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1. Introduction 

1.1 Project background 

Eco logical Australia (ELA) was engaged by the Inner West Council to prepare an Aboriginal Heritage Due 

Diligence Assessment to support the construction of a shared-use path, lighting and landscaping within 

the Inner West Light Rail Corridor and adjacent land (hereafter referred to as ‘the study area’; Figure 1).  

The In-Corridor package is the result of the updated concept design for the GreenWay completed in June 

2020 and consists of two discrete areas known as the central links and the southern links between 

Dulwich Hill and Lewisham in Sydney's inner western suburbs. 

This assessment has been undertaken in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the 

protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010a) to identify if Aboriginal objects are 

likely to be located within the proposed study area and, if so, whether the proposed works have the 

potential to harm those objects. 

1.2 Assessment Process 

The methods undertaken during this assessment include: 

• A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) register 

maintained by Heritage NSW, Department of Premier and Cabinet (Heritage NSW) to establish 

if there are any previously recorded Aboriginal objects or places within the study area 

• A search of the Ashfield Local Environmental Plan (LEP) 2013, the Leichhardt LEP 2013 and 

Marrickville LEP 2011 Schedule 5 (Environmental Heritage), the NSW State Heritage Inventory 

(SHI) and the Australian Heritage Database in order to determine if there are any sites of 

archaeological significance or sensitivity located within the study area 

• A desktop review of relevant previous archaeological assessments to understand the local 

archaeological context and assist in predicting the likely occurrence of unrecorded 

archaeological sites or objects 

• A site inspection to identify any Aboriginal sites and areas of sensitive landforms. 

 

The aim of this report is to establish whether known or additional unrecorded Aboriginal objects are 

present within the study area and determine whether further assessment and/or an Aboriginal Heritage 

Impact Permit (AHIP) is required. 

The due diligence process involves “taking reasonable and practical measures to determine whether 

your actions will harm an Aboriginal object and, if so, what measures can be taken to avoid that harm” 

(DECCW 2010a:4). 

If harm cannot be avoided, further technical studies and approvals will be required (see section 4).  
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Figure 1: The Study Area  
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2. Basis for Cultural Heritage Management 

Places of cultural significance enrich people’s lives, often providing a deep and inspirational sense 

of connection to community and landscape, to the past, and to lived experiences … they are 

irreplaceable and precious (Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter 2013:1). 

Traditionally, heritage and archaeological assessments have focused on the significance of the tangible 

elements of cultural heritage (Brown 2008).  Items such as structures and archaeological artefacts have 

been considered predominantly in terms of their scientific/research potential and representativeness 

(New South Wales Heritage Office 2015:20-24).  By focusing on the scientific qualities of heritage, many 

of the intangible qualities of heritage were not considered.  This is especially crucial when participating 

in the management and protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage.  By nature, Aboriginal cultural 

heritage is multi-faceted: it consists not only of tangible structures and objects of value for scientific 

investigations, but also of a deeply complex array of intangible expressions, such as stories, memories, 

and traditions.  Many of the rights and interests of Aboriginal communities in their own heritage is 

formed on the basis of this intangibility.  It stems from their spirituality, customary law, original 

ownership, and continuing custodianship (Australian Heritage Commission 2002:5).  These intangible 

expressions often share a strong link with the landscape. Byrne et al. (2003:3) describe this connection 

in the form of a map, where individuals: 

Carry around in [their] heads a map of the landscape which has all these places and their meanings 

detailed on it. When we walk through our landscapes the sight of a place will often trigger the 

memories and the feelings [that] go with them … it is the landscape talking to us. 

Crucially, those who are not connected to the landscape in question will not be able to discern these 

intangible meanings embedded in the landscape; they can only come to recognise the significance by 

consulting with local knowledge holders (Byrne et al. 2003:3).  And, even so, they may vary between 

individuals, reflecting unique experiences. 

By recognising the rights and interests of Aboriginal knowledge holders and community members in 

their cultural heritage, all parties involved in the identification, conservation, and management of this 

cultural heritage must acknowledge that Aboriginal people (Australian Heritage Commission 2002:6): 

• Are the primary source of information on the value of their heritage and how this is best 

conserved 

• Must have an active role in any heritage planning processes 

• Must have input into primary decision-making in relation to their heritage so that they can 

continue to fulfil their obligations towards this heritage 

• Must control the intellectual property and other information relating specifically to their 

heritage, as this may be an integral aspect of its heritage value. 

