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Executive Summary 

The table below provides a summary of the Proposal and the purpose of the Cultural Heritage 

Management Plan (CHMP) (this document) in context of the EPA’s objective for Social Surroundings. 

Proposal name McPhee Creek Iron Ore Project 

Proponent name Atlas Iron Pty Ltd  

Approval references 
Ministerial Statement number to be confirmed. 

EPBC 2021/8897 

Purpose of the CHMP 

To avoid where possible, and otherwise minimise, direct and indirect 

impacts to social surroundings and cultural heritage within and adjacent 

to the Development Envelope. 

Key environmental 

factor/s, outcome/s 

and objective/s 

• EPA Objective: To protect social surroundings from significant harm. 

• Atlas Iron Objective: Minimise impacts to heritage sites and cultural 

associations. 

Key components in 

the EMP 

• Review and refinement of final infrastructure footprint to maximise 

heritage site avoidance and maximise buffer distances from key 

heritage sites. 

• Minimise impacts associated with altered surface water flows through 

infrastructure design and dewatering management. 

• Support ongoing access by Njamal into Development Envelope 

through involvement in monitoring programmes. 

• Appropriate education of workforce through a Cultural Awareness 

Training program involving Njamal representatives.   

Proposed construction 

date 
May 2022 

EMP required pre-

construction? 
Yes 
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Glossary 

AH Act Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 (WA) 

Atlas 

Buffer Zone 

Atlas Iron Ltd Pty 

An exclusion/protection area surrounding a heritage site. 

Claim Area The land and waters the subject of the Njamal Native Title Claim 

(WC1999/008). 

Conceptual 

Footprint 

The indicative area of ground disturbance (1,913 ha) 

Development 

Envelope 

Maximum extent of development (4,465 ha) 

EP Act Environmental Protection Act 1986 (WA) 

EPBC Act Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

(Cth) 

ESD Environmental Scoping Document. 

Heritage Site Land or waters which are of cultural, social, or spiritual significance 

to Aboriginal persons traditionally responsible for that land or those 

waters, and includes: 

(a) any “Aboriginal Site” as defined in the AH Act; or 

(b) any “Significant Aboriginal Area” or “Significant Aboriginal 

Object” as defined in the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 

Heritage Protection Act 1984 (Cth). 

(c) any ‘area or site of particular significance’ within the meaning 

of section 237(b) of the Native Title Act 1993 (Cth). 

MALC Monitoring and Liaison Committee. 

Mine Closure Plan Document required under the Mining Act 1978, providing 

information about the decommissioning of the proposed mine and 

the rehabilitation of the land 

Njamal The Njamal people are the traditional owner group relevant to this 

Proposal, holding a registered native title claim over the 

Development Envelope (WC 1999/008)  

PER Public Environmental Review. 

Proposal The McPhee Creek Iron Ore Project 
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1 Context, Scope and Rationale 

1.1 Project Background 

The McPhee Creek Iron Ore Project (the Proposal) is located approximately 30 km north of Nullagine, 

in the Pilbara region of Western Australia (Figure 1).  

The Proposal includes clearing of up to 1,913 ha within a Development Envelope of 4,465 ha (Figure 

2), within mining tenement M45/1243-I and miscellaneous licences L46/158 and L45/598, and 

includes the following key elements as well as any associated activities: 

• Above and below water table mining of five open cut pits. 

• Ore crushing and truck loading infrastructure. 

• Waste dumps, ore stockpiles, topsoil stockpiles and sub-soil stockpiles. 

• Support facilities: including small scale power generation at each of the mine facilities (including 

but not limited to workshops and crusher), telecommunications tower, solar field, workshops, 

hydrocarbon storage, explosive mixing and storage facilities, laydown areas and offices. 

• Linear infrastructure: including heavy and light vehicle access roads, conveyors, pipelines and 

power and communications distribution. 

• Infrastructure for surface water management: including diversion drains, levees and culverts. 

• Infrastructure for dewatering and groundwater abstraction for water supply. 

