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3.0 Survey Details 

 3.1 Survey Objective 
The purpose of the survey was to identify any Aboriginal objects or sites that may be 
impacted by the proposed works, including any areas with the potential for 
subsurface archaeological deposits (areas of PAD) or areas of archaeological 
sensitivity and to identify the requirement for any further works and development of 
appropriate management strategies in consultation with the registered Aboriginal 
parties prior to development. 
 

 3.2 Survey Details 
The survey was conducted on the 7th April 2011 and was attended by: 
Mr Ray Smith and Mr Allen Smith – ALALC on behalf of KLALC 
Mr S Frost – ADTOAC 
Ms K Brauer and Ms Jodie Wilson – ATOAC 
Liz Wyatt – Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 
 
The project area was divided into five survey sub units based upon landform, and a 
foot survey conducted across each survey unit. Due to vegetation, straight lineal 
survey transects were unable to be undertaken. Transects were approximately 60m 
wide with each participant approximately 10m apart although this varied depending 
on vegetation constraints. Where dirt access tracks were visible these were utilised 
for access through the study area and often provided the only opportunity for 
visibility. Within each survey area members of the field team also inspected features 
of interest such as large trees for potential scars, rock outcrops or areas of exposure.  
 
An outline of the survey areas is provided in Figure 4 below. The survey area details 
can be seen in Table 2.   
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 3.3 Survey Results 
Vegetation and grass cover hindered surface visibility throughout the survey areas. 
Track ways and eroding exposures mid to top of slope provided the best 
opportunities for visibility. 
 
The survey identified three possible culturally modified trees. The details of the 
identified trees are shown in Table 3 below and their locations in Figure 5. Although 
areas of surface exposure did occur, no artefact scatters were identified by the 
survey. The drainage line along the southern portion of the study area was inspected 
for suitable rock outcrops which may contain grinding grooves although none were 
identified. 
 
Table 3 Site Details 
Site Name Site Type Location 

(Easting, 
Northing       
GDA 94) 

Details 

AWTF_ST1 Modified Tree 364468, 
6345051 

Scar on south face of Mahogany or 
Stringybark. 
Scar Dimensions 
Length - 116cm 
Maximum Width - 18cm 
Thickness of Re-growth - 11cm 
Girth of trunk - 210cm 
Base of scar to ground level - 75cm 

AWTF_ST2 Modified Tree 364449, 
6345264 

Scar on south east face of tree, tree 
is dead and has also been burnt. 
Difficult to identify species. 
Scar Dimensions 
Length - 171cm 
Maximum Width - 43cm 
Thickness of Re-growth - 9cm 
Girth of trunk - 302cm 
Base of scar to ground level - 
116cm 
On SE side of tree lake visible in the 
distance. 

AWTF_ST3 Modified Tree 364546, 
6345488 

Scar Dimensions 
Length - 78cm 
Maximum Width - 42cm 
Thickness of Re-growth - 5cm 
Girth of trunk - 237cm 
Base of scar to ground level - 
110cm 
Scar located north western side of 
tree, also fire damaged scar at base 
of tree opposite side. 
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Plate 1 Identified possible culturally modified tree AWTF_ST1, foreground Mr Ray Smith, background 

Mr S Frost. 
 

 
Plate 2 Typical vegetation – Survey Area 1 facing south to drainage line. 
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Plate 3 Visibility in track way, heading upslope Survey Area 2, facing north 

 

 
Plate 4 Possible culturally modified tree AWTF_ST2, foreground Mr A Smith. 
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Plate 5 Possible culturally modified tree AWTF_ST3. 

 

 
Plate 6 Survey Area 3 facing south toward leachate pond, foreground Mr A Smith. 
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 3.4 Subsurface Testing 
As part of the assessment methodology test probes were placed in the areas of the 
proposed leachate basins. These are located within 200m of an unnamed tributary 
which flows east into Lake Macquarie. The purpose of the test probes was to test soil 
depth, the boundary of sensitivity from the creek line and define any areas of sensitivity 
or areas of potential archaeological deposit which may require further assessment prior 
to impacts if the proposed development is approved.   
 
