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Disclaimers and Warnings 

The analysis and recommendations contained within this report are based on information made 

available at the time of its preparation. The author takes no responsibility for omissions and/or 

inconsistencies that may result from information becoming available after the report’s completion. 

This report does not constitute legal advice. 

There are references made to deceased Aboriginal people in this report. 

 

Author 

Aaron Rayner BSc, MSc, Dip Man. is the former Chief Heritage Officer and Deputy Director 

General at the Department of Aboriginal Affairs in Western Australia. In these roles Aaron was 

responsible for managing the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 and its regulations and for providing 

advice to executive government, Aboriginal organisations and industry proponents. For five years 

Aaron was a member of the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee, the statutory body that 

provides advice to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs on all Aboriginal heritage matters. Aaron was 

educated at the London School of Economics and is an experienced ethnographer and cultural 

heritage specialist with significant experience working with Aboriginal people in Western Australia. 

 

Glossary of Terms 

ACMC    Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee 

AH Act    Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 

AHIS    Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System 

BGL    Bellevue Gold Ltd. 

DPLH    Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage 

Minister   Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the Hon. Ben Wyatt MLA 

Notice    Notice under s18 

NT Act    Native Title Act 1993 (Cth.) 

Register   Register of Aboriginal Sites 

s18    Section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 (WA) 

TAC    Tjiwarl Aboriginal Corporation RNTBC 
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Executive Summary 

This report presents the outcomes of a consultation exercise facilitated by Bellevue Gold Ltd 

(BGL) with a group of Aboriginal people comprising cultural knowledge holders including Tjiwarl 

native title holders and senior men initiated into Western Desert law known as wati (Consultation 

Party) who have a deep connection to this country. The consultation was held at the various 

areas within a recently registered Aboriginal heritage site, the Violet Range ID 22277 (the “site”). 

The site intersects several mining tenements owned by Bellevue Gold Ltd including tenements 

that comprise the proposed Bellevue Gold Mine (the Project).  

The purpose of the consultation was to better understand the specific cultural heritage values 

relating to the whole of the site and more accurately map these values in relation to the project, 

and to hear feedback from the Consultation Party if BGL’s proposed land uses would cause any 

impacts to the Violet Range, either directly or indirectly. This consultation followed one that was 

undertaken in October 2020 for the mining project more generally. At this time, the site was not a 

registered and was not raised at the time by the Aboriginal participants as an area of cultural 

concern or indeed as an Aboriginal site. Its subsequent registration has been met with disbelief 

by the cultural knowledge holders for the country with one commenting that “it’s like chucking dirt 

in the face of the old people”1. 

Prior to the field-based consultation, the author undertook a desktop assessment of all the 

available anthropological evidence and heritage survey information relating to the Violet Range. 

This included relevant information held on the Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System (AHIS) and in 

the author’s own collection of Aboriginal heritage reports. A review of this material found that the 

proposition of the Violet Range being a single Aboriginal site of importance and special 

significance in Aboriginal custom and tradition has been highly contested since it was first raised 

in 1991 by Mr Peter Muir, a non-Aboriginal person. In his report2 Muir does not provide detail 

about the mythology associated with the site but is cited in a later report (Moore & Pope, 1991) 

saying that it is on the path of the Tjinkunya Tjila 3 myth, contrary to the established path recorded 

by Liberman in 1976.  

Macintyre and Dobson (1998) and Glendenning (2004), after consulting with Muir’s family, also 

reported that the Violet Range is a mythological site, and no impacts to land are permitted within 

100m and 200m respectively of it. No details were provided by either of these authors about the 

reported mythology or traditions associated with the Violet Ranges in accordance with Aboriginal 

tradition. The site was not mapped on the AHIS until 2012 – see Attachment One. The DPLH 

site file does not provide any cultural logic for the boundary of the site or why it is mapped as it 

has been. The DPLH site file shows that the Violet Range was mapped by an officer of the 

 
1 Geraldine Hogarth during interview 21 November 2021  
2 Ethnographic Report on the Cultural Significance of the Barr-Smith and Violet Ranges 1990-91 from the files of 
the Ngalia Heritage Research Council – March 1991 
3 Two Snake Dragonfly man story associated with the creation of Lake Miranda and other sacred sites in the region 
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department using their best endeavors. The mapping has never been verified by a cultural 

knowledge holder. The site informants are listed as Wutha native title claimants. 

The field-based consultation was undertaken between 20 and 22 November 2021. Prior to visiting 

the site, the Consultation Party spent one day collectively evaluating all the written material 

relating to the Violet Range, including the survey reports. This involved group discussions 

considering what the ‘old people’4 had said about the Violet Range during the surveys and the 

cultural credentials of all those involved. On 21 and 22 November the Consultation Party visited 

several different locations within the AHIS mapped boundary of the site in areas within the BGL 

tenement M36/24 (see Attachment Two). 

The Consultation Party unequivocally and unanimously concluded that the Violet Range ‘site’ is 

merely a geographical reference point and not a culturally significant Aboriginal site and label 

Muir’s account of the path of the Tjinkunya Tjila myth as ill-informed and deliberate. They said 

that Muir was in a fight with Dominion Mining at the time who were tyring to develop the 

Yakabindie mine and recorded the Violet Range as a single site in an attempt to prevent the mine 

obtaining regulatory approval. 

 This view is consistent with the findings of anthropological field work undertaken by O’Connor 

(1992) and Clarke (2002) who interviewed prominent Aboriginal loremen (wati) including Mr Tony 

Green, Mr Paddy Walker and Dusty Stevens5, who all refuted Muir’s claim that the Violet Range 

is in anyway associated with the Tjinkunya Tjila mythology. Mr Colin Peterson was living and 

working at Yandal Station in the 1970s and said that he was with the old people who spent several 

months with Dr Ken Liberman telling him all about the Tjinkunya Tjila myth. He remembers 

travelling with Liberman’s survey party as they followed the path of the myth that Liberman 

recorded (see Attachment Three). Mr Peterson was unequivocal that Muir was wrong and had 

no cultural authority to change the path of this important story to include the Violet Range. He 

said that “you can’t change the Dreamtime stories; it doesn’t change”. 