• Dewatering water management and associated infrastructure for discharge to surface water 

systems. 

• Construction and operation workforce accommodation camp/s. 

• Transport of the ore to the existing Roy Hill project or other third parties. 

The Proposal was referred to the Commonwealth Department of Agriculture, Water and the 

Environment (DAWE), under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

(EPBC Act) on 18 February 2021.  The Proposal was referred to the WA Environmental Protection 

Authority (EPA) under the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) on 19 February 2021.  The 

Proposal is being assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review (PER).  The Environmental 

Scoping Document (ESD) was approved on 24 August 2021. 

The Proposal is located entirely within the Nyamal People (Njamal) #1 ‘remaining area’ registered 

native title claim lodged in 1990 (WC 1999/008).   
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1.2 Key Environmental Factor 

This CHMP relates to the environmental factor of ‘Social Surroundings’, as it related to cultural values, 

considered in the Proposal’s environmental impact assessment under Part 4 of the EP Act.   

Social Surroundings is defined (EPA 2016) as follows: 

‘The social surroundings of man are his aesthetic, cultural, economic and social 

surroundings to the extent that those surroundings directly affect or are affected by his 

physical or biological surroundings’. 

The State Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 (AH Act) is also relevant, in that it provides the legislative 

framework for the recognition, protection and preservation of Aboriginal sites and associated 

cultural heritage values in Western Australia.   

Under the AH Act it is an offence to excavate, destroy, alter or damage Aboriginal sites, or alter, 

remove, damage conceal or deal with an object on or under an Aboriginal site without approval 

from the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. Such approvals, pursuant to Section 18 of the AH Act, will be 

required at McPhee Creek for any heritage sites/objects that cannot be avoided by mining 

operations.  In addition, Section 16 of the AH Act allows companies to seek consent to 

examine/excavate Aboriginal sites and facilitate further heritage research to establish the cultural 

significance of the site. 

1.3 Rationale and Approach 

The CHMP has been prepared to support the EPA’s assessment of the Proposal, and outlines: 

• The surveys and consultation completed by Atlas to gain a comprehensive understanding of the 

Social Surroundings, including cultural heritage values, present within the Development Envelope. 

• The key Social Surroundings and cultural heritage values identified within the Development 

Envelope. 

• How the mitigation hierarchy (avoid, minimise and rehabilitate) has been applied through 

Proposal design to avoid and minimise impacts to cultural heritage and related environmental 

values. 

• The framework for ongoing consultation with the Njamal during the life of the Proposal.  

• The processes for the ongoing protection and management of cultural and related environmental 

values. 

• Provisions for ongoing land access and management actions to be undertaken where additional 

heritage values are identified.   

Note: this document represents a draft CHMP, submitted in support of the EPA’s assessment of the 

Proposal under the EP Act.  Additional details on the proposed protection and management of 

cultural and related environmental values to be added prior to Proposal implementation, and these 

details will be reviewed every 12 months as part of the annual CHMP review process.  Further 

amendments to the CHMP will also be made, as required, to address the requirements of the 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill 2021 (when passed into law), which was introduced into the Western 

Australian Parliament on 17 November 2021.  This CHMP will represent an ACH Management Plan as 

listed under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill 2021. 
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2 Values within the Development Envelope 

2.1 Heritage Sites 

In order to ensure compliance with the AH Act and in accordance with Atlas’ claim-wide Mining 

Agreement with Njamal, Atlas has undertaken numerous heritage surveys (Table 1), covering 100% of 

the Development Envelope, and comprising: 

• Archaeological Surveys – to record sites or places showing physical evidence of Aboriginal land 

use. 

• Ethnographic Surveys - to record sites with significant ceremonial or mythological meaning or 

places of cultural importance. 

