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Kayandel has been engaged by The APP Group (Project Manager) on behalf of the NSW
Department of Education (the Proponent) to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Report (ACHAR) to assess the potential impacts that the proposed works (refer to Section 1.2) may
have on Aboriginal heritage within Hunter River High School.

As part of their investigation, GML (2020) identified that the School contained areas of
archaeological sensitivity, particularly associated with the Tea Garden Variant A soil landscape.
Kayandel has prepared this ACHAR to document the archaeological investigation of the portfion of
the aea of archaeological that will be impacted by the proposed works.

For a copy of the Archaeological Technical Report (ATR), which documents the Aboriginal
archaeological test excavation, refer to Appendix XX.

Three (3) Aboriginal sites have been identified as a result of Kayandel's archaeological excavation
(refer to Figure 11):

* HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School);
*  HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School); and,
*  HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School).

The results of the test excavation indicate that the archaeologically sensitive landform identified by
GML (2020) has low to moderate archaeological potential.

In consideration of previous disturbance, the archaeological context and the significance of the
above Aboriginal sites within the Subject Areq, it has been determined that no further investigation
is required to inform the Development Application.

An Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) will be necessary to impact any of the identified
Aboriginal sites (refer to Figure 11).

1. An Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974 should be sought for the portions of HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-
02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) that will be impacted
by the proposed development;

2. Site Cards are to be prepared for all Aboriginal sites identified during the undertaking of the
Aboriginal archaeological excavation that are not currently recorded on AHIMS; and,

3. Aboriginal Site Impact Recording (ASIR) forms must be completed for each of the Aboriginal
sites, detailing the impacts of test excavations and should be lodged with the AHIMS Registrar
in a timely fashion.

The following management principles and recommendations are based on:

*  The legal requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended), whereby it
is illegal fo damage, deface or destroy an Aboriginal relic without first obtaining the written
consent of the Director General of National Parks & Wildlife Service;



The legal requirements of the Heritage Act 1977, whereby it is illegal to disturb or excavate
any land knowing or having reasonable cause to suspect that the disturbance or
excavation will or is likely to result in a relic being discovered, exposed, moved, damaged or
destroyed unless the disturbance or excavation is carried out in accordance with an
excavation permit;

The requirements of the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal
Objects in NSW (DECCW, 2010b);

The requirements of the Guide to Investigating, Assessing and Reporting on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage in NSW (OEH, 2011); and,

The findings presented within this ACHAR, and the accompanying ATR (refer fo Appendix
XX).

Kayandel recommends the following:

1.

An Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974 should be sought for the portions of HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-
02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) that will be impacted
by the proposed development (refer to Figure 12). This AHIP should be sought for all known
and unknown Aboriginal objects within the extents of the Aboriginal sites shown in Figure 12
as a sfrategy to minimise the risk of delays during works that may results from unexpected
finds;

It is recommended that the AHIP be for a period of 2 years to allow sufficient fime for
construction works to be completed;

Should the design and/or extent of the proposed subdivision be altered in such a way that
would impact the registered Aboriginal Sites within the Subject Area, an Aboriginal Heritage
Impact Permit under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974 must be obtained prior
to any works commencing;

Consultation continues to inform RAPs about the management of Aboriginal cultural heritage
sites in the project area throughout the life of the project. This is in line with advice received
from Heritage NSW. In the event that Kayandel is not responsible for the maintenance of this
consultation, the responsibility will fall fo the Project Manager and/or the Proponent.

a. A period of no longer than 6 months between contact with the RAPs must be upheld
for the consultation to be considered ‘continuous’. If a period of longer than é months
occurs between contact with the Aboriginal stakeholders, consultation will need to
be re-started;

All relevant staff and contractors should be made aware of their statutory obligations for
heritage under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, which may be implemented as a
heritage induction;

In the unlikely event that skeletal remains are idenftified, work must cease immediately in the
vicinity of the remains and the area must be cordoned off. The Proponent must contact the
local NSW Police who will make an initial assessment as to whether the remains are part of a
crime scene, or possible Aboriginal remains. If the remains are thought to be Aboriginal,
Heritage NSW must be contacted by ringing the Enviroline 131 555. A Heritage NSW officer



will determine if the remains are Aboriginal or not; and a management plan must be
developed in consultation with the relevant Aboriginal stakeholders before works
recommence; and,

7. If, during development works, suspected historic cultural heritage material is uncovered, work
should cease in that area immediately. Heritage NSW (Enviroline 131 555) should be notfified
and works only recommence when an approved management strategy has been
developed.

Disclaimer: This archaeological assessment and the management recommendations contained
herein, will be independently reviewed by the Heritage NSW, and the relevant Aboriginal community.

Heritfage NSW and the Aboriginal community will make consideration of the findings of the
consultant’s report and the recommendations in relation to the management of cultural heritage.
Formal approval for all actions outlined should be sought from the relevant authority prior to the
completfion of any works. At no fime should automatic approval of the management
recommendations stated herein be assumed.
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Kayandel has been engaged by The APP Group (Project Manager) on behalf of the NSW
Department of Education (the Proponent) to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Report (ACHAR) to assess the potential impacts that the proposed works (refer to Section 1.2) may
have on Aboriginal heritage within Hunter River High School.

In 2020, GML (2020) produced an Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Report in relation to the Subject
Areaq.

As part of their investigation, GML (2020) identified that the School contained areas of
archaeological sensitivity, particularly associated with the Tea Garden Variant A soil landscape.
Kayandel has prepared this ACHAR to document the archaeological investigation of the portion of
the aea of archaeological that will be impacted by the proposed works.

For a copy of the Archaeological Technical Report (ATR), which documents the Aboriginal
archaeological test excavation, refer to Appendix XX.

The Proponent will use the ACHAR to support an application for an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit
(AHIP) under Section 90 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 for the Aboriginal sites identified
in Figure 11. The AHIP application will be lodged with Heritage NSW.

The Subject Area is situated within the Port Stephens Council Local Government Area (LGA) (see
Figure 1). It lies south of the Raymond Terrace, on the western side of the Pacific Highway.

The Subject Area is approximately ?ha. It is located at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue,
Heatherbrae and comprises of the following properties (refer to Figure 2):

* Lot 1 DP579025;
* Lot 1 DP540114; and,
* Lot 1 DP120189.

The project is to upgrade the Hunter River High School to meet EFSG Stream 6 core facilities. This will
entail additional new general learning spaces including support classes and refurbishment of existing
general learning spaces. In-line with this, external works will require to be planned and developed
that includes the public domain, transport & traffic and parking. The project scope including costs
and timing has now been finalised for this first stage of work. This stage of work has been informed
by priorities identified by stakeholders focusing on the provision of the following:

> Provision of 8 new support classrooms including new Emotionally Disturbed (ED);
*  Behaviourally Disturbed (BD) classrooms;
> Core facilities upgrades;
*  New administration building (reduced in size from FBC allocation);
New gymnasium; and,
Refurbishment to existing nominated classrooms:
o Building A - refurbishment;
o Building C - Hospitality Kitchen converted to Visual Arts Space;
o Building E - Support Classrooms converted fo Movement Hub; and,



o Building H- Computer Lab converted to Food Tech.

Refer to Figure 3 for the proposed masterplan.

This study aims to produce a report detailing the Aboriginal heritage within the portion of the Subject
Area that will be impacted by the proposed works. This ACHAR presents sufficient information to
facilitate an informed decision regarding the potential impact of the proposed works on known and
unknown Aboriginal heritage.

The report has been prepared per the specifications of the Code of Practice for Archaeological
Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (Code of Practice) (DECCW, 2010b) and The
Guide for Investigating, Assessing, and Reporting on Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in NSW (OEH, 2011).

The following tasks have been undertaken to achieve these aims:

* A review of background information, including landscape and ethnographic history as

described in the Code of Practice (DECCW, 2010b);

A review of archaeological context, including identification of known Aboriginal sites in the

Subject Areaq, through a search of Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System

(AHIMS) and an analysis of existing archaeological reports relating to the Subject Area and

its immediate environs;

Detailing the consultation undertaken with Aboriginal community stakeholders;

*  An archaeological field survey of the Subject Areaq;

Characterisation of the nature of any archaeological deposits that may be encountered;

*  Development of informed mitigation measures and management recommendations for any
sites located within the proposed development area; and,

*  Articulation of the proposed Aboriginal archaeological test excavation methodology, based
on evidence of Aboriginal objects identified in the surrounding area, and levels of previous
ground disturbance.

The advice in this report is limited to Aboriginal heritage.

This report is based on a review of available Aboriginal archaeological assessments (sourced from
AHIMS, grey literature and Kayandel's report library) and field investigations. It is possible that further
Aboriginal archaeological assessments or the emergence of new analysis of the Aboriginal
archaeological landscape within the Heatherbrae area may support different interpretations of the
evidence in this report.

Ground disturbance through past land uses influences both the potential for the destruction or
survival of Aboriginal sites and objects in areas of significant disturbance. Clearing and use of land
for agricultural practices limits the survival of Aboriginal sites and objects. Therefore, areas that have
undergone more intensive past land use and disturbance may be limited in their ability to truly
represent the Aboriginal archaeological landscape of the greater area in which it is situated.

A summary of the statutory requirements regarding heritage is provided in Section 2. This is made on
the basis of our experience of working with the NSW Aboriginal heritage and European heritage
systems and does not purport fo be legal advice. It should be noted that legislation, regulations, and
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guidelines change over tfime and users of this report should satisfy themselves that the statutory
requirements have not changed since the report was written.

The results from the ‘AHIMS Database Search’ (Section 6.2) are valid for 12 months (from the date of
the search). If the report has not been finalised and/or it is necessary to update the report, and the
previous AHIMS database search is over 12 months old, it will be necessary to undertake another
search of AHIMS again to ensure the information is still current. If the AHIMS search results identify
additional Aboriginal sites which will result in significant changes to the assessment, it will be
necessary to update the report to consider these results.

The ‘Statement of Archaeological Potential and Significance’ (Section 9.2.3) made in this report is a
combination of both facts and interpretation of those facts in accordance with a standard set of
assessment criteria. It is possible that another professional may interpret the Aboriginal
archaeological landscape within the Heatherbrae area and physical evidence in a different way.

1.5 Personnel

The quadlifications of the Kayandel team are included in Table 1.

Person Qualifications Experience

B. Arts (His. and Anc. His. and Arch.) -
Britt Andrews B. Com. and Media Studies (Digital >2year
Media and Com.)

B. Arts (His. and Anc. His. and Arch.)
Indigenous Studies and French

B. Arts (Arch/Palaeo), Grad. Cert.
Arts (Arch), MGIS&RemoteSens

B. Arts (Arch/Palaeo), Grad. Dip.
(Heritage Cons.), M. ICOMOS

Background research, report drafting, and
consultation with the Aboriginal community

Amber Hewson <1 year Background research, report drafting

Report review, mapping, field survey and

>10 years consultation with the Aboriginal community

Natalie Stiles

Lance Syme >20 years Project supervision, report review

Table 1: Kayandel personnel involved in the preparation of this report
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Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal cultural heritage in Australia is protected and managed under a
variety of legislation. The following section provides a summary of the Acts which are relevant to the
management of cultural heritage in NSW. It is important to note that the discussion of the Acts
presented in Section 2 of this report, are a guide only and are not legal interpretations of the
legislation by the consultant.

The purpose of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Heritage Protection Act 1984 (Heritage
Protection Act) is the preservation and protection from injury or desecration of areas and objects in
Australia and in Australian waters that are of parficular significance to Aboriginal people in
accordance with Aboriginal tfradition.