The Consulted Party concluded that the Violet Range is an area where several important 

Aboriginal heritage sites are located but is not in itself a single place of importance and special 

significance in accordance with Aboriginal tradition. It was noted that there is no Aboriginal name 

for the Violet Range, indicating the lack of reverence attributed to it. The culturally significant sites 

that the Consultation Party spoke are areas located in, or close to, the Violet Ranges including: 

• Mount Harris (Tjumangka Nyinara site ID 1256) in the western part of the range.  

• Ballan-Ballan (unregistered site) west of the Violet Ranges, which relate to a number of 

small hill and rises, running approximately north-south. These small rises or hills are said 

to be women sitting down with their piles of belongings. 

• A men’s only site in the foothills of the south eastern extent of the range, and 

 
4 This is a term used to describe well respected Aboriginal people who are deceased 
5 All of these men are deceased 
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• Jones Creek (Ngulu Wari Wuri) site ID 1252 about 5kms to the north and breakaways 

extending to the north of Jones Creek. 

The Consultation Party considered the AHIS mapping of the site and said that it was incorrect. 

The Violet Range as geographical reference point starts north of the haul road and finishes about 

5kms before Jones Creek in the north, and is not located on M36/24 (see Attachment Two). 

The author notes that there are only two heritage survey reports listed on the AHIS for the Violet 

Range site. These are reports by Macintyre and Dobson (1998) and Glendenning (2004) who 

both claim, without providing any supporting evidence per the requirements of section 39 of the 

AH Act, that the Violet Range is a mythological site. The AHIS does not include the reports by 

O’Connor (1992) and Clarke (2002) that provide anthropological evidence to refute it, including 

the seminal work by Liberman (1976). It may be that in performing their assessment of the Violet 

Range the ACMC only considered the Macintyre and Dobson (1998) and Glendenning (2004) 

heritage survey reports and did not have the benefit of the compelling contrary view. 

Also, the ACMC did not have the views of the Consultation Party which are: 

The Violet Range is 

• not an Aboriginal site of importance and special significance in accordance with Aboriginal 

tradition. It is a site fabricated by Mr Peter Muir n his attempt to prevent Dominion Mining 

from developing their mine at Yakabindie in the early 1990s 

• a cultural and geographical reference point. It is not associated with the Tjinkunya Tjila 

myth 

• mapped incorrectly on the AHIS 

Recommendations 

It is recommended that Bellevue Gold Ltd: 

1. Note the findings of this report 

2. Note that the site informants for the Violet Range are members of a different native title claim 

group 

3. Note the robust feedback from the Tjiwarl elders and senior wati rejecting the claims made by 

Mr Peter Muir about the Violet Range being a site of special significance in Aboriginal 

traditions 

4. Provide additional information to the Registrar of Sites by way of written submissions alerting 

the ACMC to the compelling evidence regarding the Violet Range site registration, and seek 

a reassessment of the site and reconsideration of the Register entry 

5. Note that according to the Consultation Party the Violet Range is a geographical feature and 

cultural reference point that hosts several Aboriginal sites that are important and significant in 

accordance with Aboriginal tradition 

6. Note that the Violet Range as a cultural reference point begins at the northern boundary of 

M36/24 
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7. Continues to avoid the Violet Range site ID 22277 as mapped on the AHIS until such time as 

the ACMC considers the new information 

8. Note that the Consultation Party does not attribute any significance at all to the very small hills 

or rises in M36/24 and are not opposed to any form of land use that intersects them 

Introduction 

BGL is scheduled to commence construction in the next few months of the supporting 

infrastructure to recommence gold mining operations at the historic Bellevue Gold Mine located 

approximately 45km NE of Leinster in the Goldfields region of Western Australia. For the past 

three years BGL has conducted a large-scale exploration program of drilling to define several 

resource bodies in the project area. All BGL’s exploration work has been carried out on a site 

avoidance basis. 

BGL’s project is within the Tjiwarl native title determined areas (WAD228/2011, WAD302/2015)6. 

TAC holds the native title on trust for the Tjiwarl People and CDNTS continues to provide legal 

representation to TAC. For several years BGL and TAC (directly or through CDNTS) have been 

trying to negotiate a suitable Heritage and Native Title Compensation Agreement that regulates 

access, land use and heritage protection within BGL’s tenements. However, the parties are yet to 

enter an agreement.  

BGL submitted a section 18 notice to use land for the purpose of recommencing mining at the 

Bellevue Gold Mine. The section 18 was considered by the ACMC an its March and April 2021 

meetings. During this process the ACMC considered historical information about both registered 

and unregistered sites that have been reported as intersecting, or potentially intersecting the 

section 18 land. In considering the information about the Violet Range site ID 22277 the ACMC 

assessed the site as being one to which section 5(b) of the AH Act applies. The definition of 

section 5(b) is any sacred, ritual or ceremonial site, which is of importance and special significance 

to persons of Aboriginal descent. Following the ACMC’s assessment the Registrar of Sites 

updated the Register to include the Violet Range as a registered site.  

BGL was not notified of the entry of the Violet Range into the Register. It became known during 

a routine search of the AHIS by the author in October 2021. 

BGL’s section 18 notice was developed in consultation with Tjiwarl native title holders and senior 

wati to ensure that all Aboriginal sites that are important and significant in Aboriginal tradition are 

avoided by the construction of the mine. The area of the Violet Range was not identified as an 

Aboriginal site during this consultation process.  

The site is within the project area and BGL has responded to the registration by redesigning its 

land use footprint to avoid the mapped boundary of the site. This has meant that the proposed 

mine camp which is due to be constructed imminently has had to be moved. The camp was 

 
6 Keith Narrier & Ors and State of Western Australia & Ors AND Edwin John Beaman & Ors and State of Western 
Australia 
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proposed to be located on an already disturbed area of land that hosted the old mining camp that 

was demolished in the 1990s. 

BGL requested the author undertake further consultation with relevant Aboriginal people to 

understand the importance and significance of the Violet Range and whether the proposed mine 

construction and ongoing gold mining operations would cause any direct or indirect impacts to 

the site and the options for managing or mitigating them. 

Previous land use and ground disturbance with the Violet Range 

For the purpose of this section of the report the Violet Range is taken to mean the area described 

on the AHIS – see figure 1. This area takes in the old settlements of Kathleen Valley, Sir Samuel 

and the Yakabindie Mine. 

