
We are Yugambeh, not just ‘Aboriginal’ - This is our country.

All across this country, there are local councils, States and

Federal offices seeking to create meaningful relationships

with local Indigenous peoples and First Nations. From

Reconciliation Action Plans to NAIDOC events, and even

more involved matters like managing public lands - all of

these require consultation and input, but who exactly is

being consulted and under what circumstances? Aboriginal

Australians are not a homogenous group, there are

hundreds of Traditional Nations, clans, and family groups,

as well as a myriad of complexity around Historical

Communities and Stolen Generations. There is no single

‘Aboriginal’ group. Yet in many places, there is little

transparency about how these consultations are being

conducted and if they are a genuine reflection of Aboriginal

wishes. More often than not, there is not just one Aboriginal

community locally, but a variety of Indigenous groups,

Traditional Owners, Historical Peoples, and Stolen

Generations - and we are not the same.

It is an often heard expression, batted about public

servants, but what does it mean to ‘talk to the local

Aboriginal people’. In the few cases where there is some

transparency on who is being spoken to, the most common

response from Aboriginal community members is ‘That

organisation/person doesn’t represent Traditional Owners

and/or cannot speak for that issue’. This is where the

deeper issue of homogenisation comes in - what is

homogenisation? In the social contexts, it means to take

distinct groups, peoples, etc, and reduce them to a single

group; in this case - Aboriginal Australians. Each of the

various First Nations and peoples have their own

languages, cultures, lands, and are distinct ethnic groups

and have names like Yugambeh, Warlpiri, Yolngu, etc.

Aboriginal is a European introduced concept of ‘race’.

Traditional Owners, are the original First Nation of an area,

they have a right to self-determination and a right to their

cultural identity. They should not be homogenised with

Historical Peoples or other groups, simply because they are

all ‘Aboriginal’.

Distinguishing between ethnic groups in itself is not

considered racial discrimination. Ethnicity and race are

distinct concepts, and while they can be related, they are

not interchangeable. Ethnicity generally refers to shared

cultural traits, language, ancestry, and heritage, while race

is often based on physical characteristics.

If a government body chooses to consult only individuals of

the same "race" as an Indigenous tribe regarding a sacred

site of theirs, it is a form of ethnic discrimination against the

tribe.

By limiting the consultation to individuals of the same

"race," the government body is engaging in an exclusionary

practice that excludes the Indigenous tribe from meaningful

participation. This can be seen as discriminatory if it

prevents the tribe from expressing their unique

perspectives and interests related to the sacred site.

Indigenous communities often have unique rights related to

their cultural heritage, including the protection of sacred

sites. Denying the Indigenous tribe the opportunity to be

directly involved in the consultation process may be a

violation of their rights to participate in decisions that affect

their cultural heritage, as recognised by international

standards and possibly domestic laws.

Read the full article at yugam.be/stories/homogenisation-of-first-nations-is-discrimination/
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HOMOGENISATION

Questions

Questions

1. What is homogenisation, according to the article?

2. Why is “We’re talking to the local Aboriginal people” not enough, according to the article?

3. What groups does the article say may exist locally, and why are they “not the same”?

4. What is the difference between ethnicity and race, according to the article?

5. Why does the article say consulting only people of the same “race” about a sacred site is a form of
ethnic discrimination?

6. Which international agreement does the article name? What does it condemn?