Under the Heritage Protection Act the responsible Minister can make temporary or long-term
declarations to protect areas and objects of significance under threat of injury or desecration. The
Act can, in certain circumstances, override state and territory provisions, or it can be implemented
in circumstances where state or territory provisions are lacking or are not enforced. The Act must be
invoked by or on behalf of an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander or organisation.

The Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) took
effect on 16 July 2000. Under Part 9 of the EPBC Act, any action that has, or is likely to have, a
significant impact on a matter of National Environmental Significance (known as a controlled action
under the Act), may only progress with approval of the Commonwealth Minister for the Environment.
An action is defined as a project, development, undertaking, activity (or series of activities), or
alteration to any of these. Where an exception applies, an action will also require approval if:

It is undertaken on Commonwealth land and will have or is likely to have a significant impact;

1. It is undertaken outside Commonwealth land and will have or is likely to have a significant
impact on the environment on Commonwealth land; and,
2. Itis undertaken by the Commonwealth and will have or is likely fo have a significant impact.

Under Section 28 subsection (1) “The Commonwealth or Commonwealth Agency must not take
inside or outside Australian jurisdiction an action that has, will have, or is likely to have a significant
impact on the environment inside or outside Australian jurisdiction.” The EPBC Act defines
‘environment’ as both natural and cultural environments and therefore Aboriginal and historic
cultural heritage items included on the Register of the National Estate are regarded as part of the
cultural environment.

The EPBC Act includes provisions to protect matters of national environmental significance (NES) and
Commonwealth land. Lists and registers made under the EPBC Act include:

*  The Environment and Heritage Legislation Amendment Act (No.1) 2003;
*  The Australian Heritage Council Act 2003; and,
*  The Australian Heritage Council (Consequential and Transitional Provisions) Act 2003.



Approval under the EPBC Act is required if you are proposing to take an action that will have, or is
likely to have, a significant impact on the National Heritage values of a Natfional Heritage place
and/or any other NES matter. This action must be referred to the Australian Government Minister for
the Environment and Heritage. The Minister will decide whether an action will, or is likely to, have a
significant impact on a matter of national environmental significance.

The heritage provisions of the EPBC Act allow for a fransition period whilst the National and
Commonwealth Heritage Lists are finalised. During this fransition period the Register of the National
Estate acts in conjunction with the formative Natfional and Commonwealth lists o provide full
coverage for items already identified as having cultural heritage significance.

The Native Tifle Act of 1993, as amended, recognises, and protects native fitle, and provides that
native title cannot be extinguished contrary to the Act. The National Native Title Tribunal (NNTT) is a
Commonwealth Government agency sef up under this Act to mediate native fitle claims under the
direction of the Federal Court of Australia.

The National Native Title Tribunal maintains the following registers:

*  National Native Title Register;

* Register of Native Title Claims;

*  Unregistered Claimant Applications; and,

*  Register of Indigenous Land Use Agreements.

The objective of a search of the NNTT registers is to identify possible Aboriginal Stakeholders that
would not perhaps receive representation as part of the Local Aboriginal Land council or Elders
groups.

The Subject Area is not the site of any Native Title applications or determinations.

The following New South Wales legislation protects aspects of cultural heritage and is relevant to
development activities in the Subject Area.

The Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979 (EP&A Act) requires that consideration be
given to environmental impacts as part of the land use planning process. This includes impacts on
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal cultural heritage items and places. The Act also requires that Local
Government Areas (LGAs) prepare Local Environmental Plans (LEP) and Development Control Plans
(DCP) in accordance with the Act to provide guidance on the level of environmental assessment
required. LEPs often list locally significant heritage items. Three parts of the EP&A Act are mostrelevant
to Heritage. Part 3 relates to planning instruments, including those at local and regional levels; Part
4 controls development assessment processes; and Part 5 refers to approvals by determining
authorities.

The National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 provides for protection of Aboriginal objects (sites, relics, and
cultural material) and Aboriginal places. Under the Act (Section 5), an Aboriginal object is defined
as:



any deposit, object, or material evidence (not being a handicraft for sale) relating to
indigenous and non-European habitation of the area that comprises New South Wales, being
habitation both prior to and concurrent with the occupation of that area by persons of
European extraction, and includes Aboriginal remains.

An Aboriginal place is defined under this Act as an area that has been declared by the Minister
administering the National Parks and Wildlife Act as a place of special significance for Aboriginal
culture. It may or may not contain physical Aboriginal objects.

Under Section 86 of the Act it is an offence to knowingly destroy, deface, damage or desecrate, or
cause or permit the destruction, defacement, damage or desecration of, an Aboriginal object or
Aboriginal place, without the prior written consent from the Director-General of Heritage NSW
(formerly the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment (DPIE)). In order to obtain such
consent, a Section 90 an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) application must be submitted
and approved by the Heritage NSW Director-General. In considering whether to issue a permit under
Section 90, Heritage NSW wiill consider:

*  The objectives and justifications for the proposed activity;

The appropriateness of the methodology to achieve the objectives of the proposed activity;
The significance of the Aboriginal object(s) or place(s) subject to the proposed impacts;
The effect of the proposed impacts and the mitigation measures proposed;

The alternatives to the proposed impacts;

The conservation outcomes that will be achieved if impact is permitted;

The outcomes of the Aboriginal community consultation regarding the proposed impact and
conservation outcomes;

The views of the Aboriginal community about the proposed activity; and,

The knowledge, skills, and experience of the nominated person (s) fo adequately undertake
the proposed activity.
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Under Section 89A of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974t it is a requirement to notify the
Heritage NSW Director-General of the location of an Aboriginal object. Identified Aboriginal items
and sites are registered with the Heritage NSW on AHIMS.

The NSW Heritage Act 1977 (Heritage Act) provides protection for items of ‘environmental heritage’
in NSW. ‘Environmental heritage' includes places, buildings, works, relics, movable objects, or
precincts considered significant based on historical, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological,
architectural, natural, or aesthetic values. Items considered to be significant to the State are listed
on the State Heritage Register and cannot be demolished, altered, moved, or damaged, or their
significance altered without approval from the Heritage NSW.

ltems listed on the State Heritage Register (SHR) require consent of the Heritage NSW o undertake
work or development which alters, moves, deposits, or damages any part of the heritage item, place,
precinct, land, its relics, or any vegetation.

Relics are afforded automatic protection under Section 139 of the Heritage Act which applies to all
land in New South Wales. Under Section 41(1) of the Heritage Act and the Heritage Amendment Act
2009 (No. 34) a ‘relic’ is defined as:

Any deposit artefact, object, or material evidence that:



(a) Relates to the settlement of the area that comprises New South Wales, not being
Aboriginal settlement, and

(b) Is of State or local significance.

Section 146 of the Heritage Act requires that the accidental discovery of relics should be reported in
writing to the Heritage NSW. Depending on the nature of the discovery, additional assessment and
possibly an excavation permit may be required prior to the recommencement of excavation in the
affected area. Alternatively, an applicable gazetted ‘exception’ might apply.

If Heritage NSW believes that a heritage item or place needs to be conserved, it can make a
recommendation to the Minister, who decides whether to place protection on that item. There are
two types of protection available: interim heritage orders and listing on the State Heritage Register.
These forms of protection are 'binding directions’, which means that the heritage item that is
protected in one of these ways cannot be demolished, redeveloped, or altered without permission
from Heritage NSW.

The Heritage Act does not apply fo Aboriginal “relics” (any deposit, object, or material evidence).
These items are protected under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974; however, some aspects of
Aboriginal cultural heritage management and protection are covered by provisions of the Heritage
Act.

A search of the State Heritage Inventory for Heatherbrae was undertaken as part of preparing this
assessment (refer to Appendix lll). No items listed on the State Heritage Inventory were identified
within or abutting the Subject Area.

Heritage is dealt with under Section 5.10 and Schedule 5 of the Port Stephens Local Environmental
Plan (LEP) 2013. Section 5.10 (1) outlines the objectives of the clause, including:

(d) to conserve Aboriginal objects and Aboriginal places of heritage significance.
The clause states that development consent is for the following activities:

a) Demolishing or moving a heritage item, Aboriginal Object, or building within a conservation
areaq;

b) Altering a heritage item that is a building;

c) Disturbing or excavating an archaeological site;

d) Disturbing or excavating an Aboriginal place of heritage significance;

e) Erecting a building on land on which an Aboriginal object is located, or that is within an
Aboriginal place of significance;

f)  Subdividing land on land on which an Aboriginal object is located, or that is within an
Aboriginal place of significance.

Section 5.10 (8) Specifically applies to Aboriginal Places of Heritage Significance and outlines the
level of assessment and notification which needs to be undertaken for development affecting
Aboriginal places, prior fo granting development consents.



Schedule 5 - Environmental Heritage lists places of heritage significance registered on the local
listing. These items are primarily European and post-contact sites; however, occasionally, Aboriginal
places are included on Schedule 5.

A search of Schedule 5 for Heatherbrae was undertaken as part of preparing this assessment (refer
to Appendix IV). There are no Schedule 5 items abutting the Subject Area.

The National Trust of Australia (NSW) is a community-based organisation with independently
constituted Trusts in each state and territory. The NSW National Trust compiles a heritage list primarily
of historic places, but they also include some Aboriginal and natural places. Listing helps to provide
recognition and promote public appreciation and concern for local heritage.

The National Trust Register has no legal foundation or statutory power but is recognised as an
authoritative statement on the significance to the community of particular items and is held in high
esteem by the public.

The Register of the National Estate (RNE) was closed in 2007 and is no longer a statutory list.

The RNE is maintained on a non-statutory basis as a publicly available archive and educational
resource.

ltems entered in the RNE prior to its closure in 2007 as identified as “registered”. The existence of an
entry for a place in the RNE does not in itself create a requirement to protect the place under
Commonwealth law. Nevertheless, information in the register may continue to be current and may
be relevant to statutory decisions about protection.

A search of the Register of the National Estate was undertaken as part of preparing this assessment.
No items were identified during the search (refer to Appendix V).



Heritage NSW recognises and values Aboriginal cultural heritage. Evidence of Aboriginal
occupation is present as objects throughout the NSW landscape, and cultural heritage is present in
the memories, stories and relations Aboriginal people have with their traditional land or Country.
Aboriginal cultural heritage is an essential part of Aboriginal people’s cultural identity, connection,
and sense of belonging to Country. Heritage NSW recognises that Aboriginal people who hold
cultural knowledge should be provided an opportunity to inform Heritage NSW of the cultural
significance of objects or places and have an input into the management of their cultural heritage.
To this end, they produced the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for
Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010aq).

In recognising the rights and interests of Aboriginal people in their cultural heritage, Heritage NSW
acknowledges that Aboriginal people:

*  Are the primary source of information about the value of their heritage and how this can be

protected and conserved;

Must have an active role in any Aboriginal cultural heritage planning process;

Must have early input info the assessment of cultural significance of their heritage and its
management so that they can continue to fulfil their obligations towards their heritage; and,
Must confrol the way in which cultural knowledge and other information relating specifically
to their heritage is used, as this may be an integral aspect of its heritage value (DECCW,
2010aq, p. 2).

Heritage NSW sets out a process for identifying Aboriginal parties who may have information on the
cultural significance of objects or places and providing Aboriginal people with opportunities to
comment on the methods used to identify and assess objects or places, and opportunities to
contribute fo the development of management optfions and recommendations (DECCW, 2010q, p.
7).

The process must be followed if an application is made to Heritage NSW under Part 6 of the National
Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974 as amended. Consultation for the current study was carried out in
accordance with the specified requirements (DECCW, 2010a).

