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Executive Summary

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd were commissioned by Idemitsu Boggabri Coal to prepare an 
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment for a 75W Modification application to modify 
various components of the Boggabri Coal Project Approval (PA 09_0182) (the 
Modification).  The Modification application seeks approval for the following:

Adjustment of the project boundary to include existing and proposed 
infrastructure; 

Additional activities within the current project boundary.  

The details of each element of the Modification are detailed in Table 1. The 
components of the Modification have been assessed with representatives of the 
Boggabri Coal Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) associated with the Boggabri 
Expansion Project (BCEP). Field inspections were undertaken for components of the 
Modification that entail ground disturbance.  Existing infrastructure was not 
inspected.

The recommendations of this report have been developed in conjunction with RAPs 
as per discussions in the field, and at two meetings. Information regarding the 
Modification report have been made available to all RAPs and discussed with RAPs 
at meetings on the 16th October and the 18th November, 2014.  An additional meeting 
was held with Gomeroi Traditional Custodians, several members of which are RAPs, 
on the 17th November 2014. On the 19th November, 2014 a letter was sent to those 
RAPs who had not attended a meeting or made comment on the previous 
information requesting a response by the 28th November, 2014 and offering any 
further information required.

The assessment finds that the management of the two sites (BC52 & BC37) located 
within the modified project boundary, along with the area of potential unstratified 
archaeological subsurface deposit which is likely to be a continuation of BC42, can 
be carried out in accordance with the current CHMP methodology.  

The review of the salvage methodology within the CHMP has been raised in writing 
and at three community forums, and is considered to be working effectively as no 
potential modifications have been raised by the RAPs.  Where the revised project 
boundary incorporates additional land, the additional area would be managed by 
incorporation into the CHMP boundary and the application of the policies and 
procedures prescribed in the CHMP to any areas of proposed disturbance. The
methodology of the CHMP would include inspection, avoid disturbance where 
possible, and where not possible – collection, sub-surface assessment and grader 
scrapes where appropriate (never to extend beyond boundaries of proposed 
disturbance).  Sites to remain in-situ will be fenced to protect them from inadvertent 
impact in the course of construction activities. Discovery of unknown sites, or 
possible human remains would be subject to Section 4.3 and 4.4 of the CHMP.  
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Location & Objectives
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd was commissioned by Idemitsu Boggabri Coal to conduct an 
indigenous archaeological and cultural heritage assessment to accompany a 
submission for a 75W Modification (4) to the approved Boggabri Coal Project.  The
Modification is required to allow for adjustments to the project boundary to include 
existing infrastructure, now managed by Boggabri Coal and proposed additional 
infrastructure necessary for the ongoing operation of the project.  

A number of the elements of the Modification are approved under PA 09_0182; 
however the actual footprint of the infrastructure components have changed from the 
conceptual layouts presented in the BCEP Environmental Assessment (Hansen 
Bailey 2010). The Project Boundary is located within the boundaries of the Narrabri 
Shire Council Local Government Area.

The aims of the investigation were to assess whether the proposed boundary 
modification will include additional Aboriginal sites that will require mitigation / 
management.  It is proposed that sites within the revised boundary be managed in 
accordance with the BCEP Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP).  Mitigation 
measures were then developed for any identified sites or areas of potential 
subsurface archaeological deposits (PAD).

1.2 Aboriginal Community Consultation
Idemitsu Boggabri Coal maintains a Register of Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) 
established during the course of the BCEP assessment process and a subsequent 
2011 Modification to the Boggabri Coal DA36/88. The RAPs are consulted regarding 
the progress of the BCEP and Boggabri Coal activities, by means of the Aboriginal 
Stakeholder Consultation Forums held quarterly.  The forum invitations are sent to 
the 31 RAPs on the project, it is also common for other community members to 
attend.  In addition meetings are regularly held with the Gomeroi Traditional 
Custodians, whom are updated with all aspects of the project.

The locations of most of the Modification elements have been assessed by 
inspection or discussed in the field, by RAPs drawn from a roster. The following 
consultation has occurred to date:

1. A meeting invitation that included a list of the elements of the 75W application 
was sent to all the Boggabri Coal RAPs on the 10th October, 2014.  

2. The meeting was held on the 16th October, 2014.  
3. Additional information, a request for information regarding cultural values, and 

the methodology for the management of those values, in addition to the 
meeting minutes, were sent to all the RAPs for comment on the 23rd October, 
2014.  An invitation to the ASCF on the 18th November, 2014 was included. 

4. A meeting was held with the Gomeroi Traditional Custodians on the 17th

November 2014.  Three of the Elders of this group are also RAPs. 
5. An ASCF was held in Gunnedah on the 18th November, 2014.
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6. On the 19th November, 2014 a letter was sent to those RAPs who had not 
attended a meeting or made comment on the previous information requesting 
a response by the 28th November, 2014 and offering any further information 
required.

For further details on Community Consultation refer to Appendices C - F. 

