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Disclaimers
The analysis and recommendations contained within this report are based on information
made available at the time of its preparation. The authors can take no responsibility for
omissions and/or inconsistencies that may result from information becoming available
subsequent to the report’s completion.
This report offers independent heritage advice and recommendations to assist SynergyRED
and its partners. This advice is based on the authors’ own opinions, interpretations, knowledge,
and experience of the Aboriginal heritage system in WA and does not constitute legal advice.

AHA Logic Personnel
Mr Aaron Rayner and Dr Kathryn Przywolnik conducted the research and analysis for this
desktop assessment. Aaron is an experienced ethnographer and spent five years as the Chief
Heritage Officer and Deputy Director General at the Department of Aboriginal Affairs in
Western Australia. Dr Kathryn Przywolnik is the former Registrar of Aboriginal Sites
and holds a PhD in archaeology, specialising in Aboriginal heritage. Aaron and Kathryn have
significant experience and expert understanding of the Aboriginal Heritage regulatory
framework in WA.

Glossary of Terms
ACMC

Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee

AH Act

Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972

AHIS

Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System

Ballardong

Ballardong Native Title Holders

DPLH

Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage

Minister

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the Hon. Ben Wyatt MLA

NT Act

Native Title Act 1993 (Cth.)

Register

Register of Aboriginal Sites

SWALSC

South West Aboriginal Land & Sea Council

Synergy

SynergyRED
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Summary of Advice
SynergyRED (Synergy) is conducting various studies to test the feasibility of a wind farm near
the town of Hyden in the south west of Western Australia. Synergy has engaged AHA Logic to
undertake a desktop assessment of the proposed wind farm site (Project Area) and report on
the known Aboriginal cultural values and make recommendations on the next steps on the
Aboriginal heritage due diligence process.
The project area is located approximately 18km west of Hyden and north of the East Hyden
Bin Road in the Shire of Kondinin. The land has historically been used for sheep farming and
other agricultural purposes such as growing wheat. The land is therefore heavily disturbed and
large amounts of it is still used for growing crop. The project area is within the Ballardong
Native Title area and is subject to the Ballardong People Indigenous Land Use Agreement
(ILUA), agreed to in 2014. The ILUA provides for the Noongar Standard Heritage Agreement
(NSHA), which Synergy has not yet entered.
This assessment considered the results of searches of the Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System
(AHIS), the Register of Aboriginal Sites (Register) and National Native Title Tribunal (NNTT)
databases. The searches found that there are no recorded Aboriginal heritage sites or places
of cultural heritage significance within 9km of the project area. The nearest recorded site is
Anderson Rocks 2, a site of significance recorded in 1981. There are approximately 15
recorded sites within 30km of the project area.
Two Aboriginal heritage surveys have been undertaken over a very small area of land within
the project area. These surveys were undertaken in the middle of the project area for the
purpose of planning installation of linear infrastructure. No Aboriginal sites were recorded but
the observations of the Aboriginal participants that are recorded in the survey reports are
particularly informative in assessing the project area and its potential to contain unrecorded
Aboriginal sites. Notably the Aboriginal participants advised that important Aboriginal cultural
sites in the region occur in conditions where there are granite outcrops and or water present.
No Aboriginal mythologies or Dreaming stories were recorded during the two previous surveys.
It is therefore improbable that there are any ethnographic sites of significance present in the
project area.
Of the 15 sites recorded within 30km of the project area over 90% are found in or close to
granite outcrop and are often described as ‘water sources’ (rock holes / gnamma holes) or
other sites relating to the granite rock (engravings, paintings). Two of the better-known sites
include the tourist attractions of Wave Rock ID 21387 and Mulkas Cave ID 5842, the latter
containing several rock paintings.
In Noongar traditions water sources such as springs, creeks and rivers are believed to have
religious or mythological significance. The same is the case for water sources in Ballardong
country. Where there are water sources present additional care should be taken by land use
proponents to avoid water or agree with the traditional owners to actions that mitigate the
impacts to it.
The aerial imagery examined for the project area found two areas that may contain rocky
outcrop. There are no natural water sources, either permanent or ephemeral within the project
area.
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It is recommended that an Aboriginal heritage survey of the project area be undertaken with
members of the newly formed Ballardong Aboriginal Corporation (BAC) to determine whether
there are Aboriginal sites in the project area. The ILUA requires that land use proponents
undertake heritage surveys prior to ground disturbing activities but this should be confirmed by
the relevant Aboriginal Corporation following submission of an Activity Notice prepared by
SynergyRED. Priority is generally given by SWALSC to proponents that have entered the
NSHA. Further, the NSHA is consistent with the requirements of the new legislation, the
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2021. Accordingly, Synergy should consider entering the
NSHA.
An Activity Notice should be drafted and provided to BAC as the next step in the process. It is
anticipated that the field survey would take approximately two days to complete including
travel.

