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CASE STUDY 2

An Aboriginal woman was involved in an incident with a male authority figure in regional Western
Australia. The male said to her and her friends, amongst other things, ‘I am sick and tired of you

i hairy monkeys always coming into my town and behaving the way you do.’ The woman
was extremely upset and traumatised by the incident. The matter went to conciliation and this gave
the woman and the male an opportunity to discuss each of their points of view and feelings. They
both empathised with the other's position and had an emotional discussion. They resolved the
matter and both parties left with newfound respect for the other.

CASE STUDY 3

An Aboriginal leader read some offensive and discriminatory material in The Sunday Times
newspaper. The comments, which were made within an advertisement for the sale of used cars,
were derogatory in nature and directed at Aboriginal leaders and people of the Aboriginal race
regarding their capacity to be responsible for their lives and the lives of their children. The
Aboriginal leader commenced proceedings in the Federal Court of Australia against the advertiser
pursuant to s18C after the conciliation of his complaint against the advertiser and The Sunday
Times was unsuccessful in the Australian Human Rights Commission.

The matter was resolved by the advertiser agreeing to publish an apology in the newspaper and
pay the sum of $2500.00 fo a charity.

CASE STUDY 4

Aboriginal patrons in a regional Western Australian community were required to be breathalysed
before they were allowed to enter a particular licensed premises. The breathalyser had to read
0.00%. Non-Aboriginal patrons were not asked to be breathalysed before entering the same
premises. In addition, the white patrons were allowed to enter through a back entry, while the
Aboriginal patrons had to enter at the front gate where the breathalyser was located. A complaint
was made under s18C to the Australian Human Rights Commission against the licensed premises.
The matter was successfully resolved at conciliation and the licensed premises erected signage
relating to entry requirements and breathalysing patrons, and about access fo the back entry. The
business also implemented cultural awareness training for all staff.
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