Subsurface testing was conducted on the 8th April 2011 and was attended by: 
Mr Ray Smtih – ALALC 
Ms Kerrie Brauer and Ms Jodie Wilson – ATOAC 
Mr Shane Frost – ADTOAC 
Liz Wyatt - Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 
 
Testing occurred in a north - south transect from the edge of the 30m buffer on the 
northern side of the creek line, upslope through the proposed leachate basins, a 
distance of approximately 150m. The initial testing methodology was to place four 1m² 
test probes spaced 40m apart with each probe excavated in 50cm sq sub units.  
 
However, the survey identified that the area of proposed testing was located in a 
relatively heavily wooded area with a dense under story or native and introduced 
species with little surface exposure. Given the thickness of vegetation including tree 
roots, which inhibited the excavation of 1m in the field it was agreed to reduce the test 
probes to 50 x 50cm probes and spaced them at closer intervals along the transect, 
ideally at 10-15m intervals avoiding tree roots or areas of previous disturbance. It was 
also noted that the area of the northern most proposed leachate basin was highly 
disturbed from the construction of the existing sediment pond, and as a result test 
probes were not placed in this area. 
 
The first excavation unit was excavated initially with a 5cm spit with subsequent 
excavation units excavated in 10cm spits. Excavated material was dry sieved using a 
5mm wire aperture hand sieve, as vegetations constrains inhibited the use of the larger 
5mm standing sieve.  
 
The details of the test probes are shown in Table 4 below. 
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Table 4 Test Probe details  
Test Probe No Location Size Details 
Test Probe 1 (TP1) 364475, 6345051 50 x 50cm Spit 1 - 50mm Friable sandy thin topsoil with 

some charcoal and pebble fragments, low 
humus content 
Spit 2 - 35-45mm Mottled orange brown 
clay 
End levels 85-95mm 

Test Probe 2 (TP2) 364469, 6345045 
Situated 5.5m down 
slope from southern 
edge of TP1 

50 x 50cm Spit 1 - 50mm 
Spit 2 - 100-110mm Large clumps of 
mottled orange grey clay at base 

Test Probe 3 (TP3) 364486, 6345033 50 x 50cm Spit 1- 40-60mm Friable sandy-loam topsoil 
over mottled orange grey clay 

Test Probe 4 (TP4) 364492, 6345017 50 x 50cm Spit 1 - 50mm Thin layer friable sandy 
weathered topsoil 
Spit 2 - 100mm 70-80mm clayey gravel 
dump, likely disturbance from construction 
of adjacent dam overlying friable brown 
sandy loam with high percentage sub 
rounded gravel fragments, also some burnt 
charcoal 
Spit 3 - 100mm 
End level 250mm 

Test Probe 5 (TP5) 364482, 6345010 50 x 50cm Spit 1 - 50mm thin layer of topsoil over 
gravel fill layer, sandy pebble fragments and 
burnt charcoal. 
Spit 2 - 100mm gravel fill layer over friable 
grey brown sandy loam 
Spit 3 - 100mm Plastic fork recovered from 
Spit 3 
Spit 4 - 80-100mm Mottled orange yellow 
clay at base of pit. 
End levels 330-350mm 

Test Probe 6 (TP6) 364500, 6345006 50 x 50cm Spit 1 - 5cm friable brown sandy-loam 
Spit 2 -100 
Spit 3 - 100 
Spit 4 -80-100mm very compacted friable 
sandy loam with pebble fragments 
End levels 350-330mm, pit closed, clay not 
reached but depth of excavation, size of pit, 
and compactness of soil made had 
excavation difficult. 

Test Probe 7 (TP7) 364500, 6344990 50 x 50cm Spit 1 - 50mm friable brown loam 
Spit 2 - 100mm friable sandy  loam with 
high proportion rounded-sub rounded 
pebble fragments 
Spit 3 - 100mm grey/pink silcrete artefact 
(broken flake 15x7x3mm in size) 
Spit 4 - 100mm 
Spit 5 - 80-100mm 
End levels 430-450mm 
Clay not reached but depth of excavation, 
size of pit, and compactness of soil made 
had excavation difficult. Overall the soil 
profile in this pit, the closest to the creek line 
less disturbed. This pit located on bench 
area above creek line at base of slope, 
appears relatively undisturbed. 
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 3.5 Initial Subsurface Testing Results 
A total of 1.75m² was excavated by the test probes. Disturbances were noted in Test 
Probes 1-5, with Test Probes 6 and 7 being the least disturbed. As expected, probe depth 
increased as testing moved down slope. Test Probes 1- 3 were quite shallow as the b 
horizon clay was only at 50-60mm depth. A layer of imported clayey gravel fill was noted 
in Test Probes 4 and 5 lying just below the humus and thin topsoil. It was approximately 
80-100mm thick and was probably a result of the construction of the nearby existing 
sediment ponds., 
 