As such, cultural heritage sites and objects are fundamental elements of Aboriginal peoples’ identities, 

connections, and belonging to their communities.  The careful protection and management of this 

heritage is essential for the preservation of connection between past, present, and future.  
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3. Assessment Process 

3.1 Identify if the Proposed Activity will Disturb the Ground Surface 

The proposed works will require landscaping, land grading and earthworks in order to create the in-

corridor area adjacent the Inner West light rail line.  These activities will disturb the ground surface; 

therefore, the due diligence process moves to the next stage. 

3.2 Database Searches and Known Information Sources 

3.2.1 AHIMS Search 

The AHIMS database is maintained by Heritage NSW and regulated under Section 90Q of the National 

Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act).  The AHIMS database holds information and records regarding 

the registered Aboriginal archaeological sites (Aboriginal objects, as defined under the Act) and declared 

Aboriginal places that exist in NSW. 

A search of the AHIMS database was conducted on 3 August 2020 to identify if any registered Aboriginal 

sites were present within, or adjacent to the study area (Appendix A). 

The AHIMS database search was conducted using the search parameters in Table 1 below. 

Table 1: Search Parameters for the AHIMS database search 

Search Parameters  

GDA Zone 56 

Eastings 319762 - 336451 

Northings 6242354 - 6252853 

Buffer 50 m 

 

The AHIMS search result are summarised in Table 2 below. 

Table 2: Search results for the AHIMS database search 

Search Results 

Aboriginal sites recorded  113 

Aboriginal places declared  0 

 

No Aboriginal sites have previously been recorded inside the study area or within 1 km.  The majority of 

the AHIMS sites within the search area are located adjacent to the Cooks River and its tributaries, the 

Parramatta River and Sydney Harbour and the Sydney CBD. 

The distribution of recorded Aboriginal sites within the search area is shown in Figure 2.  The frequencies 

of site types and contexts recorded within the AHIMS database search area are listed in Table 3 below. 
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Table 3: Frequencies of site types and contexts 

Site Context Site Features Number % 

Valid 

Aboriginal Ceremony & Dreaming 1 0.9 

Aboriginal Resource & Gathering 1 0.9 

Artefact 15 13.2 

Artefact; Midden; Aboriginal Ceremony and Dreaming 1 0.9 

Artefact; Midden; Rock Engraving 1 0.9 

Artefact; Midden 1 0.9 

Artefact; Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD) 2 1.8 

Burial, Artefact, Aboriginal Ceremony and Dreaming 1 0.9 

Grinding Groove 1 0.9 

Midden 11 9.6 

Modified Tree 3 2.7 

PAD 25 22.0 

Rock Engraving 1 0.9 

Shelter with Art 2 1.8 

Shelter with Deposit 6 5.2 

Shelter with Deposit; Shelter with Art 1 0.9 

Shelter with Deposit; Shelter with Midden 13 11.5 

Shelter with Deposit; Shelter with Midden; Aboriginal Ceremony & Dreaming 1 0.9 

Shelter with Midden 2 1.8 

Shelter with Midden, Shelter with Art 2 1.8 

Shelter with PAD 6 5.2 

Water Hole 1 0.9 

Destroyed 

Artefact 2 1.8 

Artefact; PAD 1 0.9 

Artefact; Aboriginal Resource & Gathering 1 0.9 

Hearth; PAD 1 0.9 

PAD 1 0.9 

Rock Engraving 2 1.8 

Midden 1 0.9 

Not a Site 

Burial 1 0.9 

PAD 3 2.7 

Midden 1 0.9 

Deleted Midden 1 0.9 

 Total 113 100 
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3.2.2 Local, State and National Heritage Registers 

Searches of the Australian Heritage Database, the State Heritage Register (SHR), the Ashfield LEP 2013, 

Leichhardt LEP 2013 and Marrickville LEP 2011 covering the study area were conducted on 2 September 

2020 in order to determine if any places of archaeological significance are located within the study area. 

No Aboriginal archaeological sites recorded on these databases occur within the study area.  Multiple 

historical heritage items listed in the Ashfield, Leichhardt and Marrickville LEPs occur within and 

adjacent to the study area. 