Recommendations
It is recommended that SynergyRED:
1. Note the findings of this assessment;
2. Note that there are no recorded Aboriginal sites within the project area;
3. Note that only a very small portion of the project area has been the subject of previous
Aboriginal heritage surveys;
4. Note that Aboriginal heritage sites in the region generally occur in association with the
existence of surface granite outcrop and or natural water sources;
5. Consider entering the Noongar Standard Heritage Agreement;
6. Issue an Activity Notice to the Ballardong Aboriginal Corporation requesting that an
Aboriginal heritage survey be undertaken to identify any unrecorded Aboriginal sites in
the project area;
7. Finalise its planned Wind Farm upon the completion of the Aboriginal heritage survey,
where any potential Aboriginal heritage constraints will have been identified.
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Methodology
The methodology used to conduct this Aboriginal heritage due diligence assessment included:
•

Consideration of the proposed land uses and the historical works that have been
undertaken in the project area including aerial imagery;

•

A search of the AHIS database to identify relevant historic site recordings and heritage
survey reports within the study area and close to it;

•

A search of the NNTT databases for relevant native title decisions;

•

Consideration and analysis of the relevant Aboriginal heritage survey report materials;
and

•

Preparation of this report and recommendations.

Study area
Synergy is considering options to construct wind farm and the proposed location site (Project
Area) is located approximately 18km northwest of Hyden, and 23km north of Lake Carmody,
in the Shire of Kondinin. The Project area is bounded by Kings Rocks Road to the west, the
Rabbit Proof Fence to the east, and is approximately 3.5km north of Murray Rock Road. In
total, the Project Area is approximately 30km2, or 3000ha, in size.

Environmental background
The broader region area of the project area is characterised by low, flat to gently undulating
sandy terrain underlain by Archaean greenstones. In isolated areas are granites and gneisses
that are occasionally expressed as low outcrops, some of which have the potential to trap
water in gnamma holes and hollows (Beard 1990).
Prominent hills and ridges such as Mt Holland are resistant remnants of weathered banded
iron formation. These lithologies are generally unsuitable for stone tool manufacture.
The region consists predominantly of mallee shrubland with tea tree understorey interspersed
with patches of scrub heath and woodland. Towards Mt. Holland, large patches of salmon gum
and morrell woodland on greenstone can be found (Beard 1990). However, the aerial imagery
of the project area shows that large parts of it have been cleared for grazing in the historic
period and is now primarily used for crop production.

Previous land use and ground disturbance
The wind farm development envelope is predominantly cleared agricultural land, currently
under cultivation and grazing. The land has been extensively cleared in the past, and subject
to modification through ploughing, harvesting and clearing activities over many years. The
development envelope is also networked with access tracks and infrastructure such as
services installations, fenced paddocks, dwellings and sheds.
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The development envelope also contains a limited network of drainage systems through which
water travels following weather events, which are visible and distinct as ribbons of green
vegetation through the otherwise cleared crop fields.
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Ballardong: Cultural Background
The project area is located within the Ballardong native title claim area, which extends from
the Darling Scarp east of Perth to east of Varley and covers a substantial part of the Western
Australian Wheatbelt. The Ballardong native title area is approximately 114,488 km2 in size
and includes a range of different environment types from dry sclerophyll forest to mallee
woodland, agricultural pastureland and peri-arid rangelands.
Bates (1985) records that many Noongar groups, including the Ballardong followed a
matrilineal system of descent, consistent with the rest of the south coast groups, but different
to those groups north of Augusta which followed patrilineal descent. The Ballardong and
neighbouring groups by all accounts kept a complex and very detailed cosmology revolving
around obligations to care for land and maintain the ceremonies and rituals associated with
the cosmology, which in turn supported complex social and kinship obligations and networks
(see for example Machin 1996, McDonald et al 1996).
Archaeological evidence of the activities and lives of Noongars and their ancestors in
southwest of the state is rich and diverse, and reflects the wide variation in land, environment
and people within the area. Research in rockshelters shows Aboriginal people have lived in
the southwest from at least 48,000 years ago (see Turney et al 2001), which is not a surprise
to Ballardong people. Many Aboriginal sites have been recorded within the Ballardong claim
area, 12 of which are entered on the Register of Aboriginal sites in the Kondinin local
government area. Aboriginal sites found within the area include caves, natural formations with
mythological associations, scarred trees, camping places and gnamma holes.
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Regulatory Framework
In December 2021 the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2021 (ACH Act) was passed by the
Western Australia Parliament. During the parliamentary process the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs advised the community that the ACH Act would not become effective until 1 January
2023 to provide sufficient time to transition from the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 (AH Act) to
the new one.
Until this time the AH Act remains the primary legislation in Western Australia for protecting all
Aboriginal heritage sites of significance whether the sites are registered or not, and whether
they are known or unknown. Section 5 defines the places the Act protects. The legislative
regime is expansive as it protects both cultural material places and sacred sites of importance
and significance to Aboriginal people.
Section 5 of the AH Act applies to:
(a)