1.3 Relevant Legislation
The National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act)
The NPW Act (section 90) provides statutory protection for all material evidence of
Aboriginal occupation of NSW. Aboriginal places which are areas of cultural 
significance to the Aboriginal community, are also protected by the NPW Act 1974
(section 84) that states:

The Minister may declare lands to be ‘protected archaeological areas’ to
preserve Aboriginal places and objects; and

It is an offence to disturb or destroy an Aboriginal object or declared Aboriginal 
place without first obtaining written consent from the Director of National Parks 
and Wildlife Service NSW.

Part 6 of the NPW Act provides specific protection for Aboriginal objects and 
declared Aboriginal places by establishing offences of harm. Harm is defined to 
mean destroying, defacing, damaging or moving an object from the land. The NPW 
Act establishes a number of offences and penalties that apply to harm to an 
Aboriginal object. There are a number of defences and exemptions to the offence of
harming an Aboriginal object or place, one of them being that under Section 75U of 
the EP&A Act, which provides that an AHIP is not required for projects approved 
under Part 3A of the EP&A Act.

The Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act)

The BCEP was approved under Part 3A of the EP&A Act in 2012.  

The Part 3A section of the Act provided for the assessment of State Significant 
Projects and subsequent variations to those approvals are assessed by the 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure (DoPI) under 75W Modifications.  
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2 Proposed Activities   

Activities that entail ground disturbance (the expansion of the sediment dams and the 
rejects haul road) have been subject to due diligence assessments as per Section 
5.1.2.1 Due Diligence Inspection in the CHMP.  Inspection was carried out by Angela 
Besant (archaeologist) and representatives of the BCEP RAPs.  No sites have been 
impacted under this process.  One new site was located in the process, which will not 
be impacted. The due diligence reports associated with items relevant to the 
Modification can be seen in Appendix D.

The Modification requires the adjustment of the project boundary to include 
numerous essential infrastructure items.  The majority of items are located within the 
existing project boundary (items 4 to 11) are located in areas that have been cleared 
of archaeological sites, in accordance with the CHMP.  

Other proposed infrastructure (item 11), are located within the project boundary and 
do not require ground disturbance.  Items 4, 5 and 6 will involve ground disturbance 
within the area covered by the CHMP. The ROM Haul Road will impact on BC37 a 
tree with a historic modification.  This tree is listed in the CHMP (Table 2, p 25 & 
Table D4, p104) as a tree that will be retained. 

The expansion of sediment dam 12 will impact on an Aboriginal modified tree BC 52.  
BC 52 is noted as a tree that may require relocation in Table 3 (p26) of the CHMP.  It 
is also listed as a site for relocation in Table D4 (p104) in the CHMP.  The salvage 
process outlined in the CHMP would be applied.  There is subsurface potential for 
un-stratified sub-surface material in these areas that will be managed in accordance 
with the CHMP methodology.

Elements of the Modification (item 1, 2 & 3) are pre-existing infrastructure that has 
come under Boggabri Coal management in recent times and no ground disturbance 
is involved in their management.  

Refer to Figure 1 and Table 1 (overleaf) to identify the elements of the Modification 
and their locations.  
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2.1 Site Inspection Details
Proposed activities within the project boundary are located in areas that have been 
cleared of Aboriginal sites, or will be subject to the site management methodology as 
per the CHMP.

Site inspections were performed where activities are located outside areas cleared of 
cultural heritage sites under the CHMP, although these areas would have been 
subject to survey as part of the 2005 or 2009 assessment process.  These 
assessments have been included in Appendix B.  

Figures 2 and 3 above show the proposed Modification project boundary along with 
any sites recently identified or existing, which are in proximity to the proposed works. 
The site impact status of each of the sites is also shown. 

2.1.1 Item 1 

BCT
This location comprises existing infrastructure and no ground disturbance is required.  
No inspection was considered necessary. 

2.1.2 Item 2  

11kV Daisymede Bore and Access Track  

This item is existing infrastructure.  The bore and access track have been historically 
used for agricultural purposes.

2.1.3 Item 3 

11 kV and 132 kV Power Line Service Tracks and Pads

These locations were inspected as part of the due diligence process in 2013.  No 
sites were located.  Works were signed off under the due diligence process in 
accordance with Section 5.1.2.1 of the CHMP.  The infrastructure is now existing. 

Underground Power Line East of Bifurcation

This location was inspected as part of the 11Kv power line due diligence process in 
accordance with Section 5.1.2.1 of the CHMP.   

Inclusion of Borrow pits.  

The southern side of the borrow pits have been inspected numerous times during 
2013 salvage works – no sites located. 

2.1.4 Item 4   

Rom and Rejects Road and drainage 

This area is located within the CHMP and has been subject to a recent pre clearing 
inspection with a RCLALC RAP.  
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No artefacts were located.  The site BC 37 (historic modified tree) will be impacted by 
this activity.  This site is listed in the CHMP as being retained, and managed in 
accordance with the CHMP if necessary (Table 2, p25 & Table D4, p104). A 
Statement of Heritage Impact for BC 37 can be seen in Section 3 below.  