A separate heritage assessment (Statement of Heritage Impact (SoHI)) has been prepared by ELA that 

assesses the proposed works and their potential to impact upon the significance of these historical 

heritage items (ELA 2020). 
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Figure 2: AHIMS registered sites in/within the vicinity of the study area 
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3.2.3 Previous Archaeological Investigation 

There have been several archaeological studies conducted in the Inner West region of Sydney in recent 

years.  A majority of these studies have focussed on historical archaeology, as the heavily disturbed 

nature of the region and its geological character make Aboriginal heritage rare.  A summary of Aboriginal 

heritage assessments that have occurred within the Inner West Council LGA is presented below. 

Archaeological and Heritage Management Solutions Pty Ltd, 2008. Allied Flour Mills Site – Aboriginal 

Heritage Impact Assessment. Prepared for EG Funds Management. 

Archaeological Heritage Management Systems (AHMS) was engaged by EG Funds Management to 

undertake an Aboriginal heritage assessment of the Allied Flour Mills sites in Summer Hill, located 

directly adjacent to the Central Link portion of the current study area.  Aboriginal community 

consultation formed a part of this study, which included site survey with a representative of the 

Metropolitan Local Aboriginal Land Council (LALC). 

A majority of the site, including the entire area bordering the current study area, was assessed as having 

low archaeological potential due to significant levels of cutting and filling, as well as the long history of 

usage, exploitation and modification of Iron Cove Creek (Hawthorne Canal).  A small portion in the 

western half of the site was determined to have moderate archaeological potential, based on historical 

use of the land in this area being low impact in nature (residential housing).  Recommendations provided 

by the AHMS study stated that any development in the moderately sensitive section of the site would 

require subsurface investigation, but that no further archaeological assessment would be required for 

the rest of the study area. 

CSJ Consulting, 2017. Construction Heritage Management Plan: M4 East – Design and Construction. 

Prepared for WestConnex.  

CSJ Consulting were previously engaged to develop a heritage management plan to support the 

construction of M4 East between the suburbs Homebush and Haberfield, which forms part of the larger 

WestConnex project.  

The study goes into detail regarding historic heritage within the area, but only gives brief mention to 

Aboriginal heritage.  One AHIMS site was identified within the study area, but outside of the 

development footprint of the project.  The study also identified two areas of potential archaeological 

sensitivity within the study area; but again, identified these areas as being outside the project footprint 

and will therefore not to be impacted.  The study concluded that based on the terrain within the project 

footprint being highly disturbed and unlikely to contain unidentified Aboriginal archaeological objects 

and that further archaeological assessment was not necessary.  This study was supported through its 

initial stages by consultation with the Aboriginal community but did not proceed beyond the second 

stage of consultation due to the lack of Aboriginal heritage values in the study area and the project 

gaining approval from the Metropolitan LALC.  
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Eco Logical Australia, 2019. 120C Old Canterbury Road, Summer Hill – Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence 

Assessment. Prepared for The Yard 120C Pty Ltd. 

ELA were previously engaged by The Yard 120C Pty Ltd to prepare a due diligence assessment for the 

proposed rezoning and development of 120C Old Canterbury Road, Summer Hill, located adjacent to a 

portion of the current Central Link study area. 

Desktop assessment of the site identified it as having been heavily developed upon for multiple 

purposes, with impacts caused by the construction of the light rail track adjacent the study area, the 

conversion of Iron Cove Creek into the concreted Hawthorne Canal and the use of the area as a carpark 

and storage yard during the 20th century.  Geotechnical testing of the area confirmed this disturbance, 

with boreholes drilled during geotechnical testing revealing a subsurface profile comprised of fill 

(including a 20 mm thick asphaltic concrete pavement) over residual clays overlying sandstone bedrock. 

Site inspection undertaken by ELA Archaeologists confirmed this heavy disturbance, with a majority of 

the study area comprised of levelled land made up of gravelly fill material and regrowth vegetation.  The 

entire study area was been identified as having nil to low archaeological potential. 

Mary Dallas Consulting 2017. Cooks River Aboriginal History. Prepared for the Cooks River Alliance  

This history has been written as part of the Cooks River Catchment Aboriginal History Project that has 

been undertaken by MDCA on behalf of the Cooks River Alliance.  It aimed to undertake archival and 

oral history to compile, catalogue and synthesise existing research and known sources of information 

about Aboriginal history within the Cooks River catchment, and then to conduct targeted research to 

push our knowledge further.  It examined both archaeological and historical records to undertake 

comprehensive research into the long history of Aboriginal associations with the Cooks River catchment 

from the archaeological past and the oral and documentary history of more recent times and up to the 

present.  