Any place of importance and significance where persons of Aboriginal descent
have, or appeared to have, left any object, natural or artificial, used for, or made
or adapted for use for, any purpose connected with traditional cultural life of the
Aboriginal people, past or present;

(b)

Any sacred, ritual or ceremonial site, which is of importance and special
significance to persons of Aboriginal descent;

(c)

Any place which, in the opinion of the Committee, is or was associated with the
Aboriginal people and which is of historical, anthropological, archaeological or
ethnographical interest and should be preserved because of its importance and
significance to the cultural heritage of the State; and

(d)

Any place where objects to which this Act applies are traditionally stored, or to
which, under the provisions of this Act, such objects have been taken or
remove.

Section 6 of the AH Act protects Aboriginal objects.
Section 17 of the AH Act provides that it is a criminal offence to excavate, destroy, damage,
conceal or in any way alter any Aboriginal site. Penalties include fines up to $100,000 and or
2 years imprisonment for a breach of section 17.
Section 18 of the AH Act provides the only means whereby a landowner can use land where
an Aboriginal site might exist, and where a site can be altered or damaged in any way without
the activity being an offence.
Section 28 establishes the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee (ACMC) as an advisory
body to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.
Section 38 provides for a Register of Aboriginal Places and Objects.
Section 39 prescribes the functions of the ACMC to evaluate on behalf of the community the
importance of places and objects alleged to be associated with Aboriginal persons and to
recommend to the Minister places and objects which, in the opinion of the ACMC, are, or have
been, of special significance to persons of Aboriginal descent and should preserved.
Associated sacred beliefs, and ritual or ceremonial usage, in so far as such matters can be
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ascertained, are regarded as the primary considerations to be taken into account in the
evaluation of any place or objects for the purposes of this Act.
Section 62 provides that it is a defense if the charged person did not know and could not
reasonably be expected to have known, that the place or object to which the charge relates
was a place or object to which the Act applies.

State Aboriginal Heritage Guidance
The State’s Cultural Heritage Due Diligence Guidelines contain a Risk Matrix designed to
assist land users determine risk of damage to an Aboriginal heritage site and appropriate
course of action to mitigate that risk (see Figure 1.). The State encourages land users to
determine risk of damage to Aboriginal heritage sites by using the Cultural Heritage Due
Diligence Guidelines and taking appropriate action to obtain further information where
appropriate.
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Figure 1.

With reference to the Aboriginal Heritage Risk Matrix, SynergyRED’s proposed project area is
considered a Significantly Altered Environment. The proposed Land Activity is considered a
Significant Disturbance. According to the Risk Matrix, the proposed activities are considered a
Medium Risk to Aboriginal heritage values in this context and the precautionary principle is
advised.
This due diligence assessment and its recommendations accord with the precautionary
principle.