Table 1 Summary of Aboriginal heritage surveys undertaken for the Proposal 

Atlas 

Reference 
Timing Method 

Archaeological/ 

Ethnographic 

AI008 April 2012 
Site Avoidance Survey 

(exploration) 
Arch/Ethno 

AI021 July 2012 
Heritage Assessment (resource 

areas & bores) 
Arch/Ethno 

AI025 August 2012 
Work Area (additional resource 

areas & bores) 
Arch 

AI035 August 2012 Work Area Ethno 

AI064 March/May/June 2013 
Work Area and Work Program 

(extension and access areas) 
Arch 

AI081 June/July/Aug 2013 
Work Area (main range, WRD & 

infrastructure) 
Arch 

AI088 June/July/Aug 2013 
Work Area (main range, WRD & 

infrastructure) 
Arch 

AI089 August 2013 Work Area Arch 

AI090 Aug/Sept 2013 Work Area Arch 

AI091 Aug/Sept 2013 Work Area Arch 

AI095 Sept 2013, March/May 2014 Work Area Arch 

AI096 June 2014 Work Area Ethno 

AI118 March 2014 Work Program Arch 

AI119 March 2014 Work Program and Work Area Ethno 

AI127 May 2014 Work Area Arch 

Al165 August 2019 Work Area (access track) Arch/Ethno 

Al169 
November 2019, Feb/March 

2020 
Work Program Arch/Ethno 

Al182 May 2021 Work Area Arch/Ethno 

AI183 June 2021 Site ID Work Area Assessment Arch/Ethno 

AI186 August 2021 
On Country Social Surrounds 

Consultation 
Ethno 
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Surveys to date have recorded numerous archaeological and ethnographic sites including artefact 

scatters, engravings, grinding patches, quarries, rock shelters, water sources and areas of ritual and 

mythological importance (Terra Rosa 2021).  The majority of the heritage sites within the 

Development Envelope are artefact scatters and quarries.   

The heritage site types in the Development Envelope that were described as of key significance to 

the Njamal were: 

• Walled Niche site (likely to be protecting a burial ground or Marlulu material; a scared 

ceremonial object); 

• Ngurrara (Njamal concept relating to a place you belong, or a place you don’t leave); 

• Engraving and Grinding sites; and 

• Yinta (term used by Njamal and other socio-linguistic groups in the Pilbara to describe 

permanent water sources. It is also a term that incorporates a set of spiritual beliefs, customs and 

behaviours). 

Four rock shelters have been identified which have the potential to host an archaeological deposit.  

The excavation of two of these rock shelters is currently proposed, in partnership with Njamal, to 

understand the nature and extent of Aboriginal occupation of these rock shelters. 

2.2 Cultural Associations 

Identification of the cultural associations relevant to the Development Envelope commenced with 

an on country Social Surroundings consultation with the Njamal Traditional Owners of how Njamal 

people have traditionally used country in the McPhee Creek area.  It was initially noted that there is 

a differentiation between coastal Njamal people and inland Njamal people, but both groups share 

language, culture and law. Throughout Njamal country, localised family groups have rights and 

responsibilities over certain portions of Njamal country that were passed down ancestrally. These 

traditional family areas are maintained today (Terra Rosa 2021). 

There was an emphasis on ‘looking after country’, which incorporates looking after plants, animals, 

spiritual beings in country, waterways, places the old people have used, waterways and passing on 

country to the next generation (Terra Rosa 2021). 

2.3 Environmental Values 

Throughout the on country Social Surroundings consultation, and during prior heritage surveys, 

Njamal have spoken of the significance of water sources, in particular permanent sources (Terra 

Rosa 2021). 

Njamal spoke of caring for flora and fauna of the McPhee Creek area as part of their role and 

responsibility as a Traditional Owner, and advised Atlas that flora species of cultural significance 

(bush tucker and medicinal plants) should be recorded, protected and used in rehabilitation (Terra 

Rosa 2021).  