The project distilled the information into a detailed, readable Aboriginal history of the Cooks River 

catchment and assembled source materials and research in a manner that allows the development of 

resources targeted to a diverse range of users across different media. 

  



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 10 

 

3.3 Landscape Assessment 

The study area is situated within the Cumberland subregion of the Sydney Basin bioregion.  The geology, 

landforms, soils and vegetation typical of the Cumberland subregion are described in Table 4 below: 

Table 4: Summary of the Cumberland subregion (Source: Morgan 2001) 

Subregion Geology Characteristic Landforms Typical Soils Vegetation 

Cumberland Triassic Wianamatta 

groups shales and 

sandstones. A 

downwarped block on 

the coastal side of the 

Lapstone monocline. 

Intruded by a small 

number of volcanic 

vents and partly 

covered by Tertiary 

river gravels and 

sands. Quaternary 

alluvium along the 

mains streams. 

Low rolling hills and wide 

valleys in a rain shadow 

area below the Blue 

Mountains. At least three 

terrace levels evident in 

the gravel splays. 

Volcanics from low hills in 

the shale landscapes. 

Swamps and lagoons on 

the floodplain of the 

Nepean River. 

Red and yellow texture 

contrast soils on slopes, 

becoming harsher and 

sometimes affected by 

salt in tributary valley 

floors. Pedal uniform 

red to brown clays on 

volcanics. Poor uniform 

stony soils, often with 

texture contrast profiles 

on older gravels, high 

quality loams on 

modern floodplain 

alluvium. 

Grey box, forest red gum, 

narrow-leaved ironbark 

woodland with some 

spotted gum on the shale 

hills. Hard-leaved scribbly 

gum, rough-barked apple 

and old man banksia on 

alluvial sands and gravels. 

Broad-leaved apple, 

cabbage gum and forest 

red gum with abundant 

swamp oak on river flats. 

Tall spike rush, and juncus 

with Parramatta red gum 

in lagoons and swamps. 

 

Due to its size, several soil landscapes occur within the study area, including the Blacktown Residual 

(REbt) soil landscape, the Birrong fluvial soil landscape (FLbg) and the Gymea erosional soil landscape 

(ERgy). 

Blacktown soils consist of shallow to moderately deep soils with a relatively low susceptibility to erosion.  

Blacktown soils are conducive to artefact survivability, however the acidity within in these soils quickly 

removes organics.  In addition, the tendency of these soils to deflate often result in a temporal collapse 

where archaeological objects from multiple time periods can accumulate within a single layer. 

Birrong soils occur within the floodplains of Wianamatta Group shales on the Cumberland Lowlands, 

and typically consist of deep, yellow podzolic soils and heavy alluvial deposits.  Due to the fluvial nature 

of the landscape these soils are situated in, soils are loose are highly prone to erosion, reducing chance 

for archaeological deposits within this landscape to retain stratigraphic integrity. 

Gymea soils occur atop Hawkesbury sandstone, on undulating rises and low hills.  Soils within this 

landscape consist of shallow to moderately deep earthy siliceous sands, their siliceous nature due to the 

breakdown and inclusion of underlying Hawkesbury sandstone.  Similar to Birrong soils, Gymea soils are 

highly prone to erosion, reducing chance for archaeological deposits within this landscape to retain 

stratigraphic integrity (Bannerman and Hazelton 1990). 

There are no natural watercourses inside of or within 200 m of the study area.  The waterway depicted 

within the Central Link study area (Figure 3) comprises the Hawthorne Canal, a former creek line that 

was channelised in the late 19th century and is now a storm water drain. There is also an unmapped and 

unlined drainage channel that approximately follows an ephemeral creek line within the corridor to the 

east of Hercules Street. The drainage channel is piped below Jack Shanahan Reserve. As advised by Inner 
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West Council, this area has also had significant disturbance during the construction of the goods line 

and then the light rail construction. 