Register of Sites
The State categorises Aboriginal heritage sites into two categories; Registered sites and Other
Heritage Places. Registered sites have been assessed by the Aboriginal Cultural Material
Committee (ACMC) as meeting the threshold tests for registration under section 5 of the AH
Act. ‘Other Heritage Places’ have either been assessed as not meeting the threshold test to
be entered in the Register (not a site), or that the site is awaiting a formal assessment by the
ACMC (lodged).
While the State’s Register of Sites is mandated under section 28 of the AH Act, it does not
represent a complete list of Aboriginal sites in WA. Because of this, the AH Act protects all
Aboriginal sites whether they have been registered or not and whether they are known or
unknown.
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Findings of Desktop Review
Aboriginal Sites
The search of the AHIS found there are no recorded Aboriginal sites within the project area –
see Figure 2. There are 15 sites recorded within 35kms. The nature of these sites provides
useful information about the environmental conditions where unrecorded sites are more likely
to be identified. This is information can be used to determine where inspection of the survey
area is warranted. Details of the recorded sites near to the project area are shown in Table 1
below.
Table 1.

ID and Name

Site Type

Recorded

ID 5839
Camel Peaks

Registered
Painting

P. Randolph
1971

Site Description
This site is described as a series of hand stencils on granite outcrops. The site was visited
in 1988 and was described as very well preserved.
Camel Peaks is located 31km west of the Project Area.
ID 5120
Anderson Rock 1

OHP
Water Source

K. Brimmell
1971

Site Description
The only description is that it is a rock hole.
Anderson Rock 1 is located 29km northwest of the Project Area.
5120
Anderson Rock 2

Registered
Water Source

K. Brimmell
1971

Site Description
The only description is that it is a rock hole.
Anderson Rock 2 is located 23km northwest of the Project Area.
ID 5842
Mulka’s Cave

Registered
Painting

P. Randolph
1971

Site Description
Bate’s Cave, or Mulka’s Cave, is a granite rock shelter 18km northeast of Hyden which
contains an impressive gallery of Aboriginal painted rock art – see photo below. The rock art
assemblage of some 500 motifs was made using red, white and yellow ochre, and comprises
numerous hand stencils, animal tracks and geometric designs. The site contains deep
cultural deposit preserved within the shelter of the overhanging granite, but previous
excavation undertaken in the late 1980s was limited and incomplete. It is a prominent tourist
attraction in the region.
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The cave is located on the eastern side of a granite dome known as The Humps. The Humps
also hosts other cultural features such as rockholes, lizard traps and camping places.
Mulka’s Cave is located 20km west of the Project area.

ID 5611
Hyden-Hyfield

Registered
Painting

P. Randolph
1971

Site Description
This site is located in a cave approx. 20km from Hyden. There is scant information about
the site other than paintings located in breakaway caves.
Hyden-Hyfield is located 29km southwest of the Project Area.
ID 5610
Graham Rock

Registered
Water source (rock holes)

P. Randolph
1971

Site Description
This site is recorded as two rock holes that were shown to the site recorder by Aboriginal
people that worked on the neighbouring farm who explained that they were significant in
Aboriginal custom.
Graham Rock is located 23km to the southwest of the Project Area.
ID 5845
Bald Rock

Registered
Painting

P. Randolph
1973

Site Description
The site is described as being one of the Murray Rocks group east of the Rabbit Proof
Fence. At the end of the rock is a small rock shelter with dozens of rock paintings and
engravings all of which are in pristine condition.
Bald Rock is located 11km south east of the Project Area.
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ID 4438
Wave Rock Scarred
Tree

Registered
Modified Tree

W. Glendenning
1983

Site Description
This site is described as a modified tree with a scar measuring 18cm by 70cm consistent
with the removal of bark for traditional wooden artefacts. 13 stone artefacts were recorded
within 20m of the tree.
Wave Rock Scarred Tree is located 31.5km south west of the Project Area.
ID 21387
Wave Rock

Registered
Cultural Feature/Water Source

W. Glendenning
2004

Site Description
Wave rock is an ethnographic site with associated with spiritual beliefs. The Noongar
name for the rock is ‘Kutter Kich’. The site is described as important water source, as there
are many rock holes within the extensive rock feature. The site is recorded as a
ceremonial place too. The site is an iconic location and attracts heavy visitation by tourists.
Wave Rock is located 32km south west of the Project Area.
ID 5840
Hyden Rock

Registered
Painting

P. Randolph
1971

Site Description
Th site is described as hand stencils found in clusters in rocky outcrops near Wave Rock.
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Hyden Rock is located 32 km south west of the Project Area.
ID 21385
Wave Rock Holes

Registered
Water Source

Site Description
This recording is of a series of rock holes in a large granite dome in the same geological
feature as Wave Rock.
Wave Rock Holes is located 32km south west of the Project Area.
ID 21386
OHP
Wave Rock
Isolated Artefact
Site Description
This is a single artefact recorded in 2004.