 
Figure 1. AHIS Map of the Violet Range Site ID 22277 

Mining activity has been undertaken in the area since at least 1897 with the first reported gold 

discoveries. Following the initial discoveries, a goldrush developed rapidly as fortune seeking gold 

miners began flooding into the goldfields in a matter of months. By 1900, several mines were in 

operation in the Jones Creek catchment, and prospectors operated informal workings across the 

whole area. To service the rapidly growing population, the township of Kathleen Valley was 

gazetted in 1900 (the township later become known simply as Kathleen), and by 1902 contained 
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two hotels, a butcher, a shop, and a cemetery. Within the town was the Yellow Aster mine. At 

some point, after surface gold had run dry, Kathleen was abandoned and exists now as ruins, 

partially filled in shafts and an extensive scatter of historical debris dating to the early part of the 

1900s. 

Surrounding the ruins of Kathleen are several large mine pits that remain open but are not 

currently operating. The various infrastructural elements for these mine sites are still in place, 

including tailings, access tracks, fences and water holding facilities. 

The Kathleen settlement is located approximately 10km north of the Sir Samuel settlement and 

Bellevue Gold mine, which commenced operations at the same time. The Kathleen and Sir 

Samuel settlements serviced the goldrush populations and appear to have maintained close 

connections, as the hotels, shops and butchers appear to have been owned and operated by the 

same people. 

Kathleen, and the nearby mine pits, are located on the former alignment of the Goldfields 

Highway, which before upgrade works in the 1990s followed a course several hundred metres to 

the east of its current alignment. The old highway alignment is still clearly visible and accessible, 

as are the original culverts, signposts, and easements. The old and new alignments diverge 

immediately north of the road into Yakabindie Station homestead, and do not reconnect again 

until well past Jones Creek to the north. Following the highway upgrade and realignment, other 

services were installed including high voltage power lines, optic cabling, and gas pipes. 

Regulatory Framework 

State Aboriginal heritage legislation  

The AH Act is currently the primary legislation for protecting all Aboriginal heritage sites of 

significance in Western Australia whether they are registered or not, whether they are known or 

unknown. The State Government introduced the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill 2021 into the 

State Parliament in November 2021 seeking to replace the AH Act with modern legislation. At the 

time of writing this report the Bill is awaiting debate in the Legislative Council before passing into 

law following assent and a lengthy transitional period. The new laws are anticipated to be 

operational from 1 January 2023. 

 

Section 5 defines the places the AH 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 
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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 ACMC as an advisory body to the Minister.  

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 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 defence 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. 

 

Tjiwarl Country and the Native Title Holders 

The Violet Range site is located within the Tjiwarl native title determination area7. 

The Tjiwarl native title claim was determined on 1 April 2017, with the outcome that native title 

was found to exist within the entire determination area. Tjiwarl country is approximately 12,900km 

sq in size. The town of Leinster is in the south of the determination area.  

The Federal Court determined that the Tjiwarl People have non-exclusive rights to: 

(a) access, remain in and use that part; 

(b) access, take and use the resources of that part for any purpose; 

(c) engage in spiritual and cultural activities in that part; 

(d) maintain and protect places of significance on that part; and 

(e) receive a portion of any traditional resources (not including minerals or petroleum) taken from 

land or waters by Aboriginal people who are also governed by Western Desert traditional laws 

and customs. 

 

 
7 Keith Narrier & Ors and State of Western Australia & Ors AND Edwin John Beaman & Ors and State of Western 
Australia WCD2017/001 
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The Tjiwarl society is defined as a particular group by virtue of a proven traditional connection to 

their land. The Tjiwarl People regard themselves as being the custodians of their land. As with all 

Aboriginal people, the Tjiwarl story is in the land.  The Tjiwarl have a responsibility that is 

prescribed in their law and culture to actively care for the country including its biodiversity, which 

is filled with material and cultural symbols, significant places, and in consideration of all living 

entities. Tjiwarl people have a profound spiritual connection to the country and their law and 

religious beliefs are intertwined with it, the people and creation, and this forms Tjiwarl culture and 

sovereignty. 

For the Tjiwarl People, the land is one living entity which they have a responsibility for. The health 

of land is central to culture. The land is respected and accords the Tjiwarl a responsibility to care 

for it. If one part of the land is impacted, it has a flow on effect to other interrelated parts. 

Cultural Knowledge Holders  

The two Tjiwarl native title claims (WAD228/2011, WAD302/2015) were determined by the 

Federal Court on 27 April 2017. In her decision Justice Mortimer accepted that the Tjiwarl people 

practise Western Desert laws and customs and confirmed that the Tjiwarl society is a subset of a 

wider Western Desert society [810]. This means that they share a body of traditions with other 

Western Desert groups such as Birriliburu and Martu. They acknowledge shared beliefs, rituals 

and ceremonies. 

 

In a very general sense, once an Aboriginal man is initiated into Western Desert law, he becomes 

a wati and through age and experience of practising and teaching the laws, customs and 

traditions, he becomes a senior wati. Mr. Timmy Patterson, a senior wati, supplied a witness 

statement that was tendered as an exhibit during the Tjiwarl native title hearing. Mr. Patterson is 

a native title holder under the Gingirana, Birriliburu, Martu and Wiluna determinations and not 

Tjiwarl. His evidence in the native title claim was accepted because of his standing as a Wati 

[271]. Indeed, Justice Mortimer decided that as a senior wati his evidence had ‘particular weight’ 

[545] in the proceedings, even though he is not a Tjiwarl native title holder. 

 

During the native title determination ceremony Mr. Colin Petersen, a senior wati and native title 

holder under the Martu determination (Petersen v Western Australia [2013] FCA 518), led a dance 

to celebrate the determination. Mr Petersen was able to do this on Tjiwarl country because of his 

cultural authority as a senior wati. Mr Petersen has guided many of the Tjiwarl men through the 

lore and initiation practice. 