An archaeologically sensitive landscape is an area that has the potential for archaeological material to 

be present within it.  According to the Due Diligence Code of Practice (DECCW 2010a), archaeologically 

sensitive landscapes can include areas: 

• Within 200m of waters 

• Located within a sand dune system 

• Located on a ridge top, ridge line, headland 

• Located within 200m below or above a cliff face 

• Within 20m of or in a cave, rock shelter, or a cave mouth 

• Is on land that is not disturbed land 

 

The Due Diligence Code of Practice (DECCW 2010a:18) defines disturbed land as areas that have any 

land that:  

“Has been the subject of a human activity that has changed the land’s surface, being changes 

that remain clear and observable. Examples include ploughing, construction of rural 

infrastructure (such as dams and fences), construction of roads, trails and tracks (including fire 

trails and tracks and walking tracks), clearing vegetation, construction of buildings and the 

erection of other structures, construction or installation of utilities and other similar services 

(such as above or below ground electrical infrastructure, water or sewerage pipelines, 

stormwater drainage and other similar infrastructure) and construction of earthworks.”  

3.4 Predictive Model 

Understanding of the life of Aboriginal groups within the Inner West region prior to European occupation 

of the area is not well understood, due to the lack of surviving archaeological and historical records 

within the area.  However, what can be inferred from archaeological and environmental data is that a 

major focal point of Aboriginal life and activities within the Inner West region was the Cooks River and 

its tributaries.  Shell midden sites and other marine animal remains that have survived modern 

development in the area reflect the importance of riverine resources to inland Aboriginal groups living 

within the Cumberland Plain, with the Cooks River serving as the primary source of fresh water and 

marine resources in the Inner West region.  

The Aboriginal groups making up the areas containing and surrounding the Cooks River consisted of the 

Wangal, Gadigal and Gameygal clans, with intercommunication and interrelationships between these 

groups being common.  

Illustrations by European settlers depicting Aboriginal groups living within the Inner West region provide 

information regarding their lifestyle, culture and technologies.  Imagery depicting bark canoes, trees cut 

with toe holds to enable the hunting of possums and temporary bark shelters give an idea of the variety 

of ways Aboriginal groups took advantage of the abundant resources present in the area prior to and in 

the early stages of European settlement of the Sydney Basin (Irish 2017).  
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Based on the material evidence and range of archaeological sites across the region, it is clear that 

Aboriginal people have been utilising the land and resources within the Sydney region for thousands of 

years.  The predictive model outlined in Table 5 below has been developed for the study area based on 

the AHIMS search results, landscape assessment, and regional and local Aboriginal archaeological 

context outlined above. 

Table 5: Predictive model 

Site Type Description Likelihood to occur 

Open camp 

sites/stone 

artefact 

scatters/isolated 

finds 

Open camp sites represent past Aboriginal subsistence and stone 

knapping activities and include archaeological remains such as stone 

artefacts and hearths.  This site type usually appears as surface scatters of 

stone artefacts in areas where vegetation is limited and ground surface 

visibility increases. 

Isolated finds may represent a single item discard event or be the result of 

limited stone knapping activity.  The presence of such isolated artefacts 

may indicate the presence of a more extensive, in situ buried 

archaeological deposit, or a larger deposit obscured by low ground 

visibility.  

Low – due to the heavy 

level of ground 

disturbance present in 

the study area and a lack 

of archaeologically 

sensitive features, it is 

unlikely that this site type 

will occur. 

Potential 

Archaeological 

Deposit 

Potential Archaeological Deposits (or PADs) are areas where there is no 

surface expression of stone artefacts, but due to a landscape feature there 

is a strong likelihood that the area will contain buried deposits of stone 

artefacts.  

Low - due to the heavy 

level of ground 

disturbance present in 

the study area and a lack 

of archaeologically 

sensitive features, it is 

unlikely that this site type 

will occur. 

Scarred or carved 

trees 

Tree bark was utilised by Aboriginal people for various purposes, including 

the construction of shelters (huts), canoes, paddles, shields, baskets and 

bowls, fishing lines, cloaks, torches and bedding, as well as being beaten 

into fibre for string bags or ornaments (sources cited in Attenbrow 2002: 

113).  Trees may also have been scarred in order to gain access to food 

resources (e.g. cutting toe-holds so as to climb the tree and catch possums 

or birds), or to mark locations such as tribal territories.  Such scars, when 

they occur, are typically described as scarred trees. 