Njamal also spoke of fauna species in the McPhee Creek area that have high cultural significance, 

for example the palkundji (Pilbara olive python) (Terra Rosa 2021).  
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3 Consultation 

3.1 Claim-wide Agreement 

Atlas has had a Claim-wide agreement in place with Njamal since December 2008.  This agreement 

covers all areas over which a registered Native Title Claim exists.  The agreement provides for: 

• Consultation with Njamal during preparation of a Public Environmental Review (PER) document 

including field trips if requested. 

• Supply of environmental approvals reports/management plans. 

• Annual inspection of mining operations and environmental management. 

• Ongoing access to all areas within any mining lease. 

• Provision of cultural awareness training (provided by Njamal). 

3.2 Monitoring and Liaison Committee 

To date, consultation has been undertaken between Atlas and Njamal through a Monitoring and 

Liaison Committee meeting (MALC) and through the conduct of heritage surveys. The focus prior to 

the on country Social Surroundings consultation was on identifying the location and nature of 

Aboriginal heritage sites within the Development Envelope, as opposed to the assessment of 

possible impacts and mitigation measures.  

Atlas has a well-established relationship with Njamal and will continue to consult with Njamal in 

accordance with its Mining Agreement and in support of the ongoing development of this CHMP.   

3.3 Social Surroundings Consultation 

An on country Social Surroundings consultation (survey AI186) was undertaken in August 2021, 

involving representatives from Njamal, Atlas Iron, Roy Hill, GHD and Terra Rosa (Terra Rosa 2021), with 

the following key objectives: 

• Identify the key social, cultural and heritage values within the Development Envelope. 

• Discuss the Proposal’s potential impacts (direct and indirect). 

• Determine the cultural significance of the Proposal’s overall impacts. 

• Identify any Njamal advice / recommendations regarding the management of impacts. 

The following aspects of the Proposal were discussed with Njamal to inform the development of the 

Proposal and the ERD: 

• The proposed ‘final’ Conceptual Footprint, including those sites likely to be directly impacted, and 

those sites to be avoided (with a nominated avoidance buffer) (refer to Section 4.1.). 

• The values associated with some of the sites likely to be directly impacted by the Proposal and 

options for the avoidance or minimisation of impacts, noting that a subsequent consultation in 

support of the Section 18 (AH Act) application will be undertaken to assess each site in detail. 

• The values associated with those sites likely to be indirectly impacted by the Proposal (i.e. through 

fly rock, dust, changes to surface hydrology, changes to access or visual impact), options for the 

avoidance or minimisation of impacts and relevant management measures. 

• The values associated with the land in general in areas likely to be impacted by the Proposal 

(including impacts to environmental values associated with dust, changes to surface hydrology, 

changes to groundwater, changes to access or visual amenity), options for the avoidance or 

minimisation of impacts and relevant management measures. 

• Other matters such as opportunities for indigenous employment. 
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4 Key assumptions and uncertainties 

4.1 Site Avoidance 

The Development Envelope includes 83 heritage sites (Figure 3), predominantly artefact scatters and 

quarry sites.  A ‘Significant Fauna Exclusion Zone (SFEZ)’ was excluded from the Development 

Envelope and while nominated primarily for the avoidance of significant environmental values, also 

sought to protect a rockshelter and artefact scatter.   

The Conceptual Footprint, as presented within the EP Act referral (Figure 2), was developed to avoid 

a large number of these sites.  This included the avoidance of two engraving sites, assessed as 

significant.   

A process of rationalisation of the footprint has subsequently been undertaken to further reduce, as 

far as possible, the number of sites to be directly impacted by the Proposal.  This involved: 

• Review of footprint associated with roads, camp, laydowns, topsoils stockpiles, and sediment 

basins, as the exact locations/layouts of such infrastructure is likely to be flexible. 

• Review of waste rock dump locations and layouts. 

• Review of pit locations and designs. 

As a result of the above rationalisation, the current Conceptual Footprint overlaps with a significantly 

reduced number of sites. 