 

The report by Macintyre Dobson & Associates undertaken for Homestake Gold of Australia Ltd in 

April 2000 for the Bellevue South Prospects provides a good summary of who has the rights and 

responsibility to talk about sites in the BGL Project area. The survey participants were senior 

Tjiwarl and wati including Mr Paddy Walker, Mr Danny Harris, Mr Tony Green, Mr Dusty Stevens 

and Mr Richard Narrier. Ms Adeline Hennessy also participated. The survey team are reported 

as confirming that Lake Miranda is part of the Tjila Kutjarra Jukurrpa, which was also known about 

by Aboriginal people living Jigalong, Wiluna, Warburton and Ayers Rock. These survey 
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participants said that, “this area belongs to them too and they know the story and song for this 

place”8. 

 

It is therefore evident that senior wati, whether they are a Tjiwarl native title holder or not, have 

knowledge and authority to speak about areas of cultural importance as they relate to Western 

Desert laws and customs. This is not at odds or in conflict with the native title rights of the Tjiwarl 

people. The native title legal framework provides for the application of cultural law. 

 

Consultation Methodology  

The preparation of this consultation report has been informed by the following activities:  

1. Archival research and desktop analysis of existing cultural heritage information  

2. Selection of the Consultation Party 

3. Analysis and discussion of the written information about the Violet Range by the 

Consultation Party 

4. On-country consultation at different areas within the Violet Range site  

5. Circulation of this report to the Consultation Party prior to its finalization  

The author undertook the archival research which involved examination of the AHIS, open access 

sites files, survey reports held both on the AHIS and BGL’s own archive, reference to the Tjiwarl 

native title determination.  

A separate consultation was conducted with a Tjiwarl elder who was as a young man living at the 

Sir Samuel and Kathleen Valley areas. 

Selection of Consultation Party  

TAC continue to decline to participate in the consultation or to nominate Tjiwarl members for 

heritage consultation with BGL because BGL is not prepared to re-enter the Tjiwarl Negotiation 

Protocol. BGL entered the TNP for a period of more than 12 months, but no heritage surveys 

were undertaken despite numerous requests from BGL. As a result BGL stepped outside of the 

TNP and directly engaged with knowledge holders and senior wati with direct knowledge of the 

country and traditions. During his time BGL has conducted nine surveys to inform land uses. TAC 

has been invited to participate on each occasion.  

The Consultation Party was selected following consideration of a range of source materials that 

directly relate to the Project area including: 

• The Wanmulla Social History Project (1998) 

• Previous Aboriginal heritage survey reports  

• A transcript of native title evidence recorded for the Tjiwarl On Country Hearing – July 

2015 

 
8 Macintyre Dobson 2000:5 
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• The Native Title Determination Judgment dated 16 December 2016 

• Affidavit evidence submitted by Tjiwarl members for National Native Title Tribunal (NNTT) 

Proceedings and ACMC assessments 

• Section 9 and 10 applications under the ATSIPH Act and responsive submissions 

 

It is evident that the Tjiwarl native title holders have the cultural authority and knowledge to speak 

for any area on Tjiwarl country. The Federal Court has recognised this in the native title claim 

decision. Senior men initiated into Western Desert law who do not identify as a member of the 

native title holding group also have customary rights to speak about sites of significance under 

that body of traditions. These men are known as the Wati. They are senior Aboriginal lore men 

who are regarded by the native title holders as ‘caretakers’ of Western Desert stories and sites.  

 

These men have a responsibility for the maintenance of country and ensuring that cultural laws 

and traditions are maintained across the Western Desert including in Tjiwarl determined lands. 

Ms Colleen Berry is acknowledged by TAC and the broader community as having customary 

rights to speak for the country around the BGL project area including the Violet Range. Ms Berry 

was consulted about the composition of the Consultation Party and provided her advice. The 

following Consultation Party members were invited to attend: 

Knowledge Holders (also Tjiwarl Native Title Holders) 

• Ms Colleen Berry – Tjiwarl Elder and Member of TAC. Ms Berry is a former Director of 

TAC. She is a member of the Narrier Family and lives in Leonora. Her knowledge of the 

land has been passed down to her from her grandmother. Ms Berry is acknowledged in 

the native title evidence submitted by CDNTS and by TAC as having cultural responsibility 

and authority to speak for the area around the Violet Range. Ms Berry has provided 

affidavit evidence to the NNTT and DPLH in various statutory decision-making processes 

that affect land and sites within and in proximity to this area. 

 

• Ms Geraldine Hogarth (Redmond) – Tjiwarl Elder and Member of TAC. Ms Hogarth has 

customary knowledge to speak for this area. 

 

• Ms Luxie Hogarth (Redmond) – Tjiwarl Elder and Member of TAC. Ms Redmond is the 

mother of Ms Hogarth. Ms Hogarth has recently registered sites in the Kathleen Valley 

near to Mount Harris and is widely acknowledged to have customary knowledge.  

 

• Charis Abdullah – is a Tjiwarl native title holder and member of TAC. She is the niece of 

Ms Colleen Berry. 

 

• Mr Wayne Abdullah – is a Tjiwarl native title holder. Mr Abdullah is the son of Ms Colleen 

Berry and he organized the Consultation Party. 

 

• Ms Evelyn Peterson – is a native title holder and the granddaughter of Mr Colin Peterson. 

Ms Peterson lives in Leonora and learnt her cultural knowledge from growing up with the 
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old people. She is familiar and has a good understanding of cultural sites in the Sir Samuel 

and Kathleen Valley areas. 

 

• Mr Dennis Simmons – is a native title holder and member of TAC. Mr Simmons is an 

initiated man from Leonora. 

 

• Mr Joshua Abdullah - is a native title holder and member of TAC. Mr Abdullah is an initiated 

man from Leonora who was taken through the law by Mr Colin Peterson. 

Wati 

• Mr Colin Peterson (senior wati) – Mr Peterson is a highly regarded senior Aboriginal 

loreman in the Western Desert. He is the cultural caretaker of the lore in the Tjiwarl 

determination area and has in depth understanding of the Aboriginal sites in the broader 

region. Mr Petersen practiced the lore with the Narriers and was with the old people when 

Dr Ken Liberman conducted his anthropological inquiries during the 1970s. 

 

 
Photo 1. Some members of the Survey Team pictured at Lake Miranda 
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Aboriginal Heritage Surveys  

The area of the Violet Range has been heavily surveyed for the presence of Aboriginal sites 

usually to inform land use activities such as exploration, mining, and infrastructure installation. 