Test Probe 7 displayed the least disturbed soil profile and also revealed the only artefact 
uncovered by the testing, a silcrete broken flake which was recovered near the base of 
Spit 3 approximately 250mm depth. Its location on a gentle bench adjacent to the creek 
line indicates that further artefacts are likely be located in this area. The testing therefore 
narrowed down the area of potential archaeological sensitivity to the southernmost 
leachate basin around Test Probe 7. 
 
As per the assessment methodology the artefact was recorded, placed in a labelled 
plastic zip lock bag and reburied in the northwest corner of Test Probe 7. A labelled 
survey stake was also placed at the location of Test Probe 7. 
 
 

 
Plate 7 Silcrete broken flake recovered from Test Probe 7 
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Plate 8 Base of Test Probe 7, note difference in soil composition to Test Probe 4 below. 

 

 
Plate 9 Test Probe 4 showing layer of imported gravel fill below thin humus layer, overlying 
weathered soil profile, clay at base. 
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Figure 6 Location of possible culturally modified trees and test probes (image courtesy Cardno) 
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 3.6 Impact Assessment 
Plotting the location of AWTF_ST1 (see Figure 5 above) shows that the tree lies to the 
north of one of the proposed sediment ponds. Impacts on the tree should therefore be 
able to be avoided. AWTF_ST2 is located within the proposed expansion of the waste 
treatment facility and will therefore be impacted by the proposed development. Although 
still standing, the tree is dead and it therefore may be possible to relocate the tree to a 
conservation area within the project area. AWTF_ST3 is located on the very north west 
boundary of the proposal, on the edge of an existing access track. Impacts on the 
AWTF_ST3 should therefore be avoidable. To avoid unintentional impacts during 
construction a perimeter barrier should be placed around AWTF_ST1 and 2 to ensure 
that they are not damaged during construction. 
 
The proposed southern most leachate basin will also impact on the identified area of 
archaeological sensitivity on the northern side of the creek line associated with Test 
Probe 7. The testing revealed that although there was little to no surface visibility in the 
area of impact adjacent to the creek line, the soil profile immediately adjacent to the 
creek is relatively intact and the presence of one artefact from the 0.5m² probe indicates 
that additional subsurface artefacts are likely. 
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4.0 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. Sites 
are rated as being of high, medium and low scientific significance. 
  
 Public Significance 
The sites are assessed in terms of their educational value, to enhance community 
knowledge and appreciation of cultural heritage. Sites are rated as being of high, 
medium or low public significance based on their ability to be used as an educational 
resource. 
  
 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 are the determinants of the cultural significance of the identified sites. 
Please refer to Appendix A. 
  
 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 
Based on the criterion above the three identified possible cultural modified trees are 
assessed as being of moderate scientific significance, public and representative 
significance. Modified trees have the ability to provide evidence with which to 
investigate the Aboriginal uses of wood and bark in the past, and they also may 
record how different technologies such as steel axes were adopted an employed and 
can give an insight into food-gathering activities. Modified trees occur less frequently 
in the archaeological record, particularly in developed areas of NSW, than other site 
types (e.g. artefact scatters and isolated finds) and thus have a higher significance 
rating. OEH acknowledges that the identification of modified trees which are 
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Aboriginal in origin is often subject to uncertainty as determining tree age in the field 
is problematic and identification of features such as stone tool marks from bark 
removal may be hindered by re-growth or later trauma. Trauma from lightening 
strikes, bushfires and insects may also produce scars. 
 
The broken silcrete flake recovered from Test Probe 7 is assessed as being of low 
scientific, public and representative significance as a single artefact can provide 
limited scientific input to the existing body of knowledge regarding Aboriginal 
archaeological sites and artefacts. The artefact is broken and therefore has limited 
use as an educational tool in explaining knapping (stone tool) manufacturing 
processes. Isolated artefacts are one of the most ubiquitous site types recorded in 
the archaeological record and is therefore of low representative significance. 
Although the artefact as a single entity can provide little information, it was recovered 
from the subsurface testing, in an area of potential archaeological sensitivity. Further 
archaeological work in this area could potentially increase the scientific significance 
rating if additional artefacts are recovered allowing for a more detailed and 
comparative analysis of the assemblage where inferences can then be made 
regarding raw material procurement, manufacturing processes and tool use. 
 