Kayandel undertook consultation with the identified Aboriginal stakeholders known to hold cultural
knowledge relating to the Subject Area and who were generally accepted within the Aboriginal
community as being the holder of a right to speak for the country in which the Subject Area is
located. The purpose of this community consultation was to understand the cultural values of the
Subject Area and to understand the community's views and concerns about the proposed
development.

The objectives of Aboriginal community consultation were to:

*  Give Aboriginal people an opportunity to comment on the design of the field methods for

identifying Aboriginal objects or places within the Subject Area;

Obtain information about the cultural significance and values of any Aboriginal objects or
places within the Subject Area;

Give Aboriginal people an opportunity to contribute to the development of cultural heritage
management options and recommendations; and,

Give Aboriginal people an opportunity to comment on any draft report.



The Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010aq).
provides guidance about the appropriate manner in which consultation with the Aboriginal
community should be undertaken.

There are 4 Stages to the consultation process established by the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010a). Each Stage is discussed separately
in the following Section.

A log of all consultation with the RAPs for the current study is included in Appendix XIX.

As there was not an approved determination of native title in relation to the Subject Area, the
identification of RAPs was carried out in accordance with the specifications of Section 4.1.2 of the
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010a).
Kayandel made enquiries with the following (see Appendix VI and Appendix VIi):

*  Heritage NSW;

*  Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council;

The Registrar, Aboriginal Land rights Act 1983, for a list of Aboriginal owners;

The National Native Title Tribunal for a list of registered native title claimants, native title holders
and registered Indigenous Land Use Agreements;

*  Native Title Services Corporation Limited (NTSCORP Limited);

*  Port Stephens Shire Council; and,

Hunter Local Land Services

X
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Correspondence from these organisations is included in Appendix VIIl to Appendix XI.

The Aboriginal groups and individuals that were identified by the various organisations as having a
potential interest in the cultural heritage of the Subject Area as a result of these enquiries are listed in
Appendix XII.

In accordance with Section 4.1.3 of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for
Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010a), an advertisement for the project was placed in the Newcastle
Herald on Wednesday, October 26th, 2022 (refer to Figure 4). There were two responses to this
advertisement (Rose Nean and Karuah Indigenous Corporation).

In addifion fo the advertisement, Kayandel wrote to the organisations and individuals outlined in
Appendix Xl inviting them to register their interest in being consulted for the project. Refer to
Appendix Xlll for copies of the registration emails.

Table 2 identifies the Aboriginal stakeholders who have registered for inclusion in the project’s
consultation process.
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Abori%igal Stakeholder Consultation - Hunter River High

hool, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been commissioned by the NSW Department of Education
the Pro to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
eport (ACHAR) for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High

School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA, NSW

2324,

The Applicant for an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit, should one be

required, will be the NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33, Sydney

NSW 2001.

Aboriginal organisations or Aboriginal persons who hold cultural

knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal

objects in the area are invited to register an interest in consultation. The

purpose of community consultation with Aboriginal people is to assist in:

1) Assessing the Aboriginal heritage value of the area;

2) Preparing an application for an AHIP under Part 6 of the National Parks

and Wildiife Act 1974; and,

3) To assist the Director-General (Chief Executive) of Heritage NSW to

consider and determine the application.

Registrations should include the name of a contact person, address and

other relevant contact details. The names of registered Aboriginal parties

will be passed on to Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council and Heritage

NSW unless a request to the contrary is made.

To register your interest, please contact:

The Project Manager, ¢/- Kayandel

PO Box 440, Picton, NSW 2571

4 (02) 4627 8622 §% info@kayandel.com.au

The closing date for registrations is 9* November 2022. Registrations

received after this date may not be included in the consultation process.
Note: registering for consultation does not guarantee employment.

Figure 4: Public Advert in the Newcastle Herald, October 26, 2022
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Identified By

Date Registered

Al Indigenous Services Carolyn Hickey Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Amanda AHCS Amanda De Zwart Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation | Marilyn Carroll-Johnson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Didge Ngunawal Clan Lilly Carroll Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Gomery Cultural Consultants David Horton Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Kamilarof Yankuntjatjora Working Phil Khan Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Group!
Karuah Indigenous Corporation David Feeney Public Advert 15/09/2022
Lower Hunter Aboriginal David Ahoy Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Incorporated
Murra Bidgee Mullangari Aboriginal Ryan Johnson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Corporation
Mur-Roo-Ma Inc. Bec Young Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd Leonard Anderson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Wattaka Pty Ltd Des Hickey Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Widescope Indigenous Group Steven Hickey Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Worimi Local Aboriginal Land . . Heritage NSW & Port
Council Jamie Merick Stephens Council & ORALRA 15/09/2022
Worimi Traditional Owners Candy Towers Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Indigenous Corporation
Robert Syron - Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Carol Ridgeway-Bissett - Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Rose Nean? - Public Advert 15/09/2022
Table 2: RAPs atf the closing of the registration period
3.1.2 Stage 2 - Presentation of Information about the Proposed Project

On the 2nd November 2022, information about the project was provided to the RAPs (see Table 2) in
the form of an Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Project Methodology, outlining the project details,
background research, the test excavation methodology, and the project timeline (refer to Appendix

XV).

Comments received from the RAPs in response to this document are provided below in Table 3 (see

Appendix XVI).

RAP Submission

Gomery Cultural Consultants

RAP's Comment

On what | have been reading, |
encourage to do test excavation, on the
grounds of what sites are already in their
vicinity, any objects found, of
significance should test excavation be
open up greater than 50 by 50.

Kayandel's Response

Kayandel acknowledges the
archaeological sensitivity of the
Hunter River High School.

Your comment about the expansion
of the 50cm x 50cm test pits where
artefacts of significance are identified
is addressed in Phase 3 of the test
excavation methodology.

Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd

Where has the Aboriginal (local)
information come from, Why hasn't a
‘Walkover' been conducted. Which
member of your staff is Aboriginal. A
desktop study is not good enough as the
topography changes daily and nobody
but a Local Aboriginal person can

As mentioned in the Aboriginal
Heritage Assessment Project
Methodology, GML undertook a site
inspection as part of preparing their
Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence
Report for the Subject Area. As part of
preparing their report, GML undertook

I Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group withdrew from the consultation process on 9 June 2023.
2 Rose Nean withdrew from the consultation process on 279 June 2023
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RAP’s Comment

Kayandel's Response

conduct 'Impact Statements' efc. |
personally will not divulge any
information on this Proposal unless an
onsite meeting is held with the RAP's and

consultation with Worimi LALC (GML,
2020, p. 3).

Kayandel will advise the Proponent of
your request for an onsite meeting to

Proponents and I'll reserve all comments
if not unfil the final report.

AHCS myself has read over the
Methodology and is happy with the
methodology. AHCS has no comments
on the methodology.

The proposed Methodology for the
project is well documented and is clear
that the Subject area is of Cultural
significance, through research and
AHIMS register has identified many
artefacts, burial, scarred trees and
evidence of the Worimi nation.

All artefacts and sites found are
collected and recorded, measured and
sealed bagged for further investigation
by the Archaeologist Team.

The subject area has connections to the
Wonaruha people and artifacts and
areas of significance that have been
identified in the Hunter Valley.

Cultural Protocols, include Welcome to
Country, Local Elder, Communication of
daily works, debrief each day to discuss
and issues with Archaeologists Team.
ACHAR Methodology has covered the
Project Brief.

Karuah Indigenous Company is happen
with the methodology for the Hunter
River High School

be held.

Amanda AHCS Noted

Noted

Noted

Rose Nean

Noted

Noted

Noted

Karuah Indigenous Company Noted

Table 3: RAP Comments and Kayandel's Response related to the Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Project
Methodology

3.1.3
In fulfilment of the Stage 3 requirements of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010a), Kayandel asked the RAPs to provide any cultural
information that may be relevant in undertaking the assessment of the proposed works (refer to
Appendix XV).

Stage 3 - Gathering Information about Cultural Significance

Rose Nean noted in her comments that the "subject area connections to the Wonaruha people”.

No other comments regarding the cultural significance of the site were received in response o the
Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Project Methodology.

During the Phase 1 test excavation, Bec Young from Mur-Roo-Ma, a Worimi traditional owner, had
advised that the area had cultural significance to the Worimi. She also noted that the Pacific
Highway had been constructed on traditional travel routes.

3.1.4 Stage 4 - Review of Draft Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

In fulfilment of Stage 4 requirements of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements
for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010a), Kayandel provided the Draft ACHAR and ATR to the RAP’s on
2nd June 2023. Where written responses have been received from RAP’s they have been presented
in Appendix XVII.

e | 6



On the 2nd June 2023, Rose Nean advised that she did not wish to continue being consulted with on
the project.

During phone calls on the 9t June 2023 to confirm receipt of the reports, Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara
Working Group advised they did not wish to continue being consulted.

During the phone calls, Kayandel also discussed the requirement for an AHIP for the project and that
the density of Aboriginal objects was insufficient to justify further salvage from an archaeological
perspective. In addition the preference for reburial of Aboriginal objects was discussed along with
alternatives such as presentation of Aboriginal Objects in the school reception area. Kayandel has
made file notes of these conversations.

All comments received in writing or verbally have recoginised the need for the AHIP to be approved.
There has been one request for community salvage. Rob Syron identified an initial preference for
the Aboriginal objects to be displayed and used for teaching and educational purposes, but during
discussions around the long terms management risks and obligations that this presented, he agreed
to reburial.



A breakdown of the various tasks that have been undertaken to achieve the objectives of this
assessment is provided below.

The process for Aboriginal community consultation is set out in Section 3 above.

Details about the Aboriginal archaeological methodology are provided in Appendix XV.

Prior to the fieldwork, the following tasks were undertaken:

* Asearch of the AHIMS maintained by Heritage NSW was obtained to determine whether any

sites or areas of sensitivity had previously been recorded within or near the Subject Area. This
search also assisted with the development of a local site distribution model;

A search of the AHIMS report catalogue was conducted to identify previous archaeological
studies that had been carried out in and near the Subject Area. The reports identified were
able to provide information on the local archaeological context and assisted with the
development of predictions for site location within the Subject Area;

Published archaeological texts and grey literature regarding the Heatherbrae area were
consulted to assist with the development of regional and local archaeological contexts for
the Subject Areaq;

Kayandel's library was searched, and an internet search was carried out fo identify any
Aboriginal history, ethnography, environmental and climate information relevant to the
Subject Areq;

A predictive model for the Subject Area was prepared.

The Subject Area had previously been inspected by GML (2020) as part of preparing their Aboriginal
Heritage Due Diligence Report. Kayandel undertook a field survey concurrently with the tfest
excavation.

The aim of both GML and Kayandel's surveys were to record the characteristics of the Subject Area
(including identification of landforms), any physical evidence of Aboriginal land use and any
information that could inform predictions about Aboriginal objects within the Subject Area.

The portion of the Subject Area that is proposed for new impacts was divided into 3 Survey Units (SUs)
that ufilised the boundaries of the Subject Area to establish the survey limits. The SUs were assessed
using pedestrian survey (fransects), which was undertaken in accordance with the specification for
archaeological survey contained within Burke and Smith (2004).

The following tasks were carried out during Kayandel's survey:

*  Landform units were inspected for any potential of archaeological sensitivity across the

Subject Areq;
Ground surface exposures were inspected for archaeological material; and,
Large mature trees were inspected for signs of cultural modification.

E

x

The survey team walked transects targeting exposures and mature trees for inspection. Visibility
variables were recorded for all fransects within the Subject Area.