The AHIS incorrectly lists only two Aboriginal heritage survey reports for the Violet Range - 

Macintyre and Dobson (1998) and Glendenning (2004). A search of the AHIS for the area over 

the Violet Range confirms the area has been subject to over 13 different ethnographic and 

archaeological surveys. Of these reports, nine are directly relevant to this assessment and are 

detailed in Table 1. 

Table 1. 

Title Author & Year AHIS ID 

A Survey for Aboriginal Sites  

Yeelirrie Uranium Project (updated in 1978) 

 

Ken Liberman, Aboriginal 

Site Department, Western 

Australian Museum 1976 

 

103369 

Ethnographic Report of the Cultural Significance 

of the Barr-Smith and Violet Ranges 1990-1991 

 

Peter Muir, Ngalia Heritage 

Research Council 1991 

Not listed 

Ethnographic Survey of Yakabindie Nickel 

Project 

Philip Moore and Jemma. 

Pope 1991 

 

Not Listed 

Report on a meeting between Aboriginal 

custodians of the Yakabindie Area and 

representatives of Dominion Mining Ltd with 

relevant background information 

 

Rory O’Connor 1991 18038 

The Wanmulla People Social History Project 

 

Daniel de Gand & 

Catherine Wohlan 1998 

 

Not listed 

Report on an Ethnographic Survey for Aboriginal 

Sites at the Kathleen Valley – Cosmos Project 

Area, North of Leinster  

 

Macintyre Dobson & 

Associates Pty Ltd 1998 

21734 

Cosmos and Kathleen Valley Project Area: 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Survey 

 

Martinick McNulty Pty Ltd 

1998 

21735 

Supplement to the Anthropological Assessment 

of the Yakabindie Project Area and its 

Surroundings 

 

Dr. Philip Clarke 2002 Not listed 

A Report of an Ethnographic Survey of the 

proposed development of the Anomaly 1 open pit 

Wayne Glendenning 2004 21270 
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and exploration drilling program at Cosmos 

South, near Leinster 

 

 

 

A Survey for Aboriginal Sites by Ken Liberman 1976 

Liberman undertook a significant exercise in participant observation with Aboriginal men living in 

Leonora, Meekatharra, Cue and Wiluna as part of an environmental impact study for the proposed 

Yeelerrie Uranium Project. Liberman conducted most of his interviewing in language of the 

Western Desert people, noting that his fluency was less than the informants. The focus of 

Liberman’s study was on sacred sites. By “site” he referred to ritual and mythological location and 

not to location of exclusively archaeological interest such as painting or artefacts. He noted9 that 

sites are located at watering places, caves, remarkably shaped rocks, outstanding terrestrial 

features such as a hill or gorge, unique outcrops of rock and so forth. 

Liberman recorded the predominate Dreaming Track, or Yiwara, in the region was that of the Two 

Carpet Snake Ancestors10. The dominant landscape features are explained by the combined 

mythological accounts of the Tjinkunya (Dragonfly) and Tjila (Carpet Snakes) Ancestors. The two 

Carpet Snake Ancestors fled the Tjinkunya and on their journey from Weebo and created many 

topographical features by their actions including Lake Miranda and the red sand dune in the lake 

- Yulkapa. Liberman noted that the Carpet Snake is associated with water, and they had great 

difficulty making long journeys over hot dry grounds, so their presence at a water hole is a strong 

indication that the water is permanent’11. 

Although all sites connected through the Dreaming are to a degree revered, through his interviews 

with Aboriginal people Liberman found that there were two focal points in the Tjikunya Tijila 

Dreaming: Tjiwarl (Logan Spring) and Weebo12. He also noted areas of secondary importance 

included Wakalra (Palm Well), Tjurlpu (Mail Change Well), Ngalpiri (Henry’s Bore) and Tjampu 

(Townsend Bore) – all water sources. Liberman claimed some of the Tjikunya Tijila post-

circumcision initiation ceremonies continued at Henry’s Bore and Townsend Bore up until the 

1940s13. None of these cultural sites or the Tjikunya Tijila Dreaming Track recorded by Liberman, 

of primary or secondary importance, are located within Violet Range (see Attachment Three).  

Ethnographic Report of the Cultural Significance of the Barr-Smith and Violet Ranges 

1990-1991 by Peter Muir 

Mr Muir is a non-indigenous man married to Mrs Dolly Muir (Walker) an Aboriginal woman and 

they had three children together. He lived in Leonora and ran the Ngalia Heritage Research 

 
9 Liberman 1976:35 
10 Liberman (1977:7-8) 
11 Native Title evidence [550] GET THE REPORT REF 
12 Liberman (1976:48). 
13 Liberman 1976:49 
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Council (NHRC), which was set up at the time of the Yakabindie dispute in October 1990. The 

NHRC is today run by Mr Muir’s eldest son Kado Muir. The NHRC committee was made up of: 

1. Mr Peter Muir, a non-Aboriginal person 

2. Mrs Dolly Walker, Mr Muir’s Aboriginal wife 

3. Mr Kado Muir, Mr Muir’s own son 

4. Ms Deeva Arulandi, Mr Kado Muir’s wife, non-Aboriginal 

5. Mrs Dolly Jackman 

6. Mr Willy Hill 

7. Mrs Mary Hill 

The activities of the NHRC are to be caried out in the following areas: 

• East of Lake Carnegie 

• Lake Wells Area 

• Carnarvon Ranges 

• Lake Nabberu 

• Leonora 

• Leinster 

• Ilgarrie Creek 

 

The proposition that the Violet Range is important and significant because of its connection to the 

Tjikunya Tijila Dreaming was not identified until Mr Muir’s account in 1991. In his report he claimed 

that the whole area covered by the Barr Smith Ranges and Violet Range are “as much the holy 

place of these aborigines, as Mecca is to the Muslims, or Vatican City is to Roman Catholics”. 

Muir’s assertion was repeated in the work of Moore and Pope (1991) who were commissioned by 

Dominion Mining Ltd to inform a section 18 notice to commence Nickel mining at Yakabindie. 