W. Glendenning
2004

Wave Rock isolated artefact is located 32km south west of the Project Area.
ID 4661
Hippos Yawn

Registered
Painting

P. Randolph
1971

Site Description
This is a painting site in a weathered granite rock shelter. The site features stencilled hand
outlines. When it was recorded in 1971 the condition of the site was described as ‘faded’.
Hippos Yawn is located 32.5km south west of the Project Area.
ID 21384
OHP
W. Glendenning
Wave Rock Scarred
Modified Tree
2004
Tree
The site is described as a culturally modified tree with a scar measuring approximately 80cm
in length and 25cm wide. The Aboriginal informants said that the harvested wood would
have been used to make cultural objects such as bowls.
Wave Rock Scarred Tree is located 31km south west of the Project Area.
ID 5844
Hyden

OHP
Water Source

P. Randolph
1973

The site is a gnamma hole within a granite formation, repred to fill with water to a depth of
1.5m. A small number of quartz artefacts were observed near the rock hole.
Hyden gnamma hole is located 24km south west of the Project Area.
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Figure 2. AHIS Site Search

Surveys in Study Area
Table 2. details the two Aboriginal Heritage Survey reports listed on the AHIS that are directly
relevant to the desktop assessment for the project area. The two surveys were conducted for
the purpose of the realignment of the State Barrier Fence and a proposed power line corridor
– see Figure 3 for survey coverage. Both surveys therefore only included a narrow corridor
through the project area.
No archaeological cultural materials of ethnographic sites of significance were identified during
either surveys.
Table 2.

Title of Report
Author
Report on an archaeological survey of the proposed W. Mitchell
realignment of the State Barrier Fence, located in the
Goldfields and SW Region of WA.

Date
1997

Report on an ethnographic and archaeological survey of
the proposed Kondinin-Bounty/Forrestania Mines Power
Line

1992

MacIntyre &
Dobson
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Figure 3. Heritage survey coverage of project area

NNTT Database Review
A search of NNTT databases and analysis of the native title materials did not indicate
unrecorded sites in the project area. Reference is made to the importance of the Wave Rock
area including Mulka’s Cave.
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Discussion and Conclusion
The AH Act protects all Aboriginal sites whether they have been recorded or not. It is a criminal
offence to damage, destroy, alter, or conceal any Aboriginal site in WA. Penalties for breaching
section 17 of the AH Act include fines and imprisonment. Damaging an Aboriginal heritage site
could also lead to forfeiture of a tenement because compliance with the AH Act is a standard
condition on all mining tenure granted by the State. It is therefore important that all land users
consider the potential impacts to Aboriginal heritage before embarking upon their proposed
land use.
This desktop assessment was commissioned by Synergy as part of its due diligence
assessment for the proposed Hyden Wind Farm site. The desktop assessment consisted of
reviewing existing Aboriginal cultural heritage information held on the AHIS including 15 site
records and two survey reports, including ethnographic and archaeological field work with
traditional owners. No field inspections were conducted for this assessment however aerial
imagery confirms that the natural environment has been significantly altered by agricultural
activities and some historical exploration activities. The project area is accessible by road and
occasional farm tracks.

Survey Coverage
The desktop review confirmed that very little of the project area has been surveyed for
Aboriginal sites. The location of the Project Area is within a patch of land that is not covered
with exploration or mining leases, suggesting that the ground is not as minerally prospective
as neighbouring land parcels to the north, west and east. Accordingly, there are few heritage
surveys recorded for the areas of land without mining interest, and where regulatory approvals
pursuant to the AH Act have not been sought. As a result, there is little survey coverage of the
Project area, and no heritage sites have yet been recorded.