Details and results of the site inspection are outlined in Section 7.1.



The natural environment of an area influences not only the availability of local resources such as food
and raw materials for artefacts but also determines the likely presence and/or absence of various
archaeological site types that may be encountered during a field investigation. Landforms, soil
types, and soil depths in combination with the underlying geology have implications for subsurface
archaeological deposits in a study such as this.

Resource distribution and availability (such as the presence of drinking water, plant and animal
foods, raw materials of stone, wood and vegetable fibre used for tool production and maintenance)
is strongly influenced by the nature of soils, the composition of vegetation cover and the climatic
characteristics of a given region.

The location of different site-types (such as open campsites, culturally modified trees, rock-shelters,
middens, grinding grooves, engravings etfc.) are strongly influenced by factors such as these along
with a range of other associated features which are specific to different land systems and bedrock
geology.

The environmental background is important in order to give context to the archaeological record.
With respect to Aboriginal archaeology, land formation processes may impact upon the type and
frequency of archaeological remains encountered. Past climatic conditions may also impact upon
the location and types of resources available, which in furn would impact upon settflement and
mobility patterns of past Aboriginal groups in the area.

Heritage NSW requires a review of the landscape context to assist in the determination or prediction
of the potential of a landscape to have accumulated or preserved objects, the ways Aboriginal
people may have used the landscape in the past, and the likely distribution of the material fraces of
Aboriginal land use (DECCW, 2010b, p. 8).

Detailing the environmental context of a study region is an integral procedure for modelling potential
past Aboriginal land-use practices and/or predicting site distribution patterns within any given
landscape. The information that is outlined below is considered pertinent to the assessment of site
potential and site visibility within the specific contexts of the current study.

The climate in the region surrounding the Subject Area mostly warm and temperate.

According to the recordings of the Automatic Weather Station (AWS) at the nearby Wiliamstown
RAAF (Station Number 061078), annual mean maximum temperatures have ranged between 17.2°C-
28.3°C over the past 73 years, with the highest recorded temperature of 45.5°C in January 2020 and
the lowest of 9.2°C in July 1990 (Bureau of Meteorology, 2022).

Rainfall data has also been taken from Wiliamstown RAAF AWS. Rainfall is spread fairly uniformly
throughout the year but with a moderate summer-autumn dominance in March and April for an
annual average of 128.3mm. Lowest recorded monthly rainfall is 0.00mm in July 1970 and August
1995. The highest recorded monthly rainfall is 5992.5mm in February 1990 (Bureau of Meteorology,
2022).

Overall, the climatic conditions in the Subject Area can be characterised as very mild and would
have been suitable for year-round hunter-gatherer occupation of the Subject Area.



Geological information can contribute to archaeological studies by providing information on the
nature of rock resources, as well as informing soils and landforms.

Heatherbrae is located in the far northern border of the Sydney Basin Bioregion. The larger-scale
geology of the Sydney Basin Bioregion is characterised by marine deposition events from the
Carboniferous to the early Permian. Numerous coal deposits accumulated before large river systems
covered the region in quartz sandstone, known as the Hawkesbury sandstone. The Hawkesbury
sandstone, which forms the bedrock for all of the Sydney Basin, dates to the mid-Triassic. This bedrock
of sandstone is then capped by a thin layer of shale (NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service, 2003).

The Sydney Basin Bioregion consists of a geological basin filled with near horizontal sandstones and
shales of Permian to Triassic age that overlies older basement rocks of the Lachlan Fold Belt. The
sedimentary rocks have been subject to uplift with gentle folding and minor faulting during the
formation of the Great Dividing Range. Erosion by coastal streams has created a landscape of deep
cliff gorges and remnant plateaus (Branagan & Packham, 2000; NSW National Parks and Wildlife
Service, 2003).

During the last interglacial period, approximately 120,000 years ago, a series of transgressive dune
complexes (the Inner Barrier) built up due to the rise in sea level, forming an extensive dune field. The
southern border of the dune field runs from approximately Tomago across to Wiliamtown and on to
Lemon Tree Passage. During this time, the Hunter River flowed into what is now Fullerton Cove. As
sea level fell during the last glacial period, the active deposition of sand ceased and the former
beach sands were subject to reworking, forming the aeolian dune formation today.

The Hunter region is a complex of Permian shales, sandstones, conglomerates, volcanics and coal
measures. Bounded on the north by the Hunter Thrust fault and on the south by cliffs of Narrabeen
Sandstone. Pleistocene coastal barrier system in Newcastle bight (NSW National Parks and Wildlife
Service, 2003).

The Subject Area is principally located within a part of the Tomago Coastal Plain and comprised of
Quaternary sands without any naturally occurring stone outcrops. The landscape in this region has
developed over the last 120,000 year as a series of estuarine clays and transgressive dune systems,
creating an Inner Barrier of Pleistocene age (>10,000 years ago) and an Outer Barrier of Holocene
age (from 10,000 years ago), separated by a low-lying swampy depression (Rose, W.H., & D.R., 1966)
(refer to Figure 6).

Murphy (2000, p. 9) suggested that most Australian soils might be of great antiquity. The Last Glacial
Maximum, a very cold phase between 30,000-21,000 BP, may have rejuvenated extensive soil erosion
and deposition in the eastern highlands and many of today’s soils in this region may date from that
time (Hope, 2005; Petherick, McGowan, & Moss, 2008). Climate change between 1,500 and 4,000
years ago may have led to a new series of small but significant alluvial deposits on the landscape
and a new round of soil formation (Murphy, 2000, p. ?). The antiquity of soils and details of sail
development are relevant to the survival of Aboriginal archaeological materials.

In general, soils consist of A, B and C horizons. The A and B horizon soils are layers that have been
modified by weathering and soil development, and the C horizon is weathering parent material. The
A1 horizon is usually referred to as topsoil and includes an accumulation of organic matter, is darker



in colour and has more biological activity than other horizons. The A2 horizon is usually palerin colour
than the A1 and B horizons with less organic matter. It is often the zone of maximum leaching, clay
translocation and weathering. When those processes are particularly strong, the horizon is white or
grey and may be referred to as bleached. The underlying B horizon is usually more clayey, denser,
and stronger in colour (Murphy & Murphy, 2000, pp. 71-73). In open landscape settings (open sites),
Aboriginal artefacts are most found in A-horizon soils, and especially the Az horizon.

According to the Soil Landscapes of the Newcastle 1:100 000 Sheet, the Subject Area is situated
across the Tea Gardens Variant A, and Millers Forest soil landscapes (Matthei, 1995).

The maijority of the Subject Area is located on the Tea Garden Variant A (tna) soil landscape; a flat
aeolian remnant Pleistocene beach ridge. With a low elevation, flat relief and high-water table, the
land is subject to seasonal water logging. Predominantly Tea Garden Variant A has similar soils and
landscape features to Tea Gardens (tn) but Tea Garden Variant A has been reworked by wind action
(it is an aeolian soil landscape, which has implications for the location of Aboriginal archaeology).
The result of this is iregular sandy rises and broad deflation basins and swales. Soils generally consist
of 35cm of black sandy peat (O horizon) or Brownish black of loamy sand (A1 horizon), over 20cm of
bleached loose sand (A2 Horizon), which overlays a black loamy sand (B horizon) (Matthei, 1995).

The north-western end of the Subject Area is associated with the Millers Forest (mf) soil landscape, an
alluvial flat plain on recent sediments in the Hunter Plain. It is characterised by a low local relief, back
swamps and permanently high-water table. The upper 45cm is a brownish black silty clay loam (A
horizon), which overlays a brown silty clay (B horizon). This soil landscape is subject to regular flooding
(Maftthei, 1995).
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The topography within the Subject Area is predominately determined by the underlying geological
formation.

The local landscape contains predominantly low-lying flats with a broad, irregular sandy rises and
occasional aeolian deflation basins (refer to Figure 7). The sand plain relief will rarely exceed one
mefre with a slope gradient of <5%. Where local ridges are evident they tend to be broadly well
drained, except for troughs between the ridges that can become seasonally waterlogged with the
water table at <100 cm below the surface (Matthei, 1995).

The Subject Area is bordered by three reliable water sources. The largest of the water sources is the
Hunter River that is situated to the Tkm north-west of the Subject Area. Windeyer's Creek is
immediately north of the Subject Area as a tributary of the Hunter River that will generally flow from
the east to the northwest. Situated to the southeast of the Subject Area are Siddons Swamp and Blind
Harrys Swamp at approximately 2.5km away. The proximity of water courses and swamps would
have meant that the Subject Area was situated in a resource rich area that Aboriginal people may
have exploited in the past.

The land surrounding the Subject Area has not been heavily manipulated, with land clearing to make
way for small urban development and grazing. From 1835 to 1955 the land passed between two
owners with seemingly very little disturbance to the Subject Area itself, except for initial land clearing.

In 1956 the land was resumed by the government for a high school, which resulted in the
development of buildings, most of which are sfill present today. The school has continued to develop
and grow, with new building being constructed from 2014 to 2016. The western portion of the school
on the floodplain has been utilised as an agricultural plot and has been disturbed by small-scale
farming practices. Historical aerials and satellite images datfing 1954-2001 (see Plate 1 to Plate 6) were
reviewed as part of preparing this ACHAR. These aerials provide a summary of development at the
site and within the surrounding area (refer to Table 4).

1954 The earliest aerial image displays an undeveloped site with residential development along the northern
boundary. Elkin Avenue can be depicted in this image. The surrounding area is vacant land.
1966 This aerial image displays early development of the School. Some light residential/commercial development

can be depicted to the northeast of the School.

This aerial image displays further development of the site, with some additional buildings and pathways.
1976 Further residential/commercial development and associated roads can be depicted to the northeast and
major commercial development to the southeast of the School.

This aerial image remains closely consistent with that of the 1976 image. Minor development can be
depicted at the School and surrounding areas.

1984

This aerial image displays the site closely consistent with the earlier images. Minor residential development is
1993 identified to the north, major residential development is depicted to the southwest and minor commercial
development fo the southeast of School.

This aerial image displays the site closely consistent with the earlierimages, with some minor extension to
2001 existing buildings. Pastures are visible to the northwestern corner of the School. Some minor commercial
development is depicted in the northeast.

Table 4: Summary of Historic Aerial Photographs
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Plate 1: 1954 aerial photograph of Hunter River High School



Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council
LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Plate 3: 1976 aerial photograph of Hunter River High School



Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council
LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Plate 5: 1993 aerial photograph of Hunter River High School
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Plate 6: 2001 aerial photograph of Hunter River High School
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Early ethnohistorical accounts provide a number of different names for Aboriginal groups inhabiting
the Hunter River to Stockton Bight area. It is unclear from these sources the nature of the relationship
between these groups and the extent of the land occupied and managed by these people. The
term Worimi is used by local people today and will be used in this report in reference to the local
Aboriginal people. Tindale (1974) describes the Hunter River as the boundary between the Worimi
group and the Awabakal group to the south.

Early ethnographic records of the Port Stephens area are limited. Port Stephens consists of the
submerged estuary of the Myall and Karuah Rivers. The area was described by surveyor Charles
Grimes in 1795 as inhabited by the Worimi Tribe, whom he described as “taller” and “stouter” than
Aboriginal people of the Sydney areaq, utilising a completely different language (Dowd, 2006;
McCardle Cultural Heritage, 2015). The local environment was favourable for hunter-gatherer living.
The Worimi's non-destructive lifestyle was in such sympathy with the environment that it had already
lasted tens of thousands of years and would have continued long into the future if the white invasion
had not taken place.