Moore and Pope interviewed members of the NHRC including Muir who asserted that only the 

main outline of the song line for the Tjinkunya Tjila myth have been made public because 

Liberman’s informants did not want to disclose all of it.  

The Moore and Pope report goes on to conclude that the Tjinkunya Tjila myth in fact runs through 

the Dominion mining lease and includes the Violet Range and Jones Creek, which is a substantial 

deviation to the Dreaming Track recorded by Liberman. 

However, Muir’s 10-page report focusses almost entirely on the cultural values of the Barr-Smith 

Range and Jones Creek. He notes that there are several sites relating to the Tjinkunya Tjila myth 

within the area of the Violet Range. One of the sites are represented by peaks and hills along the 

Violet Range14. He also raised concerns about the impact of mining on the birds and wildlife. 

Muir’s account is a departure from that of Liberman’s seminal work in 1976. 

Report on an Ethnographic Survey for Aboriginal Sites at the Kathleen Valley by Macintyre 

Dobson & Associates Pty Ltd 1998 

 
14 Page 9 
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This survey was commissioned by Jubilee Gold Mines Cosmos Project. The purpose was to 

ensure that the proposed exploration works avoids ethnographic sites of importance. The 

anthropologist discloses that he did not evaluate any of the sites identified in the course of the 

survey, nor make any assessment as to their cultural, ceremonial, or mythological significance. 

Yet the report identifies the Violet Range as a site but no information whatsoever is provided 

about the site. A recommendation is made to Jubliee Gold Mines not to use land within 100m 

from the base of the hills.  

A Report of an Ethnographic Survey of the proposed development of the Anomaly 1 open 

pit and exploration drilling program at Cosmos South by Wayne Glendenning 2004 

This survey was commissioned to inform an exploration drilling program at the Cosmos Project. 

Glendenning consulted with a very large group of Aboriginal people including people that have no 

known connection to the area. The Wutha group members said that 200m either side of the range 

was an extremely important Aboriginal site. They did not elaborate on this or say it was the Violet 

Range. It is the Wutha Group who are listed by the DPLH as the ‘main informants’ for the site – 

see Figure 2. below. 

 
Figure 2. DPLH Site Recording File Extract 

 

Three other groups, the Koara native title group, the Harris and Evans Families, did not mention 

the Violet Ranges was an important site. Glendenning also consulted with NHRC. Peter Muir 

confirmed the Violet Range is important to local Aboriginal people as the Barr-Smith Ranges to 
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the west are. He said the waste dump should be located away from the range if possible but if not 

then it should be no closer than the water pipeline is. 

Glendenning recommended that the area within 200m of the Violet Range is considered to be of 

mythological significance. He does not explain why. He certainly does not provide any information 

that would enable an assessment using the mandatory criteria for site assessment found at 

section 39 of the AH Act.  

Report on a meeting between Aboriginal custodians of the Yakabindie Area and 

representatives of Dominion Mining Ltd by Rory O’Connor 1991 

O’Connor provides a very detailed report citing two previous surveys, including the participation 

of Peter Muir, and the outcomes of consultation with senior Aboriginal people in response to Muir’s 

alternative account of the Tjinkunya Tjila myth. The report was commissioned by Dominion 

Mining. 

 
Photo 2. O’Connor’s Consultation at Jones Creek 1991: Paddy Walker, Scott Lewis, Ted Tullock, Jack James, 

Mary Lewis  

 

Mr O’Connor consulted senior Aboriginal men including Mr Jack James who advised O’Connor 

that “late last year, it might have ben November or December Peter Muir rang me up at home. He 

wanted me to say there were sacred sites on the Jones Creek. He wanted me to support him. I 

told him it was the first I’d heard about sacred sites on the Jones Creek, that there were none 
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there. That is all open country in there. When he heard this Peter Muir hung up. He hasn’t 

contacted me since”15. 

O’Connor’s consultation party of 10 senior Aboriginal people confirmed the original Dreaming 

Track and locations of sites. He reported the Aboriginal people being very angry at Mr Muir making 

up sacred sites and changing the story and pathway of the Tjinkunya Tjila Myth.16  

 

The Wanmulla People Social History Project by Daniel de Gand and Catherine Wohlan 1998 

This report details the outcomes of an extensive social history project with Aboriginal people with 

a strong cultural connection with the Sir Samuel and Kathleen Valley areas. People such as Mr 

Tony Green who was born in Kathleen Valley and Mr Creamy Allison born at Sir Samuel (in 

tenement M36/24) both participated. 

His document is a comprehensive recording of Aboriginal sites covering an area of some 200km 

in length. A highly detailed analysis is provided about sites in the Kathleen Valley and Sir Samuel 

areas. No reference is made at all about the Violet Range being a site of cultural significance. 

Individual sites within the Violet Range are recorded.  

Cosmos and Kathleen Valley Project Area: Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Survey by 

Martinick McNulty Pty Ltd 1998 

The Aboriginal people in the survey stated that the Kathleen Valley Project area contained no 

sites of cultural significance to Aboriginal people. The report states that the Violet Range, and 

especially the Barr-Smith Ranges, support important sites which are of cultural significance. It 

records the Violet Range as hosting important sites and not being a single site of Aboriginal 

importance and special significance.  

The Aboriginal people approve an extensive exploration drill program along the eastern extent of 

the range. 

Anthropological Assessment of the Yakabindie Project Area and its Surroundings by Dr 

Philip Clarke 2002 

Clarke’s brief was to resolve the issues raised in the Moore & Pope Report (1991) and reach a 

conclusion about the ethnographic landscape of the Yakabindie area, including Violet Range. Dr 

Clarke conducted ethnographic consultations with relevant Aboriginal elders and senior law men 

and reviewed the corpus of anthropological evidence. The key conclusions of his report are: 

• Confirmation of the pre-1990 ethnographic literature and confirm that there are no 

significant ethnographic sites in the Yakabindie area17 (including the Violet Range) 

 
15 O’Connor 1991:24 
16 O’Connor 1991:24 
17 Clarke 2002:15 
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• The post 1990 recorded “sites” are not culturally significant and appear to be of recent 

origin and associated with a group who have secondary interests in the area18 

• The significant ethnographic sites associated with the Dragon Fly/Carpet Snake Dreaming 

(Tjinkunya Tjila Myth) were identified in the course of the consultations and their location 

outside of the area confirmed.  