The development of the road will be managed in accordance with the CHMP.

2.1.5 Items 5 & 6  

Sediment Dam 3 and Sediment Dam 12

These areas were inspected under due diligence with RCLALC (refer to Appendix B).
A new site (NV80) was located north of sediment dam 12 (Plate 1). A total of 8 
artefacts in three loci points were found around the head of an eroding gully 
(Appendix B). This site will not be impacted by the expansion of the sediment dam 
and will be managed as per the CHMP. 
  
The expansion of sediment dam 12 will impact on an area that is likely to have 
subsurface material being an extension of BC 42.  The excavation of BC42 resulted 
in 52 artefacts retrieved from the current footprint of sediment dam 12.  In addition 
the site BC 52 – an Aboriginal modified tree would also require removal and storage 
as per the CHMP (Section 5.3.3). The site is included in the CHMP as a site that may 
require salvage if impact cannot be avoided (Table 3 p26). 

Figure 4 shows the area of potential sub-surface artefacts in un-stratified deposits (in 
blue) that would be managed in accordance with the CHMP.

Plate 1 Location of NV 80
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2.1.6 Items 7 to 9 

These items are all located within areas that have been archaeologically cleared in 
accordance with the CHMP. 

2.1.7 Item 10  

Project Boundary 

The fencing of the project boundary will be managed in accordance with the CHMP. 

2.1.8 Item 11  

Additional fuel storage 

The use of additional portable fuel storage will not have any archaeological 
implications.  
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3 Statement of Heritage Impact
The Modification will impact on one historic modified tree which is noted in the CHMP 
as a site that will be retained.  The tree BC 37 (20-4-0130) is a survey marker for Lot 
30, Parish of Leard, County Nandewar. 

There are two scars on the tree (front and back) one of which has the arrow and ‘30’ 
on it (Plate 2) indicating the tree marks the alignment of the Lot 30 boundary.  Lot 30 
was created between 1882 and 1893 (based on parish maps) therefore the survey 
marker dates to this period (Figures 5 – 7).

The survey mark on the tree will be salvaged and curated by Boggabri Coal, and 
relocated on site at the property “Nagero”. The salvage will involve an archival 
recording and photographic record in-situ prior to salvage.  The process for the 
removal of survey points, in accordance with the Surveyor Generals Direction 11 will 
be followed.  

The survey mark is considered an item of works, and as it is of low local significance, 
as the item is not considered rare in a regional context.  The Part 3A approval ‘turns 
off’ any requirement for Heritage Office approval, and the salvage would be carried
out in accordance with the CHMP.

Should any potential elements of European heritage be encountered in the process 
of the construction works proposed for the Modification, work will cease in that area 
and the site will be referred to an archaeologist for assessment as per the 
procedures of the approved CHMP.  
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Figure 5 1882 Parish Map with approximate survey marker location

Figure 6 1893 Parish Map – creation of Lot 30
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Figure 7 1910 Parish Map with approximate survey mark location. 

Plate 2 Survey mark BC 37
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4 Scientific Values & Significance Assessment  

4.1 Significance Criteria
The basic processes of assessing significance for items of heritage are outlined by 
The Australian ICOMOS Charter for the Conservation of Places of Cultural 
Significance: the Burra Charter (amended 1999) and its associated Guidelines.  Sites 
may be significant according to several criteria, including scientific or archaeological 
significance, significance to Aboriginal people, aesthetic value, the degree to which a 
site is representative of archaeological and/or cultural type, and value as an 
educational resource.  In New South Wales the nature of significance relates to 
historic, aesthetic, social, scientific, cultural or educational criteria and sites are also 
assessed on the degree to which they exhibit rare or representative characteristics of 
their type, or whether they exhibit historic or cultural connections.

Scientific Significance
In order to determine scientific significance it is necessary to first place sites within a 
local and regional context.  This process enables the assessment of any individual 
site in terms of merit against other sites of similar nature within similar contexts.  

Public Significance
The sites are assessed in terms of their educational value, to enhance community 
knowledge and appreciation of cultural heritage.  

Cultural Significance
Generally, all sites are of significance to the Aboriginal people. Cultural significance 
can only be determined by Aboriginal people. The registered Aboriginal parties for 
the project will be determining the cultural significance of the identified sites. 

Representative Significance 
Site significance is rated low, medium and high.  The significance of individual sites is 
determined by factors such as representativeness, rarity, and the sites potential to 
add scientific data to what is known about past human occupation of the Australian 
continent.  Conservation outcomes are determined by comparison of a site’s qualities 
with known sites in the region that have been protected. 