 4.3 Cultural Significance Assessment 
In general all of the sites identified by the assessment are of cultural significance to 
the registered Aboriginal parties for the project as they represent a tangible link with 
the past land use practices of their Awabakal ancestors. 
 
Their reports (see Appendix A) have placed particular significance on the possible 
culturally modified trees which were identified by the registered Aboriginal 
stakeholders during the assessment. Cultural significance is also placed in the area 
of identified archaeological sensitivity adjacent to the creek line as it has the potential 
to contain additional Aboriginal objects below the surface. 
 
The assessments undertaken by the registered Aboriginal parties for the project did 
not identify any Aboriginal places within the project area. 
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5.0 Management Recommendations 

 5.1 Management Recommendations & Mitigation Measures 
The following management recommendations are made in consultation with the 
registered Aboriginal parties for the project, please also refer to Appendix A for their 
complete reports.  
 
It is recommended that the identified possible culturally modified trees should remain 
in-situ. However, as AWTF_ST2 is dead it may be possible to relocate the tree into 
the conservation area adjacent to Wilton Road if project approval is granted, and if 
impacts are unavoidable.  
 
As AWTF_ST1 is located outside of the proposed boundary of the leachate basins, it 
should therefore not be impacted by the proposed development. To avoid 
unintentional impacts during construction it is recommended that a 5m perimeter / 
buffer zone be placed around the tree, surrounded by barrier tape or appropriate 
bunting/fencing. As AWTF_ST3 is located on the on the edge of the existing track / 
roadway that runs along the ridge line, it should not be impacted by the proposal. As 
with AWTF_ST1, a perimeter/buffer zone around the tree should be established to 
avoid unintentional impacts during construction. If impacts are unavoidable, then 
management of the affected trees should be discussed with the Aboriginal 
Stakeholders. 
 
Site cards for all of the sites identified by the survey will be completed and their 
details lodged on the AHIMS system maintained by the OEH. 
 
The preliminary testing narrowed down the area of archaeological sensitivity within 
the area of proposed impact to a level bench area on the north side of the creek 
within the southernmost proposed leachate basin around Test Probe 7. Should the 
project receive approval it is recommended that additional excavation works be 
undertaken in this area prior to impact. This will initially comprise of 1m² probes 
spaced evenly over the area of impact along the creek line. These may be expanded 
if artefact densities warrant further investigation / salvage.  
 
Following completion of the archaeological subsurface excavation works in this area, 
it is recommended that a monitoring and collection programme is undertaken by the 
registered Aboriginal stakeholders during all proposed subsurface excavations works 
for the project within the margins of the creek/watercourse.  This would involve a 
process in which the proponent engages the Aboriginal Stakeholders to monitor all 
sections of the excavations (ground surface impacts) so allow collection of any 
artefacts that may be disturbed in this area.  
 
Artefacts collected during this monitoring and collection process along with any 
artefacts salvaged from the subsurface excavations should then be relocated and 
reburied on site by the Aboriginal Stakeholders at a location that will not be subject to 
any future impacts. This will ensure that any recovered artefacts will remain 'in 
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country'. The artefacts would be recorded prior to reburial and their details their 
details and new location added to the OEH AHIMS Database. 
 
It is recommended that a Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) in consultation 
with the registered Aboriginal stakeholders be prepared for the project, if approval is 
granted prior to any works commencing. The CHMP will outline the proposed 
additional excavation works in the area of impact within the southernmost leachate 
basin including methodologies for monitoring of surface disturbance works in this 
area and protocols for collection and reburial of artefacts by the registered Aboriginal 
stakeholders. The CHMP will also outline protocols for ongoing management of 
cultural heritage values including suggestions for the relocation of AWTF_ST2, its 
ongoing conservation and management. This will include further discussion regarding 
and information gathering on the potential for impacts during the relocation should it 
be required and the development of appropriate mitigation strategies to avoid any 
additional impacts as a result of its relocation.   
 
It is also recommended that should the project receive approval Cultural Heritage 
Awareness Training be implemented either through an oral and/or PowerPoint 
presentation for all contractors involved in the project. 
 
