: white movements 
Lyn Allen, Number 45, Autumn 1986 

Telling White lies 
Eve Fesl, Number 45, Autumn 1986 

The not so Preferred model 
Deborah Moon, Number 45, Autumn.1986 

Paythe Rent 
Denis Walker, Number 49, Autumn 1987 

Land rights ••• and mining 
Judith Wright McKinney, Rick Humphries, Number 51, 

Black Deaths i.n Custody .· . . . 
Helen Corbett, Numb.er,8S, Autumn 1988 

Uranium and Aborigines 
Number q4, Winter1988 

Wilderness - is it a land rights mut,? 
Jon Lark Number.61, July 1990 

Aboriginahdence for the ecc:>loiiic,mv --------·-·-""· 
Michael J. Christi, Number 

Native title claim puts Roxby in fluid situation 
Maggie Hi(Je, Number 69, September 19.93 
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How 10 s1op 1he expansjon of 
uranju111 mjnjn9 

ALP National Conference in Hobart, 26-30 September 1994, has become a short term but important 

for anti-uranium activity in Australia. Everyone who can help in the weeks leading up to the 
Conference will be helping to stop the expansion of uranium mining in Australia. 

fax or write to one or three or all of the people listed below. Have a discussion with them. You will 
any argument that arises using the points on the opposite side of this page. 

Centre Left is an ALP faction established to be in the middle of everything. As such, its members may 
have a large influence on the Conference vote. The Centre Left especially needs to be lobbied. 

Contact one of the anti-nuclear groups listed below. Offer to help. Get more information. Report back on 

responses you get from the ALP decision-makers and shakers. 

Thank you and good luck. 

rj1e, fax or phone 1he follo~lina: 
Senator Nick Sherry 
(Co-convenor ALP Centre-Left Faction) 
PO Box 858 
Devenport TAS 7310 
Ph: (004) 24 8241 
Fax: (004) 24 8555 

Rod Sawford MHR 
(Co-convenor ALP Centre-Left Faction) 
Customs House, 220 Commercial Rd 
Port Adelaide SA 5015 
Ph: (08) 47 7466 
Fax: (08) 240 0018 

The Hon. Paul Keating 
C\- Parliament House 
Canberra ACT 2600 
Ph: (06) 277 7700 
Fax: (06) 2 73 4100 

Simon Balderstone 
(Prime Minister's Environment Adviser) 

Parliament House 
Canberra Act 2600 
Ph: (06) 277 7565 
Fax: (06) 2 73 41 00 

Bob Carr MLA 
(NSW Opposition Leader, Delegate) 
641 Anzac Parade 
Maroubra NSW 2035 
Ph: (02) 349 6440 
Fax: (02) 349 4594 

Senator Chris Schacht 
(Centre Left member) 
Shop 2, 59 Main North Rd 
Medindie Gardens SA 5081 
Ph: (08) 344 8766 
Fax: (08) 344 9355 

Senator Michael Beahan 
(Centre Left member, Senate President) 
PO Box 28, Francis St 
Northbridge WA 6865 
Tel: (09) 227 6710 
Fax: (09) 227 6750 

Alannah MacTiernan MLC 
(Delegate from WA, Centre Left) 
PO Box 455 
Armadale WA 6112 
Tel: (09) 399 6328 
Fax: (09) 497 1049 

Barry Jones MHR 
(President, Australian Labor Party) 
PO Locked Bag 14 
Werribee VIC 3030 
Ph: (03) 742 5800 
Fax: (03) 741 6213 

Jack Snelling 
(Australian Young Labor Delegate) 
d- Martyn Evans MP 
Bank Court Elizabeth City Centre 
Elizabeth SA 5112 
Ph: (08) 255 6755 
Fax: (08) 252 3055 

Terry Cameron 
(SA Branch State Secretary, Delegate 
from SA, Centre Left) 
ALP 
Trades Hall, 11 South Terrace 
Adelaide SA 5000 
Tel: (08) 211 8744 
Fax: (08) 231 4095 

Seek jnforma1alon from, or provjde supporc 1:0: 
Ila Marks 
Friends of the Earth 
PO Box 222 
Fitzroy VIC 3065 
Ph: (03) 419 8700 
Fax: (03) 416 2081 

Ben Pearson 
Greenpeace 
41 HoltSt 
Surry Hills NSW 2010 
Ph: (02) 211 4066 
Fax: (02) 211 4123 

Mike Krockenberger 
Australian Conservation 
Foundation 
340 Gore St 
Fitzroy VIC 3065 
Ph: (03)4161166 
Fax: (03) 416 0767 

Jamie Pittock 
Environment Centre NT 
GPO Box 2120 
Darwin NT 0801 
Ph: (089) 812 532 
Fax: (089) 410 387 
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The mining industry is campaigning to get the ALP to change its policy on uranium mining at the ALP 

National Conference in September 1994. The basic argument is that there will be a 'window of. · 

opportunity' for Australia to gain from a projected boom in the uranium market in the late 1990s.-The 

push for more uranium mining is based on projections of an expanded nuclear power generation program. 

Some people in the ALP seem ready to believe this and accept more uranium mining as a good idea. · 

Why we should oppose uran•um m•n•ns 
nuclear power 

• all nuclear power generation creates waste for which there is no safe means of disposal 

nuclear weapons 
• more available uranium means that it is easier and cheaper for the makers of nuclear weapons 

economllcs 
• uranium mines provide profits for their operators (sometimes) ahead of governments and local communities 
• uranium mining creates relatively few jobs for the money invested in it 
• both the Australian uranium mines - Roxby and Ranger - are operating well under capacity 

economllc aHernatllves 
• Australia has the potential to provide a lead in promoting environmental friendly energy technologies 
• energy saving technolgies have much greater potential for job creation than nuclear-based industries 

Aborll91lnal land rll9hts 
• Aboriginal land rights are supported - self determination does not include infringing the rights of others 
• the issue of mining often divides Aboriginal communities - there is no consensus for or against 
• Aboriginal communities should not be put in a position where they economically 'need' uranium mining 

Dollars for Ausirallla1 
• but how much should Australia contribute to long term waste storage, decontamination and compensation? 

heaHh 

• there is no safe level of exposure to radiation 

local envllronmental effects 
• both the currently operating mines have a history of local environmental damage 

communllty opllnllon 
• the community generally is opposed to uranium mining and other parts of the nuclear industry 

For ca111pali9n de•allls see over pa9e 