Their knowledge of plants and animals has not been surpassed. Canoes were made from the bark
of the Stringybark tree (Punnah) E. obliqua or She-Oak. The ends were plugged with clay and when
in use a fire always burned on a bed of clay at the back. Paddles made of seasoned hardwood
were shaped like a large spoon and these paddles were used in a kneeling position from the middle
of the 4.5m canoe. Fishing lines were made from the inner bark of young Kurrajong trees or Sally
Walttle twisted and rendered watertight by soaking in the sap of the Bloodwood tree. Women of the
fribe had the first joint of their little finger removed to be dropped in the fishing grounds so that fish
would be atfracted to that hand. It was forbidden to fish if you had just eaten fruit.

Fishing spears were made from the flowering stem of the Gymea Lily or the Grass Tree and tipped
with 4 prongs of ironbark, the lot was held together with yellow gum (grass tree). Boomerangs were
made from wild Myrtle. The young flowering spikes of the Gymea Lily were roasted in the fire after a
long soaking in water. The wild Cape Gooseberries that grew on Cabbage Tree Island were highly
sought after. Fern root and daisy yam were eaten when fish were scarce.

McCardle Cultural Heritage (2015) said that in 1830 Robert Dawson described the Worimi Tribe as
utilising spears and shields, wearing belts of opossum fur, and using combs formed from the leg bones
of kangaroos. Bark was described as an essential material used in the production of numerous items.
Notches were cut info frees “large enough only [to] place the great toe in” to enable easy climbing
to strip bark “in lengths from three to six feet”. This bark was used for covering huts; bark was also
utilised for making string "as good as you can get in England, by twisting and rolling it in a curious
manner with the palm of the hand on the thigh” to make nets, fishing lines and bags.

The traditional owners of the Port Stephens area were first encountered by Europeans in late 1790,
when a group of escaped Second Fleet convicts were taken in by the Worimi following a sea
passage from Sydney Harbour. Four of the five convicts spent almost five years living in the area, with
one, John Sutton, dying during that time. In the year 1795, Captain W.R. Broughton (after whom
Broughton Island is named) on HM Providence was driven by bad weather past his destination of



Port Jackson into Port Stephens for shelter. He was amazed to discover the survivors living among
the Worimi, and proceeded to recapture them (Port Stephens Council, 2012).

At the time of white seftlement there was thought to have been a population of about 400 Worimi
living around the estuary of Port Stephens. By 1873, only 50 remained and by 1900 there were very
few tribal Worimi left.

Social organisation for the Worimi included aspects such as leadership, government, punishments,
duels, fights, marriage, totemism and family structure, within a social system that had both spiritual
and social significance. Leadership was based around leading men, being older and fully inifiated,
who acted as general advisers. Disputes between groups for such things as territorial infringement
were settled through battles, enacted to satisfy honour rather than being matters of mortal combat.
Marriages were arranged by both kindred and parents; a number of patrilineal totemic clans had a
bearing on both kinship and marriage, ensuring that strict laows were maintained, preserving fribal
strength and avoiding in-breeding (Sokoloff, 1977).

In 1841, two stockmen employed by settler Timothy Nowlan of ‘Walleroba' station on the Williams
River, were killed by Worimi warriors. In reprisal, a detachment of mounted police proceeded to
pursue the culprits. They came up with a group at Battle Camp Creek, and in the encounter killed
all but one of the group and according to local historian, RL Ford (1995, p 128), Mundiva (Mundiba)
was the sole survivor (University of Newcastle, 2017).

The locations and details of Aboriginal sites are considered culturally sensitive information. It is
recommended that this information, including the AHIMS data and GIS imagery, is removed from this
ACHAR if it is to enter the public domain.

Kayandel undertook a search of the AHIMS database on the 8th of September 2022, using the Client
Service ID 715676, with the coordinates set out in Table 5 below.

374385 6365144

388385 6379144

Table 5: AHIMS Database Search Criteria
(Zone 56, GDA%4)

The search area was a 14km square centred upon the Subject Area (refer to Figure 8). The results of
the AHIMS search are presented in Table 6 below. A total of one hundred and eight (108) Aboriginal
sites have been registered within the search area.



Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council

LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Site Type Frequency %
Open Camp Site 57 52.78%
Open Camp Site with Midden 12 11.11%
Open Camp Site with PAD 10 9.26%
Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD) 10 9.26%
Not an Aboriginal Site 6 5.56%
Scarred Tree 3 2.78%
Burial/s 2 1.85%
Isolated Artefact 2 1.85%
Aboriginal Ceremony and Dreaming 1 0.93%
Art (Pigment or Engraved) 1 0.93%
Bora/Ceremonial 1 0.93%
Grinding Groove with Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD) 1 0.93%
Open Camp Site with Midden and PAD 1 0.93%
Open Camp Site with Non-Human Bone and Organic Material 1 0.93%
Total 108 100%

Table é: Site Types from AHIMS Search (Client Service ID 715676)

The AHIMS search indicates that fifty-seven (57) of the one hundred and eight (108) identified sites
within the search area are Open Camp Sites, and a further twelve (12) are Open Camp Site with
Midden. Ten (10) identified sites are Open Camp Sites with PAD (refer to Table 6).

It should be noted that the distribution of sites in the AHIMS database is a reflection of where site
surveys have been conducted where exposure and visibility condifions have enabled the detection
of sites, and where sites have survived modern land disturbance. The distribution of sites from AHIMS
may not be a frue reflection of the existing Aboriginal sites in an area.

Ky
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Archaeological investigations generally fall info three categories - large projects that have been
carried out within a research-orientated academic framework and broad management context;
archaeological surveys carried out by interested amateurs; and archaeological investigations which
have been carried out within a commercial contracting framework and deal with specific localities
subject to development or redevelopment.

The Subject Area is situated on the Tomago Coastal Plain which is a Pleistocene coastal sand barrier
of the Newcastle Bight Barrier System. The archaeological resources of the Newcastle Bight Region
have a high regional and potentially national archaeological significance in terms of their site form,
content and the potential to clearly demonstrate the relatfionship between the archaeological
record and land use patterns in the surrounding landscape. Of substantial archaeological
significance is the antiquity of many sites located within the Newcastle Bight Barrier System.
Aboriginal occupation of the Hunter Valley and specifically the Newcastle Bight region dates back
well into the Pleistocene period, as evidenced by many Carbon-14 dates retrieved during
archaeological excavations. One site with early dated evidence is Moffats Swamp, located about
8.5km northeast of the Subject Area. The RPS (2010) report states that extensive excavations were
conducted by Baker (1994) across a dune at Moffats Swamp, from which small charcoal fragments
were retrieved. These charcoal fragments returned a calibrated date of 17,376 years BP.

The large maijority of dated sites are less than 5,000 years old. It has been argued that this is a result
of increased populations and 'intensification’, during this period. The frequency of sites dating to the
last 5000 years may also be a result of the last significant rise in sea level, approximately 6000 years
ago. The sea level rise would have submerged many of the older sites along the coastal fringe and
forced Aboriginal groups westward to occupy the current coastline.

The Newcastle Bight Study undertaken by Dean-Jones (1990) provides a concept pattern for past
Indigenous land use throughout the region. The report highlights that there would have been a wide
range of environmental landscapes that would have facilitated Aboriginal populations to prosper
due to the abundant resources. Sand dunes stabilized by open dry sclerophyll woodlands provided
habitat for numerous fauna species of which the Aboriginal people were able to exploit, while
freshwater wetlands would have provided an abundant habitat for bird, animal and plant life. The
rich resources of these habitats are reflected in the density of artefacts recorded during the Bight
Survey.

Generally, previous archaeological research of the region reveals that freshwater resources such as
Galloping, Campvale, and Moffats Swamp have been extensively utilised by Aboriginal people in
the past. Such freshwater wetlands would have provided excellent food and water resources for the
Aboriginal population (Dean-Jones, 1990).

The Heatherbrae area and surrounding region has been subject to a moderate number of
archaeological studies. Most archaeological studies in the Heatherbrae region have been confined
to the freatment of specific study areas.

The Table below (Table 7) contains the details of some of the Aboriginal heritage assessments that
have been undertaken in the general vicinity of the Subject Area. A brief outline of each report is
also provided below.
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Resource Planning (1991)

Locality

Raymond Terrace

LGA, NSW

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Study Type

Archaeological
Investigation

Results

Subsurface investigation of RT3
(AHIMS #38-4-0238). Fourteen (14)
stone artefacts were recorded
near the banks of Windeyers
Creek. Nineteen pits excavated
with artefact densities ranging
from 20 to 312 flakes/m?. See
detailed comments in Section 6.5.

McCardle Cultural Heritage
(2004)

Raymond Terrace

Archaeological
Investigation

Investigation of RT1 (AHIMS #38-4-
0694) on Mount Hall Road.
Isolated artefact with area of
PAD.

AHMS (2008)

Salt Ash

Archaeological survey

As a result of survey, no Aboriginal
sites or objects were identified.

RPS (2010)

Heatherbrae

Archaeological survey

The sand crest was identified as
being archaeologically sensitive

McCardle Cultural Heritage
(2015)

Williamstown

Archaeological survey

As a result of survey, no Aboriginal
sites or objects were identfified.

Archaeological

A total of 61 surface artefacts
were recorded across 11 sites
within the study area. An

Biosis (2018) Raymond Terrace investigation additional 22 subsurface artefacts
were recovered during test
excavations.

No Aboriginal sites or objects were

GML (2020) Hunter River High Aboriginal Due Diligence | identified. However, an area of

School Report archaeological sensitivity was

identified.

Jacobs (2021)

Raymond terrace

Archaeological
Investigation

Twenty-six (26) Aboriginal sites: 5
artefact scatters, 4 isolated finds,
16 subsurface sites, and 1 area of
PAD. A total of 3026 artefacts
recovered were recovered from
the test excavation.

Shading indicates investigations occurring within the Subject Area

Table 7: Cultural heritage investigations conducted in the Heatherbrae region

6.5 Relevant Archaeological Assessments

This Section discusses previous archaeological assessments that are relevant to the Subject Area. The
reports are listed chronologically.

Resource Planning (1991) undertook archaeological investigations on behalf of the Roads and Traffic
Authority for The Roads and Traffic Authority. The report covers the subsurface investigations of RT 3
(AHIMS #38-4-0238) which is approximately 400m from the Subject Area (see Figure 9). The report
notes that during the initial recording, fourteen (14) stone artefacts were recorded near the banks of

Windeyers Creek.

RT3 was considered to have high scientific and cultural significance.



Nineteen (19) pits were excavated at 5m intervals along a 30m section of creek bank, and fo a
maximum distance of 20m from the bank. A fotal area of 3.14m? was excavated. The depth of the
pits was between 53cm and 100cm.

They documented that RT 3 had artefact densities ranging from 20 to 312 flakes/m?3. It was observed
that the highest artefact densities were recovered from a band extending away from the bank of
Windeyers' Creek. It was also noted that moderate densities (100-200m3) occurred in pits to the west
of the high artefact frequencies.

No faunal remains were found at RT 3. It was considered to be consistent with finds of other
Pleistocene dune sites at Newcastle Bight. The lack of faunal material is believed to be related to
both distance from estuarine shellfish sources, and proximity to freshwater wetlands.

McCardle Cultural Heritage (2004) prepared a test excavation report for the proposed residential
subdivision along Mount Hall Road, Raymond Terrace. The study area is 3km north of the Subject
Areaq.

This report covers the subsurface investigatfions of RT 1 (#38-4-0694) on Mount Hall Road. The inifial
recording of RT1 was an isolated artefact with an area of PAD, in a road reserve.