The registered Aboriginal stakeholders for the project have also requested that the 
proponent take all necessary steps to locate, protect and preserve Awabakal Cultural 
Heritage. 
 
A summary of the issues raised by the registered Aboriginal parties and the 
corresponding management recommendations to address these issues is presented 
Table 5 below. 
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Appendix A – Registered Stakeholder Cultural Heritage 
Assessments 
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01.07.2011 - Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council  
Telephone call from David Ahoy ALALC to Liz Wyatt Insite Heritage Pty Ltd. ALALC do not have any 
issues with the report, but request that  ALALC are in involved in any future archaeological work 
undertaken for the project. 
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Appendix B – Aboriginal Stakeholder Consultation Process 
 

 B.1 Consultation Log 
 
Step 1 - Notification & registrations of interest (per 2004/5 guidelines) 
 
07.02.2011 - Notification advertisement placed in public notices section of the Newcastle Herald 
calling for registrations from Aboriginal persons or groups who may have an interest in the project. 
07.02.2011 - Project notification letters and request for details of Aboriginal parties who may have 
an interest in the project sent to: 
 
LMCC (Heritage Officer) 
Native Title Services 
Office of Environment & Heritage formerly DECCW (Heritage & Planning Northern Zone) 
The Registrar of Aboriginal Owners 
Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council (an invitation to register interest in the project with a 14 day 
registration period). NB Awabakal LALC are currently looking after the cultural heritage interests of 
Koomphatoo LALC. 
 
22.02.2011& 23.02.2011 Project notification letters and invitation to register interest in the project 
sent to (via Australia Post and email), 14 day registration period; 
Awabakal Descendants traditional Owners Aboriginal Corporation 
Awabakal Traditional Owners Aboriginal Corporation 
Cacatua Culture Consultants 
 
 
Step 2 - Preparation of the assessment (design) circulation of proposed methodology for 
cultural and archaeological assessment to registered stakeholders (21 day review period). 
 
17.03.2011Proposed methodology forwarded to registered Aboriginal parties via email  
18.03.2011 Telephone call from Ms Donna Sampson the methodology attachments did not come 
through. Checked sent items, item had been sent, said will email again, will let me know if there are 
any more problems with document coming through. 
30.03.20110& 01.04.2011 Emailed David Ahoy (30.3 & 01.04) & Cheryl Kitchener ALALC (01.04) 
Asking if have any comments on the proposed methodology as close of review period 07.04.11 
04.04.11 Spoke with David Ahoy - has no issues with the proposed methodology 
 
31.03.11 Responses received from ADTOAC and ATOAC regarding proposed methodology. 
 
Step 3 - Drafting, review and finalisation of Cultural Heritage Assessment Report 
Execution of draft methodology and production of draft report, circulate draft report to 
registered stakeholders for review. 
 
03.06.11 
Draft report and cover letter sent to registered stakeholders via email and express post (posted 
6.6.11). Close of review period 27th June 2011, 21 days (see Appendix C.7 for a copy of the cover 
letter). 
24.6.11 Email reminder that close of review period ends on Monday sent to all registered parties. 
26.6.11 Response received from Cacatua Culture Consultants. 
27.6.11 Response received from Awabakal Descendants Traditional Owners Aboriginal Corp. 
28.6.11 Response received from Awabakal Traditional Owners Aboriginal Corp. 
30.6.11 Emailed ALALC to see if they have any comments. 



Insite Heritage Pty Ltd AWTF_ACHIA_2011_FINAL 55 

01.6.11 Telephoned Mr D Ahoy ALALC to see if they have any comments on the draft report, David 
was driving and said would call when he returned to the office.  
01.6.11 Telephone call from Mr David Ahoy ALALC. David advised that he does not have any issues 
with the report but would like ALALC to be involved in any future archaeological works associated 
with the project. 
 