 

 

  

 
18 Ibid pages 14 and 15 
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Outcomes of Consultation  

The field-based consultation commenced following a considered review of the above literature by 

the Consultation Party. The first stop was on the haul road that runs east-west along the boundary 

of M36/24 and is owned by Western Areas. The haul road pictured below bisects the Violet Range 

as mapped on the AHIS.   

 
Photo 2. Haul Road  

 

The senior members of the Consultation Party described how they feel let down by the 

government decision making processes. Ms Hogarth asked how it was possible that the ACMC 

could assess the Violet Range as a sacred site. She said that it is no more sacred than the haul 

road. She said that she was offended that the ACMC took the word of a white man (Mr Muir) over 

that of her old people like Mr Green, Mr Narrier and Mr Stevens, it’s like chucking dirt in the face 

of the old people. It’s not right, why do they accept this nonsense? 

Mr Peterson said that the Violet Range is a place where people travelled through, where the old 

people camped. That place is not significant. He said that Tjumangka Nyinara (Mount Harris) is a 

cultural place and confirmed the location of a site on the eastern side of the range. Mr Peterson 

confirmed that he took Mr Muir’s son, Kado Muir through the Aboriginal law at Jigalong. He taught 

him about the traditions and customs of the area and that he did not teach him about the Violet 

Range because it is not important in Aboriginal tradition. Mr Peterson confirmed that there are no 

songs, stories or other customs or rituals associated with the Violet Range. He confirmed that 

there is no name for the Violet Range. 
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Mr Peterson discussed some of the regional Dreaming Tracks (Yiwarra) surrounding the Violet 

Range. These relate to Karlaya (Emu, sites near Meekatharra), Papa (Dingo, east – west tracks 

between Lake Way and Meekatharra), Martuwayira (Kangaroo Rat, sites north west of Wakalra, 

Palm Well), Marlu (Red Kangaroo), Piyarku (Galah, sites north of Lake Carnegie) and Tjankulpa 

(Ants, sites south west of Yeelirrie).  

Ms Berry expressed her concern that the ACMC had concluded the whole range is a single site 

of importance and special significance while at the same time the agree to destroy real areas of 

significance around the State through section 18. I feel sorry for those old people who are still not 

listened too, she said. How can the ACMC not consider what those old people said about the 

Violet Range? No one I know would say that Violet Range is an Aboriginal site. It’s silly that they 

agree with Peter Muir, a non-Aboriginal man. 

The Consultation Party moved to different vantage points within the mapped boundary of the site 

in M36/24. A stop was made at the northern boundary of M36/24. Ms Berry and Ms Hogarth said 

that this is where the Violet Range starts and pointed to Mount Harris in the distance (see 

Attachment Two). 

 

There are several rises or small hills in the tenement south of the haul road and the Consultation 

Party stopped and discussed these hills. The feedback was these hills are not part of the Violet 

Range. The confirmed their earlier feedback provided during the consultation for the mine 

planning in October 2020 that there are no sites in this area of M36/24. Ms Berry said it was 

ridiculous that BGL were having to move their mining camp because of the registration of the site. 

She was concerned that BGL would now have to unnecessarily clear new areas of land. 
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Photo 3. View from Haul Road at small rise in Tenement M36/24 

Mr Peterson said that he has already told BGL where the important sites in this country are 

located. He repeated that Lake Miranda, Yulkapa (red sand dune in the lake), the Old Lore 

Ground, are on BGL’s tenements and are all associated with the Tjinkunya Tjila myth. These are 

the important places that Bellevue must not impact, he said. 

Mr Peterson said that he travelled with Liberman and the old people to record the sites along the 

Tjinkuna Tjila story line. He said that Muir’s account in 1991 was made up. He said you can’t 

change the Dreamtime time stories; it doesn’t change. 

Discussion  

On the evidence Peter Muir’s claim in his 1991 report19 that the whole area covered by the Violet 

Range is “as much the holy place of these aborigines, as Mecca is to the Muslims, or Vatican City 

is to Roman Catholics” is not credible. Muir elaborates on this in Moore & Pope (1991) where he 

proposes a completely different route of the Tjinkunya Tjila myth tracking through the Violet Range 

and through the Yakabindie Nickel Mine proposed by Dominion Mining. He also reports scores of 

new sites associated with the Dreaming, sites never recorded by the many previous 

anthropological studies in the region. 

 
19 Muir 1991:8 
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Muir statement was discussed with elders who participated in both O’Connor’s study (1992) and 

Clarkes (2002). All of the elders who were consulted separately confirmed that Muir was wrong. 

Many said that he had deliberately made stories up20, which the author infers that he was opposed 

to the project proceeding and was trying to find leverage to stop Dominion building their mine.  

The elders in the O’Connor and Clarke studies reiterated that Muir was wrong and that the 

Tjinkuna Tjila story does not extend from Lake Miranda along the Violet Range, but instead 

passes through Yakabindie Claypan to Mail Change Well. This concurs with previous 

ethnographic work in the area – most notably Liberman (1976), who records the myth showing 

the Dragon Fly (Tjinkunya) pursuing the Two Carpet Snakes past Agnew, through Leinster Downs 

Station and Yakabindie Station to an encounter at Feather Waterhole (shown as Mail Change 

Well on Attachment Three). The snakes took fright and moved northwards rapidly. 

The area of the Violet Range was not marked on Liberman’s map21 nor did any of his site 

informants mention the area when providing him with the detailed account of the Tjinkunya Tjila 

myth. 

There are serious inconsistencies and irregularities in the Moore and Pope report and the 

alternative Tjinkunya Tjila Dreaming account recorded in it. Radical change would not be 

expected in Dreaming narrative and the number of location of associated sites, particularly 

change resulting in the concurrent existence of two very different versions of the same Dreaming. 

The main proponent of the alternative Tjinkunya Tjila myth is Peter Muir, who is not of Aboriginal 

descent. His views should be discounted in favour of the views expressed by more senior people 

such as Mr Green, Mr Narrier and Mr Stevens. 