The area was identified as being archaeologically sensitive based on the landform and the proximity
to water. The major water sources surround the study area are the Hunter River approximately 2km
west and the Grahamstown Swamp (now an artificial lake) located 3km east.

Stone artefacts were the only cultural materials retrieved during the excavation work. Artefact types
included flakes, flake fragments, flaked pieces and a possible hammerstone.

Nine (?2) 2m x 1m test pits were across the hillslope and crest of AHIMS #38-4-0694. Cultural Material

was found concentrated along the edge of the crest facing the closest watercourse. Artefact raw
material are relatively consistent with those found aft sites in the surrounding region, with tuff and
silcrete being the most common material.

The distribution of cultural material at site RT1 supports the predictive model of sites being located on
level to gently inclined landforms and artefact densities increasing with close proximity to water.

No bone or shell material was encountered during the subsurface investigation.

Artefact Heritage (2019) were engaged by GHD on behalf of City of Newcastle Council to prepare
an Aboriginal Archaeological Survey Report (AASR) for the proposed development of a 32km shared
pathway from Kurri Kurri to Shortland.

Survey Unit 5 is approximately 1.4km long and located on the northern margin of Hexham Swamp
leading info the low spur crest landform context of the Tarro area approximately 7km southeast of
the Subject Area.

The survey unit on the elevated spur crest at Tarro is located in the Millers Forest estuarine soil
environment.

Two previously unrecorded sites Isolated finds) were recorded during the survey.

Jacobs (2021) prepared an ACHAR for the M1Pacific Motorway extension to Raymond terrace on
behalf of Transport for NSW. The eastern part of their study area is approximately 1.2km from the
Subject Area.



A total of 26 Aboriginal sites, PADs and PAS are located within the study areq, including:

o Five artefact scaftters;

e Fourisolated artefacts;

o Twelve subsurface artefact sites (confirmed PADs) and one exira AHIMS record combining
two of these sites (i.e., a total of 12 subsurface artefact sites);

e Four artefact scatters with subsurface artefacts (confirmed PADs); and,

e One area of PAD.

In ftotal, 3,026 stone artefacts were recovered and later analysed during the tfest excavation
program. Of these, 2,123 were recovered from the south side of the Hunter River, principally in the
East Maitland Hills landscape region at Black Hill and a Pleistocene dune bordering the Hexham
Swamp at Beresfield. The remaining 903 artefacts were recovered from the north side of the Hunter
River principally from the Tomago sands.

GML (2020) prepared an Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Assessment on behalf of APP
Corporation for the Hunter River High School. As a result of survey, no Aboriginal sites or objects were
identified. However, GML identified that the Hunter River High School holds archaeological sensitivity
across areas associated with the Tea Gardens variant A aeolian dune soil landscape (refer to Figure
9). This sensitivity is for buried Aboroginal objects, which could comprise of stone artefacts, hearths
and faunal remains.

Several predictive models have been developed for the Heatherbrae area during previous
archaeological studies.

RPS (2010) prepared the below predictive model for their investigation of Lot 32 Masonite Road,
Heatherbrae. The study area approximately 4km southeast from the Subject Area.

*  Artefact Scatters are the most common site to be recorded in Australia and this regional

context. There is alack of naturally occurring raw stone material in the area, Artefact Scatters
in the region of the Tomago Coastal Plain tend to be dense and represent multiple stone
material types. This reflects a sustained use of the landscape by Aboriginal people in the
past. Artefact scatters are typically found on elevated landforms such as stabilised dunes
and sand crests because these areas offered a dry and sheltered area for occupation.
Artefact scatters also tend to be focused in areas near to water sources such as swamps and
deflation basins;

Isolated artefacts typically represent a transitory use of the landscape and indicate that the
landforms were not occupied for sufficient time in order to compile or discard mulfiple tools;
and,

> Culturally scarred trees will only be found in areas retaining old growth vegetation.

Biosis (2018) prepared the below predictive model for their investigation of 530 Raymond Terrace
Road, Thorton, which is approximately 7km east of the Subject Area.

*  Flaked stone artefact scatters and isolated artefacts - Moderate: Stone artefact sites have

been previously recorded in within the study area is association with 1st order drainage lines
located upon well drained fopographies or on slopes with a gradient of less than 5 degrees.



B

Shell middens - Low: Shell midden sites have not been recorded within the vicinity of the study
area. Shell middens are more likely to occur along permanent watercourses, or along the
coast of the Newcastle Bight.

Potential archaeological deposits (PADs) - Moderate: PADs have been previously recorded
in the region across a wide range of landforms including alluvial flats. They have the potential
to be present in undisturbed landforms and have been associated with the footslope
landform.

Modified tfrees - Moderate: The potential for mature native trees within the study fo feature
cultural scars is assessed as moderate.

Jacobs (2021) predictive model idenfified sites consisting primarily of Aboriginal stone artefacts. The
salvage strategy recognises that other stone artefacts are likely to occur as low density sites,
background scatter and isolated finds throughout the construction footprint

Ofther types of Aboriginal cultural heritage sites defined by the predictive model were not identified
within the project during investigations. These types of cultural heritage sites include:

B

*

A

A

Scar or carved trees
Grinding grooves
Bora/ceremonial sites
Shell midden locations
Stone arrangements
Burial sites

The following predictions for Aboriginal sites to be present within the Subject Area are based on the
landforms present:

*

B

*

Surface artefacts may occur across the entire Subject Area.

Open campsites and isolated artefacts are the most likely site found in the Subject Area.
Subsurface archaeological deposits may be present in areas where no visible surface
archaeological remains are evident.

Burials would not be expected due to the limited depth of soil deposits.

The proximity of the Subject Area to several first order streams abutting the interface between
the dune and dalluvial soils suggests the dune landscape could have been occupied by
Aboriginal people over both the Pleistocene and Holocene; and subject to assessment of soil
impacts, it is predicted that the Subject Area will hold a general level of sensitivity for
Aboriginal archaeological deposits (refer to GML (2020) section 6.7).

Tea Garden Variant A holds the potential for archaeological deposits GML (2020).
Artefact-bearing deposits are most likely to occur in locations with minimal previous land
disturbance; and,

As past land use disturbance increases in intensity, the ability for Aboriginal objects to provide
spatial and chronological information about past Aboriginal land use will decrease.

Rock art/engravings, rock shelters, and grinding groove sites are unlikely to be encountered
in the Subject Area due to the lack of suitable sandstone surfaces or outcrops.

Scarred and carved trees would not be expected in areas where land clearance has resulted
in the removal of old growth trees;
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The effectiveness of an archaeological field survey is heavily reliant upon the obtrusiveness of the
Aboriginal site being looked for, and the incidence and quality of ground surface exposure. Visibility
variables have been estimated for all areas where a comprehensive survey was carried out in the
Subject Area. This data provides a measurement with which to gauge and compare the
effectiveness of the survey and the level of sampling conducted. It may also be utilised to determine
the numbers and types of sites that may be present, but which could not be identified by the survey
due to poor ground visibility and exposure.

Ground surface visibility (GSV) is a measure of the bare ground visible to the archaeologist during the
field survey. There are two variables used to assess GSV:

*  The frequency and extent of exposures encountered by the archaeologist; and,

*  The quality of visibility within those exposures.

The major factors affecting the quality of GSV within an area of exposure are the extent of vegetation
and ground litter, the depth and origin of the exposure, the extent of recent sedimentary deposition
and the level of visual interference from surface gravels. Two variables of GSV were estimated during
the survey:

* A percentage estimate of the total area of ground inspected which contained useable

exposures of bare ground; and,

A percentage estimate of the average levels of GSV within those exposures. This is a net
estimate and accounts for all visual and physical variables that have affected the visibility
including the archaeological potential of any sediment or rock exposed.

'S

Various Aboriginal site types exhibit different levels of prominence within the landscape. This is an
important factor to consider when assessing the impact on visibility levels. Sites present upon or within
rock exposures, such as grinding grooves, engravings and rock shelters, are more likely to be
encountered than sites that are located on or within sedimentary contexts with little or no ground
surface relief. A common factor affecting visibility is the presence of small rocks, pebbles, and gravels
in the exposure. If these particular raw materials are also suitable for stone artefact manufacture, it
may make stone artefact identification more difficult.

Pedestrian survey was undertaken in January 2023 by Natalie Stiles. The survey was limited to the
potion of the Subject Area that was being impacted by the proposed works. GML (2020) undertook
a survey of the entire school as part of the Aboriginal heritage due diligence assessment.

The main aims of the field assessment were 1o identify Aboriginal objects, or areas with potential to
retain intact subsurface archaeological deposits, and to assess the overall intactness of the Subject
Areaq.

The field assessment included the completion of visual inspections throughout all portions of the
alignment. Detailed inspections were carried out at the location of ground surface exposures, which
may have stone artefacts. All mature trees were also inspected for evidence of cultural modification.
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.1 Survey Unit (SU)
Not subject to survey

Figure 10: Survey Units
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SuU1
SU1 is orientated northwest/southeast to the southwest of the access road off the Pacific Highway.

SUT is a flat landform that is covered with a dense layer of grass (refer to Plate 7 and Plate 8).
Where there are areas of exposure, the GSV is estimated to be 60%.

The archaeologically sensitive landform identified by GML extends across SUT.

Plate 7: General view looking northeast across SU1 Plate 8: General view looking northwest across SU1
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sSu2

SU2 extends northeast from the access road off the Pacific Highway towards Elkin Road and
includes the southeast portion of the sports field.

SU2 is a flat landform that is covered with a dense layer of grass (see Plate 9 to Plate 12). Where
there are areas of exposure, the GSV is estimated to be 90%.

The archaeologically sensitive landform identified by GML extends across SU2.

Plate 9: General view looking east from the Plate 10: General view looking northwest across SU2
southeastern corner of the sports field in SU2 towards SU3

-

Plate 12: General view looking northwest across SU2
towards SU3

Plate 11: General view looking northeast across SU2
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Su3

SU3 extends northeast from the access road off the Pacific Highway towards Elkin Road and
includes the northwest portion of the sports field and the long jump.

SU3 is a flat landform that is covered with a dense layer of grass (see Plate 13 to Plate 16). Where
there are areas of exposure, the GSV is estimated to be 20%.

The archaeologically sensitive landform identified by GML extends across SU3.

o 5 e voe iy, - % £
p < 4 S 5

1 i

Plate 13: General view looking northwest across U Plate 14: General view looking southeast across SU3
towards the school hall towards SU2

Plate 15: General view looking southwest across SU3  Plate 16: General view looking so’rheos’r ocrss SU3

7.1.3 Survey Coverage Data

The Subject Area was divided into three (3) survey units for ease of recording. These survey units were
determined by the changes in landform, or physical barriers such as watercourses and fences. Refer
to Table 8 for survey coverage data.

All landforms were sampled during the survey (refer to Table ?). The main areas that were focused
upon were the exposures with low levels of disturbance as these areas would be more likely to yield
intact Aboriginal artefacts and deposits. The below tables provide a summary of coverage data.
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Trf:unr:eec):lts Landform Sur\zﬁz)Umi Visibility %  Exposure % Effec:\r/:ac(z\srage C:\tf:rcc:;ee%
SuU1 Flat 1.47 60% 10% 0.09 6.00%
SuU2 Flat 1.42 90% 30% 0.38 27.00%
SU3 Flat 1.41 20% 10% 0.03 2.00%

Table 8: Survey Coverage Data

Landform Landform Area Effectively % of Landform Number of Number of Artefacts
Area (ha) Surveyed (ha) Effectively Surveyed Sites or Features

Flat 4.29 0.50 0.35 1 1

Table 9: Landform Summary

7.2 Summary of the Test Excavation

The Phase 1 test excavation programme was undertaken in January 2023. A totfal of seventy-nine
(79) 0.5m x 0.5m quadrants were excavated during this period. A total of nine (?) stone artefacts
were identified from three (3) of the thirty-five (35) Phase 1 test pits.