The CHMP assumes that the surveys completed to date have identified all heritage sites within the 

Development Envelope, and that the heritage values are well understood following the completion 

of the Social Surroundings consultation (Survey AI186).  In the event that additional heritage values 

are discovered, these will be discussed with Njamal under the existing MALC framework and 

managed as appropriate (refer Section 5). 

4.2 Indirect Impacts 

The potential for indirect impacts to heritage values was investigated in preparation for the on 

country Social Surroundings consultation (Survey AI186) and during the preparation of the ERD.   

The potential indirect impacts to heritage values, cultural associations and related environmental 

values within or surrounding the Development Envelope were identified as follows: 

• Disturbance to heritage sites as a result of altered hydrological regimes 

• Disturbance to heritage sites as a result of dust and vibrations 

• Disturbance to broader cultural associations as a result of environmental changes to country 

These impacts are assessed within the ERD.  It was requested by Njamal that sites of higher significance 

(i.e. Walled Niche, Ngurrara, Engraving, Grinding and Yinta sites) should have site-specific 

management strategies developed, informed by site visits.  Such site-specific management strategies 

will be detailed within the final CHMP.   
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In addition to the CHMP, potential indirect impacts to heritage sites and cultural values will be 

managed through the development and implementation of: 

• Water Management Plan. 

• Ground Disturbance Permit (GDP) process. 

• Significant Site Demarcation Standard and Procedure. 

• McPhee Project induction, including information on heritage values and cultural awareness 

training (provided by Njamal). 

• Blasting management. 

• Dust control. 

• Mine Closure Plan. 

In the event that new/additional indirect impacts, or a change in the risk of existing indirect impacts, 

are identified, these will be discussed with Njamal under the existing MALC framework and 

managed as appropriate.  
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5 Environmental Management Plan Components 

This CHMP contains both outcome-based and objective-based elements. Outcome-based elements are performance-based. They focus on 

monitoring and evaluating specific measurable outcomes, usually driven by trigger and threshold criteria. Objective-based elements relate 

to monitoring and management actions that are required to achieve an objective.  The outcome-based provisions of this CHMP are set out 

in Table 2 while the objective-based provisions are set out in Table 3. 

Table 2 Outcome-based EMP for Cultural Heritage 

EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites 

Key impacts and risks: Unauthorised direct impact to heritage site 

Trigger Criteria 

Threshold Criteria 

Response actions: 

• Trigger Level Actions 

• Threshold Contingency 

Actions 

Monitoring 
Timing/Frequency of 

monitoring 
Reporting 

No unauthorised impact to heritage site 

Trigger: 

• Unauthorised ground 

disturbance within 

applied heritage site 

buffer 

Threshold: 

• Unauthorised ground 

disturbance within 

heritage site boundary 

Trigger level actions: 

• Cease all clearing 

activities. 

• Confirm whether 

approved GDP in place. 

• Check demarcation of 

areas to be cleared/ 

avoided is in 

accordance with the 

Significant Site 

Demarcation Standard 

and Procedure and/or 

GDP, and is obvious to 

those on the ground. 

• Identify likely cause of 

incident. 

Audit of clearing against 

approved GDPs - survey 

pick-up. 

 

 

Visual inspection of 

heritage sites (involving 

Njamal representatives) 

Monthly during 

construction and 

operations 

 

 

Six monthly during 

construction, 

operations and during 

first year post-closure 

Annual reporting as 

required under 

Compliance Assessment 

Plan (CAP) 
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EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites 

Key impacts and risks: Unauthorised direct impact to heritage site 

• Generate internal 

incident report. 

 

Threshold contingency 

actions: 

• Implement trigger level 

actions. 

• Notify Njamal and 

contact the 

Department of Planning 

Lands and Heritage 

(DPLH). 
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Table 3 Objective-based EMP for Cultural Heritage 

EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key impacts and risks:  

• Unauthorised access to heritage site(s)  

• Indirect impacts to heritage site(s) associated with surface water, dust 

• Impacts to any unrecorded sites 

• Impacts to Njamal’s access to country – specifically heritage sites or areas of the land used for customary purposes 

• Impacts to environmental values of cultural significance 

Management Targets Management Actions Monitoring 
Timing/Frequency of 

Actions 
Reporting 

No unauthorised 

access to heritage sites 

• Appropriate education of workforce 

through a Cultural Awareness Training 

program involving Njamal 

representatives. 