4.2 Scientific Significance Assessment & Management 
Recommendations  

4.2.1 Scientific Significance Assessment 
The sites located outside the current project boundary are located in disturbed 
contexts, resulting from farm tracks and years of ploughing and grazing. In all cases 
the proposed development is confined to previously disturbed areas such as 
drainage channels, access roads or heavily disturbed paddocks.  
The sites located within the proposed Modification project boundary are considered 
of low scientific significance and the information which they provide for the 
archaeological context of the area is unlikely to be enhanced by subsurface deposits.  
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4.2.2 Cultural Significance 
The cultural significance of the sites should be advised by the Registered Aboriginal 
Parties and community members.

Information regarding the 75W application has been provided to all RAPS for 
comment.  A meeting was held on the 16th October 2014 to discuss the application.  
Additional information, a request for information regarding cultural values and 
meeting minutes were then sent to all RAPS for comment (23rd October 2014). 

A meeting was held with the Gomeroi Traditional Custodians on the 17th November, 
2014.  A request was made for a site visit to the general area to help members 
understand the location. The site inspection was carried out on the 28th November,
2014.  GTC undertook to provide feedback on the 1st of December, 2014 however no 
feedback has been received to date.  Any feedback will be forwarded to the 
Department on receipt.  

A concern was expressed regarding the potential for the proposed works to impact 
on Megafauna remains, by the GTC at the meeting on the 17th November, 2014.  
Insite Heritage prepared a response to the potential for impact and provided copies 
to the GTC group attending the site tour on the 28th November, 2014. The content of 
the information provided is included in section 5.1 below. 

An ASCF was held on the 18th November, 2014 to which all RAPs were invited.  The 
RAPs that attended the meeting did not raise any other cultural values (other than 
site inspection findings).  

The final date for the submission of comments was the 28th November, 2014.  No 
responses have been received to date (2nd December, 2014).  All comments received 
will be forwarded to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure. 

4.3 Historic Heritage – Significance Assessment
BC37 is a historic survey marked tree that shows the Boundary of Lot 30.  The site 
type is relatively common in the local area and as is of the following significance:
  

Scientific significance – the survey mark is a good example of traditional 
survey practice. It is considered to be of local scientific significance.  
Public Significance – as a clear example of the traditional survey method, 
the survey mark should be recorded in-situ prior to salvage. It is considered to 
be of local public significance.  
Cultural Significance – the survey mark is relevant to the development of 
the contemporary cultural landscape of the area and the process of local 
development.  It is considered to be of local cultural significance.  
Representative Significance – the survey marker is a representative 
example of its type.  It is considered to be of local representative significance.

Overall the survey marker is of local significance.
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5 Discussion 
During the community consultation process a concern was expressed regarding the 
potential for the proposed works to impact on Megafauna remains. This concern has 
been addressed in the discussion below.   

5.1 Megafauna

The term Megafauna generally refers to a group of animals which evolved following 
the extinction of the dinosaurs. This group of animals consisted of mammals, birds, 
and reptiles with a body mass of over 40 kilograms. Megafauna were most populous 
and widespread during the Quaternary Period (2.5 million years ago – Present) 
(Museum Victoria).  
As with much of the present day native flora and fauna found within Australia, the 
Megafauna which existed in Australia was unique. Examples of the types of 
Megafauna endemic to Australia include the Genyornis (large flightless bird); the
Procoptodon (giant, short-faced kangaroo); the Diprotodon (giant marsupial which 
resembled a wombat); and the Pallimnarchus (giant freshwater crocodile) (Museum 
Victoria; Queensland Museum).   
While the Megafauna listed above are now extinct, examples of Megafauna such as 
the Red Kangaroo, Saltwater Crocodile, and the Emu are still present within 
Australian ecosystems (Museum Victoria; Queensland Museum).   
Megafauna numbers began to decline shortly before the Last Glacial Maximum 
(LGM) (26,500- 12,000 years BP) (Mulvaney & Kamminga, 1999: 124). The largest of 
the Megafauna were the first to disappear, in an extinction event which has been 
described as “a mosaic of individual events in different parts of the continent over 
may thousands of years, continuing until recent prehistoric times” (Mulvaney & 
Kamminga, 1999: 122). The extinction of Australian Megafauna most likely began 
within the semi-arid zones, and continued through to the well watered regions of 
Australia during the mid LGM (Mulvaney & Kamminga, 1999: 124). 
Climate change and human exploitation are two major theories argued to have 
resulted in the extinction of Australian Megafauna. It is unlikely that either theory was 
the sole cause for the extinction of large species of Megafauna.
To date there is little evidence supporting the theory of human induced extinction. 
Very few sites which contain both archaeological deposits and Megafauna remains 
have been located within Australia.  