Low – the study area has 

been cleared of mature 

growth vegetation, 

making it unlikely for this 

site type to occur. 
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Figure 3: Soil landscapes and hydrology of the study area 
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3.5 Visual Inspection 

A site visit was conducted by Karyn McLeod (ELA Principal Heritage Consultant) on Friday 4 September 

2020.  Visual inspection aimed to identify Aboriginal objects if present and assess the archaeological 

potential of the study area. 

The study area comprises bitumen bike/walking tracks and undeveloped land on either side of the 

Hawthorne Canal and the light rail corridor.  The study area is located in densely developed urban areas 

and is between 30 m wide at its narrowest point and 105 m at the widest point at Cadigal Reserve.  

Adjoining development comprises residential houses and apartments, parks, major and minor roads, 

light rail stations and infrastructure corridors.  Sections of the study area, particularly the northern 

section, slope steeply to the canal and are planted with native species as a result of the various bush 

care projects since the 1970s.  In the southern part of the study area the light rail line is constructed in 

steep cuts for the majority of its length between Constitution Road and Hercules Street and then on a 

filled embankment south of Hercules Street with flat areas adjacent to Allied Flour Mills. 

The study area is highly disturbed by the construction of multiple brick works between the 1850s to 

1890s, the Hawthorne Canal in the 1880s, residential subdivision and development of roads from the 

1870s, the construction of the Rozelle goods line between 1910-1916 and the recent Light Rail 

development. 

 

Figure 4: Shared path near Taverners Hill light rail station 

 

Figure 5: Hawthorne Canal near the northern end of the 
study area 

 

Figure 6: Train infrastructure, Cadigal Park 

 

Figure 7: Study area Cadigal Park 
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Figure 8: Waratah Flour Mills and light rail line, study area 
to the right  

 

Figure 9: Hawthorn Canal and study area adjacent to 
Hoskins Park  

 

Figure 10: Study area at West Lewisham 

 

Figure 11: Study area adjacent to the Allies Flour Mills  

3.6 Impact Avoidance Assessment 

The proposed shared-used path and associated landscaping will require earthworks that will directly 

impact the ground surface of the site.  The visual inspection did not identify any previously unregistered 

archaeological sites and that the entire area has been subject to heavy urbanisation and ground 

disturbance.  Based on these ground disturbances and an absence of archaeologically sensitive features, 

there is low potential for Aboriginal objects to occur. 
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4. Statutory Requirements 

Aboriginal objects and places in New South Wales are afforded protection under the NPW Act 

irrespective of whether or not they are registered on AHIMS.  Strict penalties apply for engaging in 

activities that inflict harm to an Aboriginal cultural heritage site or object without consent for activities 

under the NPW Act.  Under Part 6 of the NPW Act, consent or authorisation for harmful activities may 

be given under an AHIP.  Should harm be inflicted upon an Aboriginal site or object, there are five 

defences: 

• The harm was authorised under an AHIP; 

• The proponent exercised due diligence prior to causing the harm and is able to demonstrate 

this; 

• The harm was caused during activities that complied with a code of practice as described in Part 

6A of the National Parks and Wildlife Regulation 2009 (New South Wales). For example, 

undertaking archaeological test excavations in accordance with the Code of Practice for 

Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010c); 

• The harm was caused as part of a low-impact activity or omission under the regulation, and the 

proponent was not aware of the presence of Aboriginal cultural material; or 

• The harm caused during activities that are exempted under Section 87A of the NPW Act. For 

example, emergency firefighting or bushfire hazard reduction work, as defined by the Rural Fires 

Act 1997 (New South Wales). 

To assess the requirement of an AHIP, Heritage NSW necessitates that an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage 

Assessment (ACHA) is prepared in accordance with the Guide to Investigating, Assessing, and Reporting 

on Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in New South Wales (OEH 2011) and the Due Diligence Code of Practice 

for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010a).  

These two guides establish a set of guidelines to aid land users in being aware of how their activities 

could damage Aboriginal cultural heritage sites and advise Archaeologists of the requirements that must 

be followed during the investigation of Aboriginal cultural heritage sites.  If an AHIP is required, Heritage 

NSW necessitates that it is further supported by a copy of the approval for the development or 

infrastructure issued under, in this case, Part 5 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 

(EP&A Act) in the form of a Review of Environmental Factors (REF). 
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5. Conclusions and Recommendations  

5.1 Conclusion  

The purpose of this Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment is to identify if there are registered 

Aboriginal sites and/or sensitive landforms which may indicate the presence of Aboriginal sites and may 

therefore require further assessment and approval under Part 6 of the NPW Act.   