• Heritage sites demarcated in 

accordance with Significant Site 

Demarcation Standard and 

Procedure. 

• Agreed access plan to allow for 

essential purposes (e.g. environmental 

monitoring, site assessments). 

Visual inspection of 

heritage sites 

(involving Njamal 

representatives) 

Six monthly during 

construction, 

operations and during 

first year post-closure 

Annual reporting as 

required under 

Compliance 

Assessment Plan 

(CAP) 
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EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key impacts and risks:  

• Unauthorised access to heritage site(s)  

• Indirect impacts to heritage site(s) associated with surface water, dust 

• Impacts to any unrecorded sites 

• Impacts to Njamal’s access to country – specifically heritage sites or areas of the land used for customary purposes 

• Impacts to environmental values of cultural significance 

Minimise indirect 

impacts to heritage 

sites 

• Site-specific avoidance buffers 

defined for each site of medium to 

high significance (to be confirmed in 

consultation with Njamal). 

• Review and refinement of final 

infrastructure footprint to maximise 

buffer distances from key sites. 

• Appropriate surface water drainage 

design to prevent impact to heritage 

site/s. 

• Implementation of Dust Management 

Procedure, including use of water 

trucks in active mine areas (e.g., haul 

roads, ROM). 

Visual inspection of 

heritage sites 

(involving Njamal 

representatives) 

Six monthly during 

construction, 

operations and during 

first year post-closure 

Annual reporting as 

required under 

Compliance 

Assessment Plan 

(CAP) 

No impact to newly 

identified objects or 

sites of cultural 

significance during 

ground disturbance 

• In the event that a previously 

unrecorded item of heritage interest is 

identified during construction or 

operations, ground disturbance will 

cease and the item of interest will be 

left in-situ until such time that the area 

can be appropriately assessed 

Opportunistic 

observations by all 

personnel involved 

in ground 

disturbance 

activities 

Ongoing during 

construction and 

operations (during 

ground disturbance 

activities) 

Annual reporting as 

required under 

Compliance 

Assessment Plan 

(CAP) 
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EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key impacts and risks:  

• Unauthorised access to heritage site(s)  

• Indirect impacts to heritage site(s) associated with surface water, dust 

• Impacts to any unrecorded sites 

• Impacts to Njamal’s access to country – specifically heritage sites or areas of the land used for customary purposes 

• Impacts to environmental values of cultural significance 

No significant impact 

to downstream surface 

water quality (turbidity) 

as a result of the 

Proposal 

• Run-off from waste rock dumps 

controlled via appropriate design to 

contain internal runoff and control 

turbidity. 

• Rehabilitation of waste landforms at 

closure to ensure they are stable and 

non-polluting. 

To be addressed in Water Management Plan and Mine Closure Plan 

Minimise impacts to 

downstream creeklines 

from dewater 

discharge 

• Pit dewater discharge managed 

between three creeks to minimise 

peak flow rates. 

• Discharge locations will be 

constructed with scour and erosion 

protection. 

To be addressed in Water Management Plan 

Minimise impact to 

vegetation adjacent to 

creeklines resulting from 

dewater discharge 

• Pit dewater discharge managed 

between three creeks to minimise 

peak flow rates to avoid significant 

changes in riparian vegetation cover 

or health. 

To be addressed in Water Management Plan 

Minimise amenity 

impacts from dust 

emissions 

• Implementation of Dust Management 

Procedure, including use of water 

trucks in active mine areas (e.g., haul 

roads, ROM). 