There is also he contradiction of this allegedly culturally significant zone (Violet Range) being 

relatively close to another area earlier cleared of ethnographic sites by one of the authors of the 

Moore and Pope report. In April 1990, Philip Moore conducted an ethnographic survey of Giralia 

Prospect, whilst other worked on the archaeological survey. The Giralia Prospect is along the 

Wiluna Agnew Road north of Yakabindie Station Homestead opposite the Violet Range. Moore 

documented previously known mythological and ceremonial sites but recommended that the 

development of the Giralia tenement should be ‘permitted as doing so represents no threat to any 

known places of significance for Aboriginal people’22. The report concludes that there were no 

mythological or ceremonial sites within a radius of 5 kilometres from the Giralia Prospect, which 

includes the Violet Range. 

Further, since Muir’s recording in 1991 Aboriginal people have cleared mining work programs 

within the Violet Range without mentioning the existence of it. It is incongruous that Aboriginal 

people would consent to exploration and mining in an area described by Muir as being like a 

“Mecca”, if it were, as they did in 1998 during a survey with Martinick McNulty.  

 
20 O’Connor 1994:24 
21 See Attachment Three 
22 Veth et al (1990) 
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It should be noted that the DPLH has not received any complaints from Aboriginal people about 

mining companies like BGL and others operating in the vast Violet Range area alleging impacts 

to this ‘site’. BGL has been carrying out exploration activities in it’s tenements for three years 

without complaint despite large numbers of traditional owners and the TAC observing these 

works. If the site were as important as Muir claims, as holy as Mecca to the Muslims, then surely 

complaints to the regulator would be made by Aboriginal people or their representative bodies 

such as TAC or CDNTS.  

The review of the DPLH records indicates that the only material before the ACMC when they 

assessed the Violet Range using the mandatory criteria at section 39 of the AH Act were the 

reports from Macintyre and Dobson (1998) and Glendenning (2004). These are the only two 

heritage survey reports listed on the AHIS – see Figure 3 below. If this is the case then the ACMC 

should be requested to consider all of the available information including the origins of the 

proposition that the Violet Range is of special significance to Aboriginal people (Muir:1991) and 

the counter evidence (Liberman:1976, O’Connor:1991, Clarke:2022). 

 
Figure 3. Heritage Survey Reports listed for Violet Range site ID 22277 

 

Conclusion 

Liberman recorded the Tjinkunya Tjila Dreaming in detail, based on his extensive fieldwork data 

complied in the 1970s. There are a number of other record accounts of the Tjinkunya Tjila 

Dreaming. Some variation between recordings of myth will occur, although it would be expected 

that the main mythological sites and the general course of the Dreaming track (Yiwarra) would 

not vary that much. The other recorded version by Muir in Moore and Pope (1991) varies 

significantly from the account recorded by Liberman. Only the version described by Moore and 

Pope impinges upon the Violet Range. 
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The DPLH Site Register did not have any registered ethnographic sites within the Violet Range 

prior to 1991, but it did record the existence of places associated with the Tjinkunya Tjila 

Dreaming. Nevertheless, in 1991 Moore and Pope, informed by Muir, introduced a previously 

unrecorded version of the mythology to explain the existence of previously unrecorded 

ethnographic sites. This version of the Tjinkunya Tjila Dreaming had a major deviation that took 

in the Violet Range for the first time. The alternative Dreaming account and the associated sites 

are not supported by the previously existing literature and are inconsistent with the landscape 

itself. 

The author considers there are serious inconsistences and irregularities in the Moore and Pope 

report and the alternative Dreaming recorded in it. This is further enforced by the contemporary 

views of the Consultation Group from Mr Colin Peterson who participated as a young man in the 

Liberman work with the old people and the elders in the Consultation Group who knew all the 

participants in the surveys since 1990, most of whom have passed away. 

The Consultation Party were unequivocal in their assessment that Muir was incorrect about the 

Violet Range. They point out that there are sites within or near the Violet Range that are important 

and significant but the whole of the range is not a single Aboriginal site. They say that the Violet 

Range is a geographical reference point and that it begins north of M36/24. Notwithstanding these 

comments and the compelling evidence against the whole of the range being a site of special 

significance in accordance with Aboriginal custom and tradition, BGL should continue to avoid the 

site until the ACMC has had an opportunity to consider this additional information. 

The reports by Macintyre Dobson (1998) and Glendenning (2004) refer to consultation with Muir 

about the Violet Range. Both reports perpetuate the incorrect assertion that the Violet Range is a 

mythological site. No evidence is provided for it, and it is inferred by the author that the claims are 

made relying on Muir’s alternate and discredited account of the Tjinkunya Tjila Dreaming Track 

that goes through the Violet Range. There are clearly sites of significance within the Violet Range, 

but they are discreet and separate from the range itself. 

On the evidence from the work of Liberman (1976), O’Connor (1991), Clarke (2002), and the 

views of the Consultation Party, the ACMC should reconsider their recent evaluation of the Violet 

Range.  

  



 

27 
 

Recommendations 

It is recommended that Bellevue Gold Ltd: 

1. Note the findings of this report 

2. Note that the site informants for the Violet Range are members of a different native title 

claim group 

3. Note the robust feedback from the Tjiwarl elders and senior wati rejecting the claims made 

by Mr Peter Muir about the Violet Range being a site of special significance in Aboriginal 

traditions 

4. Provide additional information to the Registrar of Sites by way of written submissions 

alerting the ACMC to the compelling evidence regarding the Violet Range site registration, 

and seek a reassessment of the site and reconsideration of the Register entry 

5. Note that according to the Consultation Party the Violet Range is a geographical feature 

and cultural reference point that hosts several Aboriginal sites that are important and 

significant in accordance with Aboriginal tradition 

6. Note that the Violet Range as a cultural reference point begins at the northern boundary 

of M36/24 

7. Continues to avoid the Violet Range site ID 22277 as mapped on the AHIS until such time 

as the ACMC considers the new information 

8. Note that the Consultation Party does not attribute any significance at all to the very small 

hills or rises in M36/24 and are not opposed to any form of land use that intersects them 



 

 

Attachment One – DPLH Mapping of Violet Range ID 22277

  



 

 

Attachment Two – Consultation Locations within Violet Range 

 



 

 

Attachment Three – Liberman Dreaming Track and Sites 

 



 

 

Attachment Four – Survey Map Violet Range 
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