08.11.11 
Email sent to registered stakeholders regarding updated infrastructure plan received from LMCC 
(see below). 

 
 
15.11.11 Received phone call from ATOAC with request for additional time to review plans as 
stakeholders have been out on field work. Email circulated to registered stakeholders with amended 
review time (see below). 
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22.11.11 
Response to updated infrastructure plan received from ATOAC (see Appendix A above) 
 
23.11.11  
Response to updated infrastructure plan received from ATOAC (see Appendix A above) 
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 B.2 Notification Letters 
IInnssiittee  HHeerriittaaggee  PPttyy  LLttdd  

PO Box 98 
Wangi Wangi  NSW  2267 

admin@insiteheritage.com.au 
Ph/Fax 0249755818 

ABN  70 110 716 080 
 

4 February 2011 
 
LMCC 
Heritage Officer 
Box 1906  
Hunter Region Mail Centre  NSW  2310 
 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Re: Preparation of an Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for proposed expansion of Awaba 
waste facility, Wilton Road Awaba. 
 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd have been commissioned by Cardno Pty Ltd on behalf of LMCC to undertake an 
Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for the proposed expansion of the Awaba Waste Facility, 
Wilton Road Awaba. 
 
The project is being assessed under Part 3A and the Director Generals requirements request that the DECC 
(2005) guidelines for conducting Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessments and community 
consultation are followed. As a result we are required to contact LMCC as part of the process to identify any 
Aboriginal persons or groups who may have an interest in the project.  
 
We would appreciate if you could please provide us with a contact list of Aboriginal people registered with 
council who may hold cultural knowledge in the above project area. 
 
We have been informed that Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council are looking after the area formerly 
administered by Koompahtoo LALC, and we will be contacting them directly.  
 
Please forward your response to Insite Heritage Pty Ltd PO Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267, Fax 0249755818 
or email lizwyatt@insiteheritage.com.au. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact ourselves if you have any queries, your assistance is greatly appreciated. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 

 
 
Elizabeth Wyatt 
Archaeologist 
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IInnssiittee  HHeerriittaaggee  PPttyy  LLttdd  
PO Box 98 

Wangi Wangi  NSW  2267 
admin@insiteheritage.com.au 

Ph/Fax 0249755818 
ABN  70 110 716 080 

 
4 February 2011 
 
DECCW North East 
Planning & Aboriginal Heritage Section 
Locked Bag 914  
Coffs Harbour  NSW  2450 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Re: Preparation of an Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for proposed expansion of Awaba 
Waste Facility, Lot 372 DP723259, 367 Wilton Road Awaba NSW 2283. 
 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd have been commissioned by Cardno Pty Ltd on behalf of LMCC to undertake an 
Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for the proposed expansion of the Awaba Waste Facility, 
Wilton Road Awaba. The subject area is located within the boundaries of Lake Macquarie City Council, Parish 
of Awaba, County of Northumberland. The project will involve the expansion of the existing waste facility 
over an approximately 15ha (see attached location maps) 
 
The project is being assessed under Part 3A and the Director Generals requirements request that the DECC 
(2005) guidelines for conducting Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessments and community 
consultation are followed. We would appreciate if you could please provide us with a contact list of 
registered Aboriginal parties who may have an interest in the project.  
 
We have been informed that Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council are looking after the area formerly 
administered by Koompahtoo LALC, within which the study area is located, and we will be contacting them 
directly.  
 
Please forward your response to Insite Heritage Pty Ltd PO Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267, Fax 0249755818 
or email lizwyatt@insiteheritage.com.au. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact ourselves if you have any queries, your assistance is greatly appreciated. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 

 
Elizabeth Wyatt 
Archaeologist 
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IInnssiittee  HHeerriittaaggee  PPttyy  LLttdd  
PO Box 98 

Wangi Wangi  NSW  2267 
admin@insiteheritage.com.au 

Ph/Fax 0249755818 
ABN  70 110 716 080 

 
4 February 2011 
 
Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council  
PO Box 101 
ISLINGTON  NSW  2296 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Re: Preparation of an Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for proposed expansion of Awaba 
Waste Facility, Lot 372 DP723259, 367 Wilton Road Awaba NSW 2283. 
 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd have been commissioned by Cardno Pty Ltd on behalf of LMCC to undertake an 
Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for the proposed expansion of the Awaba Waste Facility, 
Wilton Road Awaba. The subject area is located within the boundaries of Lake Macquarie City Council, Parish 
of Awaba, County of Northumberland. The project will involve the expansion of the existing waste facility 
over approximately 15ha (see attached location map). 
 
The project is being assessed under Part 3A and the Director Generals requirements request that the DECC 
(2005) guidelines for conducting Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessments and community 
consultation are followed.  
 