Due to the test excavation occurring in sand soils, and the expected depth of any archaeological
deposit, typically occurring between 20cm and 60cm based on the results of the RT 3 excavation
undertaken by Resource Planning (1991), all Phase 1 test pits were 0.5m x 1m, excavatedin 0.5 x 0.5m
quadrants. Where artefacts were encountered in a 0.5m x 0.5m quadrant, the 0.5m x Tm was
expanded intoa Tm x Tm.

It was determined from the results of the Phase 1 excavation that more data was required in order
to establish the nature and extent of the Aboriginal sites, and sensitive landforms, and as such it was
necessary to frigger the commencement of the Phase 2 excavation as detailed in Appendix XV.

In April 2023, the Phase 2 was undertaken in accordance with the test excavation methodology
detailed in Appendix XV. The program involved the excavation of four (4) 0.5m x 1m test pits at 10m
intervals around SQ14, SQ23 and SQ28, from the Phase 1 excavation (see Figure 7 to Figure 10 of the
ATR). Five (5) artefacts were recovered from five (5) of the twelve (12) Phase 2 test pifs.

Once the Phase 2 test excavation was completed, the results from both phases were reviewed to
determine which test pits had the highest frequency of artefacts. SQ28 from Phase 1 had a total of
five (5) artefacts, which was the highest frequency, on this basis, the test pit was expanded.

Area SQ28 was excavated to 3 m?2, which is the maximum continuous surface area of a combination
of test excavation units at any single excavation point that is permitted under the Code of Practice
(DECCW, 2010Db) (refer to Plate 9 of the ATR).

Twenty-two (22) stone artefacts and one (1) ochre nodule were recovered from ten (10) of the fifty
excavation areas. A total of 27m? of the Subject Area was excavated, the excavated area had a
density of 0.98 artefacts/m? (refer to Table 6 of the ATR).

No Aboriginal objects, deposits, or features of cultural significance were identified during the test
excavation programme.

For full details of the test excavation, please refer to Section 7 of the ATR for the project (see Appendix
XX).



As a result of the current subsurface investigation, three (3) previously unrecorded Aboriginal sites
were identified (refer to Figure 11):

* HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School);
HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School); and,
*  HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School).

A description of the Aboriginal sites that have been investigated is provided below.

HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School) is a low density artefact scatter comprising of four (4) stone
artefacts. Three (3) were recovered from spit 2 of SQ14 a + b, and one (1) spit 3 of SQ43 a.

HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School) is a low density artefact scatter comprising of four (4) stone
artefacts. Two (2) artefacts were recovered from spits 1 and 3 of SQ23 a + ¢, one (1) artefact from
spit 5 of SQ46 a, and one (1) from spit 2 of SQ48 a.

HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) is an artefact scatter comprising of fifteen (15) stone artefacts
recovered from the following test pits and recovered from between spits 2 and 6:

* SQ28 q;

> SQ28 b;

* SQ28d;

> SQ37¢;

> SQ99B d;

* SQI00A c; and,
%

SQITO00A d.
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Three (3) Aboriginal sites have been identified as a result of Kayandel's archaeological excavation
(refer to Figure 11):

* HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School);
HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School); and,
*  HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School).

Twenty-two (22) stone artefacts and one (1) ochre nodule were recovered from ten (10) of the fifty
excavation areas.

The artefact density from test excavation at Hunter River High School was between 1 and 5
artefacts/m?, which was less that what Resource Planning (1991, p. 13) documented at RT 3, with
artefact densities ranging from 20 to 312 flakes/m3. It was assessed that part of this reason for the
Subject Area having lower artefact densities may have been due to ifs position in the landscape.
Hunter River High School is approximately 450m from southwest of Windeyers Creek, and 520m
southeast from the confluence of Grahamstown Drain and Windeyers Creek, compared to RT 3
which was located on the bank of Windeyers Creek.

The test excavation suggested that the artefacts recovered may have represented a background
artefact scatter. It is possible that the artefacts could have been discarded (either intentionally or
accidentally) by Aboriginal people as they travelled through the landscape, possible from Windeyers
Creek to the main fravel routes across the Tomago Coastal Plain.

The results from Kayandel's test excavation indicates that there is potential for the portions of the
archaeologically sensitive landform that have not been investigated by this test excavation, to
contain archaeological deposit.

Further testing within the Subject Area is not considered to be necessary to inform decisions for the
Development Application.

For full details of the investigation undertaken, please refer to Section 7 of the ATR for the project
(refer to Appendix XX).



While all Aboriginal objects are afforded protection under the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974
decisions about appropriate management of individual cultural heritage items or sites is usually
based on their assessed significance as well as the likely impact of a proposed development and
the need for the development. Heritage NSW requires significance assessment in accordance with
the processes set out in The Burra Charter (DECCW, 2010b, p. 21).

Australia ICOMOS (2013) adopted The Burra Charter: The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of
Cultural Significance, 2013. In The Burra Charter cultural significance means “aesthetic, historic,
scientific or social value for past, present or future generations”. Cultural significance is a concept
that helps in estimating the value of places. The places that are likely to be of significance are those
that help an understanding of the past, enrich the present, and may be of value to future
generations. The Guidelines develop the following definitions:

Aesthetic value includes aspects of sensory perception for which criteria can and should be
stated. Such criteria may include consideration of the form, scale, colour, texture, and
material of the fabric; the smells and sounds associated with the place and its use.

A place may have historic value because it has influenced, or has been influenced by, an
historic figure, event, phase, or activity. It may also have historic value as the site of an
important event. For any given place, the significance will be greater where evidence of the
association or event survives in situ, or where the settings are substantially intact, than where
it has been changed or evidence does not survive. However, some events or associations
may be so important that the place retains significance regardless of subsequent treatment.

The scientific or research value of a place will depend on the importance of the data
involved, on its rarity, quality, or representativeness, and on the degree to which the place
may contribute further substantial information.

Social value embraces the qualities for which a place has become a focus of spiritual,
political, national, or other cultural sentiment to a majority or minority group.

The process of significance assessment has received considerable attention since the early 1980s
and criteria for assessing these values have been developed and adapted to deal specifically with
Aboriginal cultural heritage.

Cultural significance indicates the importance of a site or feature to Aboriginal communities. This
category may include sites, items, and landscapes that people may have traditional ties with, as well
as areas that may have contemporary importance to Aboriginal communities. Places of cultural
value may have social significance to Aboriginal communities, they may have historic value through
association with historic themes (e.g. missions or massacres), or they may take on value because of
their rarity or because a place may be able to contribute new information about the past. Places
may have aesthetic significance, being natural features with symbolic values, dramatic presence,
or tranquil qualities. Cultural significance may not be in accord with the interpretations made by
archaeologists — a site may have low archaeological significance but high Aboriginal significance,
or vice versa.




Rose Nean noted in her comments that the “subject area connections to the Wonaruha people”.

No other comments regarding the cultural significance of the site were received in response to the
Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Project Methodology.

During the Phase 1 test excavation, Bec Young from Mur-Roo-Ma, a Worimi traditional owner, had
advised that the area had cultural significance to the Worimi. She also noted that the Pacific
Highway had been constructed on traditional tfravel routes.

Scientific or archaeological significance may be assessed by placing a site, feature, or landscape in
a broader regional context and by assessing ifs individual merits in the context of current
archaeological discourse. This type of significance relates to the ability of a site to answer current
and future research questions, which may be influenced by physical condition (infegrity), information
potential, rarity, and/or representativeness.

Rarity and Representativeness is an assessment of how rare or common a site or landscape is. In
theory, heritage items may be determined to be significant because they are rare forms, or they may
be very good typical forms. Whether items are of rare or common forms will depend on the variables
used to distinguish them. Open sites, for example, may be distinguished from grinding grooves or
scarred trees according to the general type of evidence present (e.g. stone artefacts distinguishable
from frees with marks or grooves on rock platforms). To assess rarity and representativeness, site type
can be used initially, and then this category subdivided until a satisfactory level of (dis)similarity is
achieved. Within the general group “open artefact scatters”, sites may be distinguished according
to other variables, such as their content, or their landscape setfting. Technically, an assessment of
representativeness should identify both what is typical and/or common as well as what is rare.

Research potential is an assessment of the ability of a site or landscape to provide information o
answer questions about the past. Several criteria may be considered:

The connectedness of individual sites or landscapes — is the content, site, or landscape part
of a complex of related sites or landscapes?

The potential of a site or landscape to provide a relatfive or absolute chronology extending
back into the past; i.e. stratified sequences of cultural materials and/or dateable materials
such as organic remains (radiocarbon dating), or sealed or cultural deposits (optical or
thermo- luminescence); and,

The ability of the site or landscape to provide a large sample size (large numbers of stone
artefacts, art motifs, grinding grooves efc.) about which statistically significant statements
can be made.

Rarity and Representativeness

This may be assessed by using site type as the first criterion then landscape, size (number of lithics)
and the nature of the lithic content.



Open artefact scatters such as HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High
School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) are a common occurrence across the Tomago
Coastal Plain, particularly in elevated areas close to permanent water sources (refer to Table é and
Figure 8).

Research potential

HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High
School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) are background artefact

Connectedness scaftters that represent discard events by Aboriginal people as they fravelled
through the landscape, possible from Windeyers Creek to the main travel
routes across the Tomago Coastal Plain.

In order for chronological information to be gathered, there are several
other factors that need to be met. Among these are the presences of an
undisturbed stratigraphy suitable for a relative dating sequence and the
presence of suitable material to provide samples for absolute dating

Potential for a methods.

Chronological

Sequence Charcoal suitable for absolute dating was not encountered within the

excavated soil profiles in association with Aboriginal sites or objects and
therefore, the sites do not assist in understanding the age of the
archaeological deposits being encountered within the
Heatherbrae/Raymond Terrace region.

The definition of a statistically useful sample is purely dependant on the
Ability to produce questions which are being asked of the data.

statistically useful Test excavations within the Subject Area did not produce a stafistically
samples of objects  viable sample for drawing any meaningful archaeological conclusions
about the nature of Aboriginal utilisation practices.

Based on the investigation by Resource Planning (1991)of RT 3 and Kayandel’s test excavation results
(refer to Appendix XX), HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School),
HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School), and the archaeologically sensitive area within the Subject
Area have been assessed to have low to moderate archaeological potential and significance.
However, this potential may be impacted whether disturbances have occurred to depth of at least
60cm.



In Section 1.3 of this report a number of aims and objectives were identified. This ACHAR presents
details of archaeological survey and has incorporated the results of the test excavation programme
(refer to Section 7 of Appendix XX) intfo the current archaeological understanding of the Subject
Areaq.

This report has reviewed the available existing documents, including previous archaeological
assessments conducted within the Subject Area and the surrounding region (see Sections 6.4 and
6.5). Subsurface test excavations were conducted at discrete locations within the Subject Area, and
the significance of the Aboriginal sites identified as a result of this test excavation has been discussed
(see Section 9.2).

Three (3) Aboriginal sites have been identified as a result of Kayandel's archaeological excavation
(refer to Figure 11):

HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School);
*  HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School); and,
*  HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School).