ELA has undertaken an extenstive search of the AHIMS database maintained by Heritage NSW and a 

review of available background reports discussing past Aboriginal heritage assessment that have been 

undertaken within the Inner West area. 

The AHIMS data has been mapped over on the preliminary development area (Figure 2) showing zero 

AHIMS sites in the study area or within 1 km.  The lack of Aboriginal heritage assessments of the Inner 

West area reflects the low survival rate of Aboriginal sites in the region due to the early and ongoing 

heavy disturbance and urbanisation of the area.  

A site inspection undertaken by ELA Principal Consultant Karyn McLeod on Friday 4 September 2020 

confirmed this heavy disturbance, with the study area comprising bitumen bike/walking tracks, the 

Hawthorne Canal and the light rail corridor.  The study area is located in densely developed urban areas 

and no areas of archaeological potential were identified. 

Due to the above assessment, Aboriginal objects are unlikely to be present in the study area and the 

proposed works will not impact sites and objects.  As such, no further assessment and mitigation 

measures will be required to ensure no harm will occur.  

5.2 Recommendations 

Based on the findings of this due diligence and the requirement of the NPW Act the following is 

recommended. 

Recommendation 1 - General measures 

Aboriginal objects are protected under the NPW Act regardless if they are registered on AHIMS or not.  

If suspected Aboriginal objects, such as stone artefacts are located during future works, works must 

cease in the affected area and an archaeologist called in to assess the finds.  If the finds are found to be 

Aboriginal objects, Heritage NSW must be notified under section 89A of the NPW Act.  Appropriate 

management and avoidance or approval under a section 90 AHIP should then be sought if Aboriginal 

objects are to be moved or harmed. 

In the extremely unlikely event that human remains are found, works should immediately cease, and 

the NSW Police should be contacted.  If the remains are suspected to be Aboriginal, Heritage NSW may 

also be contacted at this time to assist in determining appropriate management. 

 

  



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 18 

 

References 

Archaeological and Heritage Management Solutions Pty Ltd, 2008. Allied Flour Mills Site – Aboriginal 

Heritage Impact Assessment. Prepared for EG Funds Management. 

Australian Heritage Commission, 2002. Ask First: A Guide to Respecting Indigenous Heritage Places and 

Values.  

Bannerman, S.M., and P.A. Hazelton, 1990. Soil Landscapes of the Penrith 1:100,000 Sheet. Sydney: Soil 

Conservation Service of NSW. 

Brown, S. 2008. ‘Mute or mutable? Archaeological significance, research, and cultural heritage 

management in Australia’. Australian Archaeology, 67:19-30.  

The Burra Charter: The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance 2013. 

Byrne, D., Brayshaw, H. and Ireland, T. 2003. Social Significance: A Discussion Paper. Hurstville, Australia: 

New South Wales National Parks and Wildlife Service. The Department of Climate Change and Water, 

2010a. Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales.  

Irish, P., 2017. Aboriginal History Along The Cooks River. Prepared for the Cooks River Alliance. 

CSJ Consulting, 2017. Construction Heritage Management Plan: M4 East – Design and Construction. 

Prepared for WestConnex.  

The Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water, 2010a. Due Diligence Code of Practice for 

the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales.  

The Department of Climate Change and Water, 2010c. Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation 

of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales 

Eco Logical Australia, 2019. 120C Old Canterbury Road, Summer Hill – Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence 

Assessment. Prepared for The Yard 120C Pty Ltd. 

Morgan, G. 2001. Delineation and description of the Eastern Environmental Subregions (provinces) in 

New South Wales Study. Hurstville: NSW NPWS. 

New South Wales Heritage Office. 2015. Assessing Heritage Significance. 

The Office of Environment and Heritage, 2011. Guide to Investigating, Assessing, and Reporting on 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in New South Wales. 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 19 

 

Appendix A AHIMS Search Results 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 20 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 21 

 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 22 

 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 23 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 24 

 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 25 

 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 26 

 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 27 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 28 

 

 

 



Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment | Inner West Council 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 1 

 

 

 


	Appendix H Cover Page.pdf
	Appendix H Aboriginal Due Diligence.pdf