5.1.1 Megafauna Sites Found Within the Region

Two sites containing evidence of archaeological deposits and Megafauna remains 
have been found within North Western NSW. The sites known as Lime Springs and 
Trinkey are located on the Liverpool Plains, approximately 50 kilometres to the south 
west of Gunnedah, NSW. The Site of Cuddie Springs is located approximately 110 
kilometres to the south east of Brewarrina, NSW. 
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5.1.2 Lime Springs and Trinkey (Tambar Springs)

The Lime Springs and Trinkey archaeological sites are both located within spring fed 
swamps marked by shallow depressions in the landscape. The excavations 
conducted, identified undisturbed stratified deposits which displayed evidence of 
human and Megafauna interaction (Gorecki et al. 1984:117). 
The stratigraphy at both sites is almost identical and consists of the following 
contexts (Wright, 1987):

1. Grey Silt – is an Aeolian dust, measuring up to 0.8m thick. This layer dates to 
6,000 years old. 

2. Black Swamp – is an organic-rich black sandy clay dating from 6,000-c. 
20,000 years old: measuring up to 1.3m thick. 

3. Buff Silt – is an Aeolian dust c. 26,000 years old: measuring up to 0.5m thick. 
The evidence regarding the interaction between humans and Megafauna is found 
within the ‘Black Swamp’ layer. Megafauna including the Sthenurus, Diprotodon, 
Procoptodon, Macropus titan, and Protemnodon have been located during the Lime 
Springs excavations (Gorecki et al. 1984: 118).
The Megafauna remains are distributed throughout the ‘Black Swamp’ layer 
indicating that in this area at least, Megafauna were still present within the ecosystem 
up until c. 6000 BP (Wright, 1987). 

5.1.3 Cuddie Springs
  
The Cuddie Springs Archaeological Site is located within a 2.5 hectare clay pan 
which was once a Paleo-lake floor (Dodson, et al. 1993: 94). As with the Lime 
Springs and Trinkey excavations, the excavations conducted at Cuddie Springs have 
discovered evidence of human and Megafauna interaction. 
The stratigraphy of the Cuddie Springs site is as follows (Dodson, et al. 1993: 94-96):

1. Poorly sorted, crudely bedded gravels and bone within a sandy clay matrix. 
Up to 0.45m below surface. 

2. Thin layer of finely laminated silts. 0.45 – 0.47m below surface. 
3. A sequence of sandy clays and slits, mostly grey to greyish brown. These 

deposits have a massive structure, and are highly cohesive. 0.5 – 2.75m 
below surface. 

4. Uniform, well sorted fine sands. <15% silt and clay. 2.75 – 5m below surface.
While bones were found throughout all layers of the stratigraphy, the overlay of 
archaeological remains such as stone tools and Megafauna remains first appear at 
1.55m below surface and continue through to the surface. Radiocarbon dating 
indicates that the human and Megafauna interaction discovered at Cuddie Springs 
occurred between 30,000 -19,000 years BP (Dodson, et al. 1993: 96). 

5.1.4 Predictive Model

Megafauna remains have been found in a variety of contexts such as sand dunes, 
creek terraces, caves, and swamps. Australian Megafauna remains have to this date 
been found primarily in Cave Sites (rock shelters) and areas which were historically 
once well watered such as the base of springs or Paleo-lakes. 
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Lime Springs and Trinkey are both located within spring fed swamps, approximately 
13 kilometres to the south west of Goran Lake. The site is located within a basin like 
valley which drains into Lake Goran. 
Cuddie Springs is located within a clay pan, on the floor of a Paleo-lake. Aerial 
photographs show the remains of a stream which may have fed the lake in ancient 
times (Dodson, et al. 1993:124).
The landscape contexts associated with Megafauna finds are not consistent with the 
landscape contexts contained within the proposed Modification project boundary.  
The type of works proposed by Boggabri Coal Pty Ltd within the proposed 
Modification area is also considered to be minimal in nature.  In order to locate 
Megafauna / Aboriginal occupation sites, we would need to do an open area 
excavation in an area that is likely to contain remains (that is paleo lake / spring 
areas).  The methodology for salvage – which requires test pits in areas that have 
archaeological potential would be triggered in any location where Megafauna 
remains might be found, as these are the same locations where sub-surface open 
camp sites might be located.

5.2 Aboriginal Cultural Heritage 
The sites which will be impacted during the proposed works are all located in 
disturbed contexts, in heavily farmed areas.  In consultation with the projects RAPs it 
is considered appropriate to manage the sites in accordance with the CHMP, that is 
avoid where possible, fence off where located close to works, or salvage if 
necessary.  Any salvage works would be carried out as per the salvage methodology 
that has been endorsed by most RAPs.

Elements of the 75W application that are located within archaeologically cleared 
areas require no further assessment.  

Existing infrastructure that will be incorporated into the project boundary require no 
further works unless earthworks are proposed. 

All proposed elements of the 75W application that are located within the current 
project boundary will be managed in accordance with the CHMP. One element, the 
expansion of sediment dam 12 will impact on a modified tree (BC 52) that is listed in 
the CHMP for avoidance if possible and salvage if not possible.  

5.3 European Heritage 

The historic survey mark tree is estimated to be circa 1882 to 1893 making it about 
114 years in age.  As an item of local significance the survey mark is not unique or 
rare in the region and many examples are expected to survive in the area.