Visual assessments 

at all operational 

clearing, mining, 

processing, 

dumping or haul 

operations 

Ongoing during 

operations (daylight 

hours) 

Annual reporting as 

required under 

Compliance 

Assessment Plan 

(CAP) 
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EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key impacts and risks:  

• Unauthorised access to heritage site(s)  

• Indirect impacts to heritage site(s) associated with surface water, dust 

• Impacts to any unrecorded sites 

• Impacts to Njamal’s access to country – specifically heritage sites or areas of the land used for customary purposes 

• Impacts to environmental values of cultural significance 

Minimise visual impact 

associated with waste 

rock dumps 

• Progressive rehabilitation. 

• Prioritised use of topsoil. 
To be addressed in Mine Closure Plan 

Maintain Njamal 

access to country 

• Provide for ongoing and safe access 

during construction and operations 

within the Development Envelope 

through: 

o Involvement of Njamal people in 

flora, fauna and water monitoring. 

o Involvement of Njamal people in 

heritage site monitoring. 

o Creation of additional access 

tracks, or maintenance of existing 

tracks at closure, to specific 

heritage sites, as required. 

Ongoing 

consultation with 

Njamal 

 

Review of Njamal 

involvement in 

monitoring 

programmes 

Annually during 

construction, 

operations and five 

years post-closure 

Reporting at MALC 

meetings 

Minimise loss of cultural 

knowledge  

• Facilitate an ethnobotanical survey at 

McPhee Creek to allow senior Njamal 

people to teach younger Njamal 

people about plant identification and 

cultural uses.  

Review of CHMP 

Prior to construction 

 

Reporting at MALC 

meetings 

• Support of annual Njamal ‘back to 

country’ trips in other areas of Njamal 

country to assist with cultural 

transmission and enable older Njamal 

and young members to visit country 

Annually during 

construction and 

operations 

Reporting at MALC 

meetings 
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EPA factor and objective: Social Surroundings, ‘To protect social surroundings from significant harm’ 

Objective: Minimise impacts to Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key environmental values: Heritage Sites and Cultural Associations 

Key impacts and risks:  

• Unauthorised access to heritage site(s)  

• Indirect impacts to heritage site(s) associated with surface water, dust 

• Impacts to any unrecorded sites 

• Impacts to Njamal’s access to country – specifically heritage sites or areas of the land used for customary purposes 

• Impacts to environmental values of cultural significance 

Minimise risk of ongoing 

impact to terrestrial 

fauna post-closure from 

poor pit lake water 

quality 

• Investigate feasibility of creating 

alternative surface water features 

(e.g. dams) adjacent to pits to 

provide alternative water sources. 

To be addressed in Mine Closure Plan 

Maximise use of local 

flora species in 

rehabilitation, including 

bush tucker/medicinal 

species. 

• Facilitate an ethnobotanical survey at 

McPhee Creek to identify flora species 

of cultural value. 

Review of CHMP 
Prior to construction 

 

Reporting at MALC 

meetings 

• Seed collection within Development 

Envelope prior to/during construction 

and operations for use in rehabilitation 

(including Njamal representatives). 

To be addressed in Mine Closure Plan 
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6 CHMP Review Process 

Atlas will add additional details on the proposed protection and management of cultural and 

related environmental values prior to Proposal implementation. 

An initial review of the CHMP will occur once the Proposal has received final environmental (EP Act, 

EPBC Act) and heritage (AHA) approvals to ensure all approval conditions and commitments are 

captured in operational procedures.  

The CHMP will then be reviewed every 12 months as part of the annual CHMP review process. 

Further amendments to the CHMP will also be made, as required, to address the requirements of the 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill 2021 (when passed into law), which was introduced into the Western 

Australian Parliament on 17 November 2021.  This CHMP will represent an ACH Management Plan as 

listed under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill 2021. 

All reviews will consider: 

• Outcomes of stakeholder consultation, including MALC meetings. 

• Outcomes of monitoring programs and any incident reports. 

• Threshold/trigger criteria and threshold/trigger level actions. 

Each revision of the CHMP will be provided to Njamal for comment. 
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