Potential for identification of heritage sites
The potential for identifying Aboriginal sites within the Project Area is considered low to
medium. This conclusion is based upon the heritage information that is available for the
surrounding area. An analysis of the 15 site records, and site distribution within the broader
region, points to a strong correlation between the occurrence of granite outcrops and reliable
water sources and the existence of recorded heritage sites and cultural material (see
Attachments 2 and 3). The potential for finding unrecorded Aboriginals sites is higher in areas
where there are granite outcrops, and/or seasonally reliable water.
There are relatively high numbers of rock art sites in the Hyden area as compared to other
areas in the south-west and neighbouring Goldfields region. A cluster of sites, focussed on
granite domes, boulders and overhangs with suitable geological surfaces, has been favoured
by Aboriginal people in the past as places of cultural significance, and places befitting of
symbolic adornment. The engraved and painted rock art occurs in different contexts (within
sheltered overhangs, and also on surfaces open to the elements), but is, in this region,
consistently associated with exposed granite. The map in Attachment 2 shows the distribution
of heritage sites is co-occurrent with the distribution of exposed granite (spatial data source
DMIRS 2018)
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In this part of the state very few heritage sites or cultural materials have been identified within
agricultural landscapes where the ground surface has been extensively cleared and reworked
over many years. The closest sites with stone artefacts within 35km of the Project Area are all
associated with rock art or water source heritage features, in landscapes that have not been
extensively modified. Artefact sites recorded an open, ploughed geographic context are
located more than 50km to the west and 70km to the south, and appear to be associated with
large lakes and drainage systems.
The aerial imagery and hydrological data (spatial data source Crossman 2015) indicates that
there are no permanent or semi- permanent natural water sources in the project area. This
observation was confirmed by representatives of Synergy noting that areas of land without any
water source is optimal for building a wind farm. The map at Attachment 3 shows the close
association between heritage site distribution and water sources in the region.
However, the aerial imagery and regolith mapping (DMIRS 2018) indicates that there may be
very small areas of granite outcrop extant within the southern portion of the Project Area. Given
that most of the Project Area has been heavily disturbed and the potential for identifying
artefacts is considered extremely low in those exposed and modified ground surfaces, it would
be prudent to focus the survey effort on confirming the presence of granite outcrop and properly
inspect them for cultural modification or cultural materials. The map at Attachment 4 shows
the granite outcrop areas for cultural inspection.

Heritage Survey
Synergy has not entered the NSHA. It would be prudent to enter it prior to the Activity Notice
been issued to BAC via SWALSC. This is because BAC and SWALSC prioritise consideration
of Activity Notices submitted by proponents that have entered the NSHA. Further, an objective
of the new Aboriginal heritage legislation is agreement making between Aboriginal groups and
land users.
The proposed heritage notification process and field survey of the project area should ensure
that it meets the requirements of both the current and pending legislation. The primary point of
difference between the old and new laws is how any Aboriginal sites that may be identified in
the project area are subsequently managed. If sites are discovered, then Synergy would need
to prepare a Cultural Heritage Management Plan in consultation with BAC that articulates the
measures it would take to manage any sites during the construction and operation phases of
the project.
If Synergy decides to complete an Aboriginal heritage survey, then in is anticipated that one
two-day field survey including travel would be sufficient to survey the relevant areas where
there is higher potential for unrecorded Aboriginal sites to exist. The field survey methodology
would be designed using aerial imagery to focus the survey party’s effort on these areas and
in consultation with the Aboriginal Elders who are nominated to attend the survey.

Recommendations
It is recommended that SynergyRED:
1. Note the findings of this assessment;
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2. Note that there are no recorded Aboriginal sites within the project area;
3. Note that only a very small portion of the project area has been the subject of previous
Aboriginal heritage surveys;
4. Note that Aboriginal heritage sites in the region generally occur in association with the
existence of surface granite outcrop and or water sources;
5. Consider entering the Noongar Standard Heritage Agreement;
6. Issue an Activity Notice to the Ballardong Aboriginal Corporation requesting that an
Aboriginal heritage survey be undertaken to identify any unrecorded Aboriginal sites in
the project area;
7. Finalise its planned Wind Farm upon the completion of the Aboriginal heritage survey,
where any potential Aboriginal heritage constraints will have been identified.
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Attachment One – Aboriginal heritage sites in proximity to the project area
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Attachment Two – Aboriginal heritage sites in proximity to the exposed and outcropping granite

21

Attachment Three – Aboriginal heritage sites in proximity to surface hydrology
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Attachment Four – Aboriginal heritage sites in proximity to exposed bedrock
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