The survey mark will be salvaged with an archival recording and application of the 
Surveyor Generals Direction 11 process.  Direction 11 outlines the process for impact 
on a survey marker.  As the survey mark appears to be a boundary line marker it is 
likely that notification will be the only requirement.  If the survey mark is a lot corner 
marker that is shown on a Deposited Plan, it may require replacement at a later date.  
Notification to the Surveyor General will determine the outcome. 
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6 Recommendations

It is recommended that if the modified project boundary and activities are approved, 
the CHMP be updated to incorporate the revised project boundary and all sites within 
the boundary be managed in accordance with the CHMP management / salvage / 
conservation policies and processes. 

Table 2 below shows the existing and recently recorded sites located either within the 
proposed Modification project boundary or within close proximity to the proposed 
Modification project boundary. The table also shows the proposed impacts and 
management recommendations for each of the sites.  

  
Table 2 Sites located and 75W Mod impacts and management recommendations

Site Name 75W element Inside / Outside 
existing project 
boundary

Inside / 
Outside 
75W Mod 
Boundary

Content Impact / 
Management 
Recommendations

NV 80 Sed dam area Inside – new site Outside 8 artefacts No impact – remain 
in-situ Protect as 
per CHMP

BC  52 Sed dam 12 Inside Inside Modified 
Tree

Salvage and 
curation.  As per 
modified S 5.3.3 in 
the CHMP 

BC  37 Rejects Haul 
Road 

Inside Inside Historic 
survey 
marked tree

Salvage and 
curation as per S 
5.3.3 in the CHMP 
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Appendix A – AHIMS Search
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Figure 8   AHIMS search – coal loader
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Appendix B – Due Diligence Inspection
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Appendix C – Registered Aboriginal Stakeholder Comments 
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Appendix D – Consultation Log 
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Table 3 Consultation Log 75W

Date Action RAP Organisation Response 

10/10/2014 

Invitation to 
stakeholders to 
attend October 
ASCF on the 
16.10.14 at PCYC 
express post mailed, 
emailed and sms to 
all parties with 
mobiles 

George Sampson 
Cacatua Cultural 
Consultants   

Reg Talbott     

Wayne Griffiths 
Bigundi Biame 
Traditional People   

Aaron Talbott 
Gomilaroi Cultural 
Consultants   

Jane Bender 

Gunida Gunyah 
Aboriginal 
Corporation   

Gloria Foley     
Lloyd Matthews BB Consultants   

Deslee Matthews 
Deslee Talbott 
Consultant   

Gwen Griffen 
Min Min Aboriginal 
Corporation   

Leonard Talbott  

Ngurrambaa 
Gunidjaa Traditional 
Owners   

Toni Comber Red Chief LALC   
Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers   

Steve Talbott  
Gomeroi Namoi 
Traditional Owners   

Michael Long White Cockatoo   
Ronald Long     
Tony & Greg 
Griffiths 

T & G Cultural 
Consultants   

Cindy Foley     
Shannon Draper     

David Horton 
Gomery Cultural 
Consultants   

Brian Draper     
Scott Talbott     

Craig Trindall 
Craig Trindall 
Consulting   

Les Field  LJ Culture    
James Foley     
Veronica Talbott Wunga-Li   
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(Dolly)  Traditional Owners 
Cyril Sampson     
Sonny Fitzroy     
Nathan Slater (NO 
CURRENT CONTACT 
DETAILS)   No current address 
Michael Trindall     
Mr Jason Wilson 
(NO CURRENT 
CONTACT DETAILS)     

Patricia Hands 

Elli Lewis Cultural 
Heritage 
Consultants   

14/10/2014 

Called RAP's to see 
if they could attend 
ASCF on the 
16/10/14 

George Sampson 
Cacatua Cultural 
Consultants No 

Reg Talbott   Yes 

Wayne Griffiths 
Bigundi Biame 
Traditional People Yes 

Aaron Talbott 
Gomilaroi Cultural 
Consultants Phone out of service 

Jane Bender 

Gunida Gunyah 
Aboriginal 
Corporation No 

Gloria Foley   Yes 
Lloyd Matthews BB Consultants No answer 

Deslee Matthews 
Deslee Talbott 
Consultant 

No answer, left 
message 

Gwen Griffen 
Min Min Aboriginal 
Corporation 

Will try to make it, 
but works most of 
the morning.  

Leonard Talbott  

Ngurrambaa 
Gunidjaa Traditional 
Owners No response 

Toni Comber Red Chief LALC 
Dave Horton will be 
attending 

Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers No answer 

Steve Talbott  
Gomeroi Namoi 
Traditional Owners No 

Michael Long White Cockatoo No answer 
Ronald Long   No answer 
Tony & Greg 
Griffiths 

T & G Cultural 
Consultants 

No answer, left 
message 

Cindy Foley   

Will be sending a 
REP. Should be a 
paid meeting 
because it is 
discussing 
Methodology. Will 
contact Chase 
Dingle to discuss.  
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Shannon Draper   
No answer, left 
message 

David Horton 
Gomery Cultural 
Consultants Yes 

Brian Draper   
No answer, left 
message 

Scott Talbott   Yes 

Craig Trindall 
Craig Trindall 
Consulting No 

Les Field  LJ Culture  No 
James Foley   No answer 

Veronica Talbott 
(Dolly)  

Wunga-Li 
Traditional Owners 

No- Notice of 
meeting was too 
short. 
Unacceptable, need 
to give people time 
to get off work/ 
travel. Wants more 
info on 75w mod. 
Will call Angela 
Besant to discuss.  

