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HAYWOOD, Lauren

From: UNDERDOWN, Sally
Sent: Monday, 28 May 2012 12:40 PM
To:

 
WIRKEN, David; MOON, Chris; ARMITAGE, James; 

HEFREN-WEBB, Elizabeth; BARFOED, Liz; WRIGHT, Catherine;  
 

 
 

 
 FORDHAM, 

Mike; MACAULEY, Craig; STRAPP, Eliza; RYAN, Robert; SA PEREIRA, Carol; KEENE, 
Matthew; MALAR, James; BRECHT, Stephen; ANNO, Anthony

Cc: UNDERDOWN, Sally
Subject: APY Land Consultations 8-17 May 2012 [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]
Attachments: Consultation summary_8-17May2012 (2).DOCX

Hi all, 
 
Thank you for your recent involvement and input to the community consultations on the APY Lands, which took 
place this month between the 8th and 17th  May.  The sessions were very well attended and the discussions were 
extremely useful in informing the considerations of a Regional Partnership Agreement for the APY Lands.  Some time 
ago we had canvassed the possibility of also meeting in Umuwa to discuss the RPA and the consultations to date, 
however the proposed meeting for this week did not progress and will not be occurring, sorry if you were not aware 
of this earlier and if this has caused you any inconvenience.  We will endeavour to organise another time with you, 
where we could either meet at Umuwa or provide you with a verbal brief via teleconference facilities.  
 
For those who were not able to attend the consultations I have attached a summary of some of the key themes and 
comments raised at the meetings, for your information only.  
 
As you may already be aware, following our Minister’s visit to the APY Lands on 3 and 4 May, a commitment was 
made by the Minister that FaHCSIA would undertake an extended consultation period on the APY Lands to talk with 
communities and provide information about programs and services, including information about income 
management as a tool for addressing some of the concerns raised by Anangu.  This period of consultations 
commenced on 8 May and will continue until the end of June.  
 
On 21 May a meeting was held between   James Armitage, Karyn Douglas 
(SASTO),   where it was agreed that we would prepare 
a communiqué for APY Land communities following the consultations (to keep everyone informed of any new 
information or progress towards a RPA).  It was also agreed that representatives from both governments would 
attend the next APY Executive meeting, scheduled for Wednesday 13 June in Umuwa to discuss next steps.  APY 
Executive is also intending to write to Community Chairpersons, requesting that they attend a meeting on Tuesday 
12 June in Umuwa to discuss the RPA and community feedback further, which both governments are planning to 
attend also. 
 
Following the consultations this month, the Commonwealth and South Australia government representatives will 
meet to progress options to offer further support to Community Councils – it was clear from our discussions with 
communities that this was one of their most pressing concerns.  It is intended that we will be in a position to discuss 
these Community Council support options with Community Chairpersons at the meeting on 12 June.  
 
Thank you again for your support and I look forward to meeting with you again soon, 
 
Regards, 
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Sally Underdown  
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APY Community consultations 8-17 May – summary and key theme: 

• Governance – Many attendees at consultations felt that the removal of MUNS 
funding from Community Councils in the APY Lands resulted in a sense of 
disempowerment for many Anangu and that this issue was central to other issues of 
governance on the Lands.  

• Although a previously influential body, today, some community councils seldom 
meet. A return of MUNS funding to Community Councils was at the heart of 
discussions during consultations, with some attendees, believing this to be at the 
heart of Anangu self-determination and of community control. It was also 
acknowledged by Anangu that greater accountability in financial management within 
communities was also essential. 

• Additionally, during consultations many suggested an alternate RPA model that 
placed APY Executive, and not Anangu, at the centre of the partnership. This would 
in effect eliminate equality between the partners. However, in western APY Lands 
communities, elements of support for the RPA in its current form could be identified. 

• Employment - Many attendees associated the lack of employment opportunities on 
the Lands with the removal of MUNS funding. There was generally a perception that 
employment opportunities for Anangu require advancement and a regional 
employment strategy may assist this process. Furthermore, there was a suggestion 
that current service providers could do more to provide Anangu employment 
opportunities. 

• Many attendees achnowledged the close link between greater training opportunities 
with real jobs and the need for focus on young people and training and employment 
opportunities. 

• Night Patrol - Mimili and Pukatja requested night patrol be re-instated in their 
communities 

• Income Management – IM received a varying response during consultations. While 
some believed IM to be an effective tool in family budgeting, others perceived a direct 
correlation between IM and the Northern Territory Emergency Response. More 
generally, many questioned the shared IM / RPA consultation format and believed 
this approach resulted in community confusion. 

• Homelands – community members were concerned about the upkeep of homelands 
and sought further clarification of the support for homelands in the RPA. 
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