We understand that Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council are looking after the area formerly administered 
by Koompahtoo LALC, and we would like to invite ALALC to register their interest the project.  
 
Please forward your registration of interest to Insite Heritage Pty Ltd PO Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267, 
phone or fax on 0249755818 or email lizwyatt@insiteheritage.com.au by Friday 18th February 2011. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact ourselves if you have any queries.  
 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 

 
Liz Wyatt 
Archaeologist 
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IInnssiittee  HHeerriittaaggee  PPttyy  LLttdd  
PO Box 98 

Wangi Wangi  NSW  2267 
admin@insiteheritage.com.au 

Ph/Fax 0249755818 
ABN  70 110 716 080 

 
4 February 2011 
 
Native Title Services Corporation Ltd  
Po Box 2105 
Strawberry Hills  NSW  2012 
Via facsimile 02 93104177 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Re: Preparation of an Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for proposed expansion of Awaba 
Waste Facility, Lot 372 DP723259, 367 Wilton Road Awaba NSW 2283. 
 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd have been commissioned by Cardno Pty Ltd on behalf of LMCC to undertake an 
Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for the proposed expansion of the Awaba Waste Facility, 
Wilton Road Awaba. The subject area is located within the boundaries of Lake Macquarie City Council, Parish 
of Awaba, County of Northumberland. 
 
The project is being assessed under Part 3A and the Director Generals requirements request that the DECC 
(2005) guidelines for conducting Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessments and community 
consultation are followed. We would appreciate if you could please provide us with a contact list of 
Aboriginal owners registered with your organisation who may hold cultural knowledge relevant to 
determining the significance of Aboriginal objects and/or places in the project area identified above.  
 
We have been informed that Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council are looking after the area formerly 
administered by Koompahtoo LALC, within which the study area is located, and we will be contacting them 
directly.  
 
Please forward your response to Insite Heritage Pty Ltd PO Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267, Fax 0249755818 
or email lizwyatt@insiteheritage.com.au. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact ourselves if you have any queries, your assistance is greatly appreciated. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 

 
Elizabeth Wyatt 
Archaeologist 
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IInnssiittee  HHeerriittaaggee  PPttyy  LLttdd  
PO Box 98 

Wangi Wangi  NSW  2267 
admin@insiteheritage.com.au 

Ph/Fax 0249755818 
ABN  70 110 716 080 

 
4 February 2011 
 
 
Office of the Registrar 
Aboriginal Land Rights Act 1983 (NSW) 
PO Box 112 
Glebe  NSW  2037 
Via facsimile 02 9562 6350 
 
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Re: Preparation of an Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for proposed expansion of Awaba 
Waste Facility, Lot 372 DP723259, 367 Wilton Road Awaba NSW 2283. 
 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd have been commissioned by Cardno Pty Ltd on behalf of LMCC to undertake an 
Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessment for the proposed expansion of the Awaba Waste Facility, 
Wilton Road Awaba. The subject area is located within the boundaries of Lake Macquarie City Council, Parish 
of Awaba, County of Northumberland. 
 
The project is being assessed under Part 3A and the Director Generals requirements request that the DECC 
(2005) guidelines for conducting Aboriginal cultural heritage impact assessments and community 
consultation are followed. We would appreciate if you could please provide us with a contact list of 
Aboriginal owners registered with your organisation who may hold cultural knowledge relevant to 
determining the significance of Aboriginal objects and/or places in the project area identified above.  
 
We have been informed that Awabakal Local Aboriginal Land Council are looking after the area formerly 
administered by Koompahtoo LALC, within which the study area is located, and we will be contacting them 
directly.  
 
Please forward your response to Insite Heritage Pty Ltd PO Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267, Fax 0249755818 
or email lizwyatt@insiteheritage.com.au. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact ourselves if you have any queries, your assistance is greatly appreciated. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 

 
Elizabeth Wyatt 
Archaeologist 
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 B.3 Project Advertisement 
 

 
 
Copy of the advertisement placed in the Public Notices section of The Herald 07.02.2011. 
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 B.4 Registrations of Interest 
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 B.5 Office of Environment & Heritage Response 
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 B.6 Proposed Methodology for the Cultural Heritage Assessment 
forwarded to all Registered Parties 
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 B.7 Responses to Proposed Methodology 
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 B.8 Cover Letter for Draft Report 
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Appendix C – National Native Title Search Results 
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Appendix D – AHIMS Search 
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