Cyril Sampson   No answer 
Sonny Fitzroy   Yes 
Nathan Slater (NO 
CURRENT CONTACT 
DETAILS)   Phone out of service 
Michael Trindall   No 
Mr Jason Wilson 
(NO CURRENT 
CONTACT DETAILS)   Phone out of service 

Patricia Hands 

Elli Lewis Cultural 
Heritage 
Consultants No contact details 

16/10/2014 

Dolly Talbot Called 
Angela Besant RE: 
Short notice of ASCF 
16/10/2014 

Veronica Talbott   

Angela apologised 
for the short notice, 
it is an 
extraordinary 
meeting. Discussed 
the 75W 
application, Will 
send her 
information and 
minutes 

16/10/2014 
Extraordinary ASCF 
held Gunnedah 
PCYC  

Attendance sheet 
attached below   

  

23/10/2014 

Mail out further 
information RE: 
75W and request 
for information RE: 

George Sampson 
Cacatua Cultural 
Consultants   

Reg Talbott     
Wayne Griffiths Bigundi Biame   
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any cultural values.  
Minutes from the 
meeting on the 23rd 
October, 2014 also 
mailed out.  
Invitation to the 
next ASCF 18th 
November 2014 and 
agenda also mailed.  

Traditional People 

Aaron Talbott 
Gomilaroi Cultural 
Consultants   

Jane Bender 

Gunida Gunyah 
Aboriginal 
Corporation   

Gloria Foley     
Lloyd Matthews BB Consultants   

Deslee Matthews 
Deslee Talbott 
Consultant   

Gwen Griffen 
Min Min Aboriginal 
Corporation   

Leonard Talbott 
(Email Only) 

Ngurrambaa 
Gunidjaa Traditional 
Owners   

Toni Comber Red Chief LALC   
Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers   

Steve Talbott  
Gomeroi Namoi 
Traditional Owners   

Michael Long White Cockatoo   
Ronald Long     
Tony & Greg 
Griffiths 

T & G Cultural 
Consultants   

Cindy Foley     
Shannon Draper     

David Horton 
Gomery Cultural 
Consultants   

Brian Draper     
Scott Talbott     

Craig Trindall 
Craig Trindall 
Consulting   

Les Field  LJ Culture    
James Foley     
Veronica Talbott 
(Dolly) (Email Only) 

Wunga-Li 
Traditional Owners   

Cyril Sampson     
Sonny Fitzroy     
Nathan Slater (NO 
CURRENT CONTACT 
DETAILS)     
Michael Trindall     
Mr Jason Wilson 
(NO CURRENT 
CONTACT DETAILS)     

Patricia Hands 

Elli Lewis Cultural 
Heritage 
Consultants   

17/11/2014 
Meeting with 
Gomeroi Traditional 

Gomeroi Traditional 
Custodians     
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Custodians held at 
RCLALC  

18/11/2014 
BCPL ASCF held at 
RCLALC 

Attendance sheet 
attached below     

19/11/2014 

Letter was sent to 
those RAPs who had 
not attended a 
meeting or made 
comment on the 
previous 75W Mod 
information 
requesting a 
response by the 
28th November, 
2014 and offering 
any further 
information 
required. emailed to 
those RAPs with 
emails and express 
posted to those 
RAPs who do not 
have emails . 

George Sampson  
Cacatua Cultural 
Consultants   

Aaron Talbott  
Gomilaroi Cultural 
Consultants   

Jane Bender 
(Gunida Gunyah 
Aboriginal 
Corporation) 

Gunida Gunyah 
Aboriginal 
Corporation   

Gloria Foley     
Gwen Griffen (Min 
Min) 

Min Min Aboriginal 
Corporation   

Leonard Talbott  

Ngurrambaa 
Gunidjaa Traditional 
Owners   

Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers   

Steve Talbott  
Gomeroi Namoi 
Traditional Owners   

Michael Long White Cockatoo   
Ronald Long     
Tony & Greg 
Griffiths 

T & G Cultural 
Consultants   

Cindy Foley     
Shannon Draper     
Brian Draper     
Scott Talbott     

Craig Trindall 
Craig Trindall 
Consulting   

Les Field  LJ Culture    
James Foley     
Veronica Talbott 
(Dolly)  

Wunga-Li 
Traditional Owners   

Sonny Fitzroy     
Nathan Slater (NO 
CURRENT CONTACT 
DETAILS)     
Michael Trindall     
Mr Jason Wilson 
(NO CURRENT 
CONTACT DETAILS)     

Patricia Hands 

Elli Lewis Cultural 
Heritage 
Consultants   
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The following RAP's 
were not sent the 
above listed letter 
as they attended 
the Meetings and 
were advised of the 
extension date and 
offered any further 
information they 
required.  

