
 
 

Becoming Australia: Assessment 3 
Experimental History 

 
THE MISSING PERSPECTIVE IN THE HISTORY 

OF KAKADU NATIONAL PARK 
 

Exegesis: 
These revised and rewritten newspaper articles argue that the perspective of Aboriginal Australians 
was ignored in the public discussions around Kakadu National Park in favour of the financial 
opportunities of uranium mining and tourism. Newspapers were quick to discuss the benefits of 
uranium mining or the chance for tourists to observe Aboriginal Australians living ‘naturally’ within 
the park, but rarely mentioned the impact of mining or the national park on the Aboriginal 
communities. It’s common for mainstream media coverage to be unsupportive of Aboriginal 
opinions, making it more difficult for Aboriginal Australians to push for their positions on these 
issues than the government or mining companies (McCallum, Walker, & Meadows 2012, pp. 104). 
The four revised articles bring light to this missing perspective, focusing on the Aboriginal opposition 
to the Ranger uranium mine and conflicts of managing the national park, while using the same 
format that originally silenced their views (McCallum, Walker, & Meadows 2012, pp. 106). 
 
The first article focuses on Aboriginal resistance to uranium mining in Kakadu. Despite inquiries 
acknowledging Aboriginal opposition to the Ranger mine, the Australian Government was quick to 
dismiss these opinions and continue developing the mines, prioritizing the potential profits (RUEI 
1977, pp. 9). Many important Aboriginal Elders and senior owners spoke up about their opposition 
to the mines and tried to ensure the national park would be in the interest of their communities 
(Neidjie & Lang 2015; O’Brien 2019). Bill Neidjie’s stories of growing up in Kakadu as an Aboriginal 
Australian share a unique perspective of Kakadu’s development and its effect on Aboriginal life 
(Neidjie & Lang 2015; Lewis 1989). The second article demonstrates how these concerns were 
ignored by the government, who continued to pressure the National Land Council to agree to the 
Ranger mine. After recognizing the Aboriginal groups were against the mining, the government 
threatened that the council would be left out of negotiations if they refused to comply, so the 
Northern Land Council signed the Ranger agreement and uranium mining proceeded (RUEI 1977; 
O’Brien 2003). 
 
The third article examines Kakadu’s functioning as a national park and the role of Aboriginal 
Australians in its management. As the first national park owned by Indigenous people using a joint-
management system, the government was proud to offer Aboriginal owners a central role in 
educating tourists about their history and culture (Crilley, Weber, & Taplin 2012). Aboriginal owners 
were allowed to continue burning practices to help maintain the landscape and habitats of Kakadu, 
and procedures were adopted to help preserve Aboriginal rock paintings from natural decay (Lewis 
1989; RUEI 1977). However, conflicts quickly arose when this joint-management was put into 
practice. The quelling of feral buffalo and horses created tensions between the Aboriginal and white 
rangers (Haynes 2013). Even burning methods, meant to be a cooperative effort between the 
Aboriginal rangers and the Australian National Parks and Wildlife Service, became a disjointed effort 
with little communication between the two groups (Lewis 1989). The fourth article focuses on the 
Board of Management set up to make decisions regarding the functions of the park. The board was 
established with an Aboriginal majority, intended to give the traditional Aboriginal owners final say 
on decisions. However, meetings and procedures were run with western structures, alienating and 
excluding the Aboriginal members unfamiliar with these ways (Haynes 2013; Haynes 2017). 

 
 

 
 
 
 



Revised Article 1: ‘Uranium mining at Kakadu a “significant disturbance”’, intended for publication in The Canberra 
Times on 15 August 1986.  

 
 
 
Original Article 1: ‘Uranium mining at Kakadu a “minimal disturbance”‘, published in The Canberra Times on 15 
August 1986. 



Revised Article 2: ‘Kakadu must be mined: Fraser’, 
intended for publication in The Canberra Times on 8 
November 1978. 
 

 

Original Article 2: ‘Kakadu can be mined: Carrick’, 
published in The Canberra Times on 28 October 1981. 
 
 

 

 
  



Revised Article 3: ‘Aboriginal’s letdown at Kakadu Park’, intended for publication in The Canberra Times during or 
after December 1989. 

 
 



 
Original Article 3: ‘Naturalist’s dream at Kakadu Park’, published in The Canberra Times on 9 September 1985. 

 



Revised Article 4: ‘“Much concern” on Kakadu’, intended for publication in The Canberra Times on 18 January 1994. 

 
 
 
 
Original Article 4: ‘“No concern” on Kakadu’, published in The Canberra Times on 18 January 1992. 
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