Reg Talbott      

Wayne Griffiths 
Bigundi Biame 
Traditional People   

Lloyd Matthews BB Consultants   

Deslee Matthews 
Deslee Talbott 
Consultant   

Toni Comber  Red Chief LALC   

David Horton 
Gomery Cultural 
Consultants   

Cyril Sampson     
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Appendix E - Letters to RAP’s & Information Supplied to Stakeholders
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Corespondence 10/10/2014 
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Invitation to Extraordinary ASCF Meeting on 16/10/2014 (Mailed/emailed 10/10/2014)
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Copy of Email Invitation to ASCF Meeting 16/10/2014 
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Registered Post Record for ASCF Invitation 16/1/2014

Stakeholder Company 
Registered Post Record 16/10/2014 ASCF invite 
(Mailed 10/10/14) 

George Sampson Cacatua Cultural Consultants 60412898910095 
Reg Talbott Reg Talbott 6041289019099 

Wayne Griffiths 
Bigundi Biame Traditional 
People 60412898908092 

Aaron Talbott Gomilaroi Cultural Consultants 60412898907095 

Jane Bender 
Gunida Gunyah Aboriginal 
Corporation 60412898906098 

Gloria Foley 
Gunnedah Aboriginal Elders 
Justice Group   

Tania Matthews BB Consultants 60412898905091 
Deslee Matthews Deslee Talbott Consultant 60412907990094 

Gwen Griffen 
Min Min Aboriginal 
Corporation 60412907989098 

Leonard Talbott (rep 
Natasha) 

Ngurrambaa Gunidjaa 
Traditional Owners Email Only 

Toni Comber Red Chief LALC 60412907988091 
Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers 60412907987094 

Steve Talbott  
Gomeroi Namoi Traditional 
Owners 60412907986097 

Michael Long White Cockatoo 60412907985090 
Ronald Long Ronald Long 60412907984093 
Tony Griffiths T & G Cultural Consultants 60412907983096 
Cindy Foley Cindy Foley 60412907982099 
Shannon Draper   60412907981092 
David Horton Gomery Cultural Consultants 60412907981091 
Brian Draper Brian Draper 60412898973090 
Scott Talbott Scott Talbott 60412898972093 

Craig Trindall 
Gomeroi Narrabri Aboriginal 
Corporation 60412898971096 

Les Field    60412898969099 
James Foley James Foley 60412898969093 
Veronica Talbott 
(Dolly) Wunga-Li Traditional Owners Email Only 
Cyril Sampson Namoi CMA 60412898968096 
Sonny Fitzroy Sonny Fitzroy 60412898967099 
Nathan Slater Nathan Slater   
Michael Trindall Michael Trindall 60412898966092 
Mr Jason Wilson   60412898965095 

Patricia Hands 
Elli Lewis Cultural Heritage 
Consultants 60412898964098 
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Correspondence 23/10/2014
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BCPL Request for Comment on Proposed 75W Modification (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014) 
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57



58



59



60



61

ASCF Meeting Invitation 18/11/2014 (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014)



62

ASCF Meeting Agenda 18/11/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014)
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Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014)



64



65



66



67

Copy of Email of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous Meeting Minutes 
(16/10/2014), and Request for comment on 75W Modification.
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Express Post Record of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous Meeting 
Minutes (16/10/2014), and Request for comment on 75W Modification. 
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Correspondence 23/10/2014 (Gomeroi Traditional Custodians)

Elders Meeting Invitation 17/11/2014



73

Elders Meeting Draft Agenda
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Email Invitation to GTC 23/10/2014
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Correspondence 19/11/2014

Notification of Extension of Review Period for 75W Modification
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Express Post Record for RAP’s Without Email

Stakeholder Company
Express Post Record 75WMod review 
period extension 19/20.11.14

Gloria Foley
Gunnedah Aboriginal Elders 
Justice Group 60414049422099

Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers 60414049423096
Tony Griffiths T & G Cultural Consultants 60414049424093
Cindy Foley Cindy Foley 60414049425090
Shannon Draper 60414049426097
James Foley James Foley 60414049427094

Patricia Hands
Elli Lewis Cultural Heritage 
Consultants 60414049428091
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Appendix F – Meeting Minutes and Attendance Sheets
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ASCF Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014
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Meeting Attendance Sheet 16/10/2014
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GTC Meeting Minutes 17/11/2014
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88
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Meeting Attendance Sheet 17/11/2014



90



91

ASCF Meeting Minutes 18/11/2014
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94



95



96

Meeting Attendance Sheet 18/11/2014
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