The results of the test excavation indicate that the archaeologically sensitive landform identified by
GML (2020) has low to moderate archaeological potential. Based on the results of Kayandel's test
excavation there is potential for the un-excavated portions of the archaeologically sensitive
landform to contain archaeological deposit. However, this potential may be impacted where
disturbances have occurred to depths of 60cmes.

In consideration of previous disturbance, the archaeological context and the significance of the
above Aboriginal sites within the Subject Areaq, it has been determined that no further investigation
is required to inform the Development Application.

An Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) will be necessary to impact any of the identified
Aboriginal sites (refer to Figure 11).
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11 AVOIDING AND MINIMISING IMPACTS
11.1 Impact Assessment

Portions of the Subject Area will be impacted by (refer to Figure 12 and Figure 13):

*  Earthworks including demolition of the hardstand carpark near the entrance off the Pacific
Highway, and the existing driveway from the Pacific Highway entrance,

*  Construction of new school buildings, footpaths and driveways;

*  Laying of associated infrastructure such as services;

*  Re-orientation of sports fields.

Table 10 gives an overview of the level and type of harm which will affect the identified Aboriginal
sites during the course of construction works.

Site Type of Harm Degree of Harm Consequence of Harm  AHIP Required

HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter .
River High School) Direct Whole Complete loss of value Yes
HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter .
River High School) Direct Whole Complete loss of value Yes
HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter .
River High School) Direct Whole Complete loss of value Yes

Table 10: Summary of Impact Assessment of the Aboriginal Sites

11.2 Ecologically Sustainable Development

11.2.1 Ecologically Sustainable Development Criterion

Ecologically Sustainable Development (ESD) (defined in s.6 of the Protection of the Environment
Adminisfration Act 1991) requires the integration of economic and environmental considerations
(including cultural heritage) in the decision-making process. Inregard to Aboriginal cultural heritage,
ESD can be achieved by applying the principle of intergenerational equity, the precautionary
principle and by considering the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts.

Intergenerational equity is the principle whereby the present generation should ensure the health,
diversity, and productivity of the environment for the benefit of future generations.

The precautionary principle states that if there are threats of serious or irreversible environmental
damage, lack of full scientific certainty should not be used as a reason for postponing cost-effective
measures to prevent environmental degradation.

Assessing cumulative impacts involves the consideration of the proposed impact in the context of
existing developments and past destruction of heritage sites, as well as the population of heritage
sites that sfill exist in the region of interest (Godwin, 2011). The concept of assessing cumulative
impacts aims to avoid discussing the impact of a development in isolation and aims to assess the
impact in terms of the overall past and future degradation of a region’s heritage resource.

11.2.2 Ecologically Sustainable Development Assessment
This report considers ESD principles in the following ways:

It is recommended that the artefacts recovered during the test
excavation be reburied onsite. This would ensure that the artefacts

Intergeneration Equity




themselves will be available for future generations to potentially
access.

As detailed in this report, the proposed facilities upgrade at Hunter
River High School willimpact the identified Aboriginal sites. As such it
will be necessary to seek an Aboriginal Heritage Impact (AHIP) prior
to development works impacting HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High
School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03
(Hunter River High School).

Precautionary principle

Hunter River High School will impact HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High
School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03
(Hunter River High School) will be impacted by the development works
detailed in Section 1.2 (see Figure 13).

The dispersed nature of the archaeological evidence indicates that
the Subject Area was not a focus for occupation. The presence of
Aboriginal objects may be explained as discard events as people
were fransiting through the landscape from Windeyer Creek to the
major fravel route(s).

Cumulative Impacts

For the reasons discussed above and throughout this ACHAR, it is
assessed that the cumulative impact to the region’s archaeological
resource represented by this proposal is minor.

It is therefore considered that while proposed facilities upgrading at Hunter River High School will
impact HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-
03 (Hunter River High School), the overall cumulative impact on the archaeological record for the
Heatherbrae region is likely fo be minimal.
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Section 11.2 of the attached ATR (refer to Appendix XX) proposed the following mitigation measures:

1. An AHIP with no mitigation measures is obtained from Heritage NSW to allow impact to the
identified archaeological values of the area; and,

2. Salvage excavation of HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School). An AHIP from Heritage NSW
would be required prior to salvage excavation occurring.

These opftions are explored in detail below.

It is recommended that the AHIP be sought for a period of 2 years.

The option of obtaining an AHIP with no mitigation measures for has been considered for HRHS-AS-
01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River
High School) has been considered (refer to Table 10, Figure 12 and Figure 13).

Based on the results of the test excavation, Kayandel does not propose a salvage excavation
program of any of the identified Aboriginal site. The results from the test excavations indicates that
while artefact have been recovered, is unlikely that Aboriginal stone artefacts in significant
frequencies would be recovered during a salvage excavation program (see Section 7 of Appendix
XX).

It is recommended that an AHIP be sought for the entire extent of HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High
School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) (see Figure
13).

This option is the preferred option for mitigation measure.

The option of obtaining an AHIP for HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-02 (Hunter River
High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) (see Figure 11) and undertaking a salvage
excavation of the site as a mitigation measure has been considered.

Based on the dispersed nature of the archaeology recovered from the test excavation (refer to
Appendix XX), Option 2 is not considered to be justified.

It is recommended that the artefacts recovered during the test excavation be reburied onsite.

Once the artefacts are reburied, an AHIMS site card will be prepared with the details of the reburial.
This site card will be provided to AHIMS.

In the future, an AHIP will be required if ground disturbance works are to occur at the reburial location.

Alternatively, where a reburial location cannot be agreed upon, the artefacts will be stored in a
keeping place.



Specific clauses within the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974 (as amended) and the National Parks
and Wildlife Regulations 2009 give rise to certain obligations. Recommendations for other tasks and
activities to be undertaken come from the application of industry standards. Where an activity or
task must be undertaken to comply with relevant legislation it will be detailed in Section 13.1, where
a task or activity is recommended to be undertaken to meet the current industry standards it is
presented in Section 13.2.

An Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974 should be sought for the portions of HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-
02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) that will be impacted
by the proposed development;

Site Cards are to be prepared for all Aboriginal sites identified during the undertaking of the
Aboriginal archaeological excavation that are not currently recorded on AHIMS; and,

Aboriginal Site Impact Recording (ASIR) forms must be completed for each of the Aboriginal
sites, detailing the impacts of test excavations and should be lodged with the AHIMS Registrar
in a timely fashion.

The following management principles and recommendations are based on:

a8

The legal requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended), whereby it
is illegal to damage, deface or destroy an Aboriginal relic without first obtaining the written
consent of the Director General of National Parks & Wildlife Service;

The legal requirements of the Heritage Act 1977, whereby it is illegal to disturb or excavate
any land knowing or having reasonable cause to suspect that the disturbance or
excavation will or is likely to result in a relic being discovered, exposed, moved, damaged
or destroyed unless the disturbance or excavation is carried out in accordance with an
excavation permit;

The requirements of the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal
Objects in NSW (DECCW, 2010b);

The requirements of the Guide to Investigating, Assessing and Reporting on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage in NSW (OEH, 2011); and,

The findings presented within this ACHAR, and the accompanying ATR (refer fo Appendix
XX).

Kayandel recommends the following:

1.

An Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974 should be sought for the portions of HRHS-AS-01 (Hunter River High School), HRHS-AS-
02 (Hunter River High School) and HRHS-AS-03 (Hunter River High School) that will be impacted
by the proposed development (refer to Figure 12). This AHIP should be sought for all known
and unknown Aboriginal objects within the extents of the Aboriginal sites shown in Figure 12



as a strategy to minimise the risk of delays during works that may results from unexpected
finds;

2. It is recommended that the AHIP be for a period of 2 years to allow sufficient time for
construction works to be completed;

3. Should the design and/or extent of the proposed subdivision be altered in such a way that
would impact the registered Aboriginal Sites within the Subject Area, an Aboriginal Heritage
Impact Permit under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974 must be obtained prior
to any works commencing;

4. Consultation contfinues to inform RAPs about the management of Aboriginal cultural heritage
sites in the project area throughout the life of the project. This is in line with advice received
from Heritage NSW. In the event that Kayandel is not responsible for the maintenance of this
consultation, the responsibility will fall fo the Project Manager and/or the Proponent.

b. A period of no longer than 6 months between contact with the RAPs must be upheld
for the consultation to be considered ‘continuous’. If a period of longer than 6 months
occurs between contact with the Aboriginal stakeholders, consultation will need to
be re-started;

5. All relevant staff and contractors should be made aware of their statutory obligations for
heritage under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, which may be implemented as a
heritage induction;

6. In the unlikely event that skeletal remains are identified, work must cease immediately in the
vicinity of the remains and the area must be cordoned off. The Proponent must contact the
local NSW Police who will make an initial assessment as to whether the remains are part of a
crime scene, or possible Aboriginal remains. If the remains are thought to be Aboriginal,
Heritage NSW must be contacted by ringing the Enviroline 131 555. A Heritage NSW officer
will determine if the remains are Aboriginal or not; and a management plan must be
developed in consultation with the relevant Aboriginal stakeholders before works
recommence; and,

7. If, during development works, suspected historic cultural heritage material is uncovered, work
should cease in that area immediately. Heritage NSW (Enviroline 131 555) should be nofified
and works only recommence when an approved management strategy has been
developed.

One copy of the draft report should be sent to each registered Aboriginal Stakeholders for comment
detailed in Table 2, so that their views can be incorporated into the final report.

One hard copy and one digital copy of the finalised report should be sent to:

Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS)
Heritage NSW

PO Box 1967,

Hurstville NSW 1481.
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APPENDIX VI. AGENCY LETTERS

P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Reference: KA-181
Hunter Local Land Services
via admin.hunter@llis.nsw.gov.au
12th September 2022

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter
River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been engaged by the NSW Department of Education to undertake an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment. This assessment will be completed for a
Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW
2324. The project is located within the Port Stephens Council (PSC) Local Government
Areaq.

The contact details for the Proponent are NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33,
Sydney NSW 2001.

In accordance with our obligations under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking to identify Aboriginal
organisations and people who may have aninterest in the proposed project area and
hold knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects
and/or places for that area.

The cultural heritage assessment may result in an application for a Section 20 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the project under the Environmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of any groups or people that meet this requirement we
request that you supply their name and most recent contact details to enable our firm
to make contact and involve them in future aspects of the project.

Should you have any queties please free to contact our office and ask for the Project
Manager for Project ID: KA-181.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Yours sincerely,

NS laa

Natalie Stiles

Team Leader — Heritage

B Arts (Arch/Paleo)

Crad Cert. Arts (Arch)

MGIS&RemoteSens

Associate Member International Council on Monuments and Sites

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth




P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

Klssinde: T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
d | rchaeological F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

S ervices

=

W. www.kayandel.com

Our Reference: KA-181
NTS Corp
PO Box 2105
Strawberry Hills NSW 2012
12th September 2022

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter
River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been engaged by the NSW Department of Education to undertake an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment. This assessment will be completed for a
Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW
2324. The project is located within the Port Stephens Council (PSC) Local Government
Areaq.

The contact details for the Proponent are NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33,
Sydney NSW 2001.

In accordance with our obligations under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking to identify Aboriginal
organisations and people who may have aninterest in the proposed project area and
hold knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects
and/or places for that area.

The cultural heritage assessment may result in an application for a Section 20 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the project under the Environmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of any groups or people that meet this requirement we
request that you supply their name and most recent contact details to enable our firm
to make contact and involve them in future aspects of the project.

Should you have any queries please free to contact our office and ask for the Project
Manager for Project ID: KA-181.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Yours sincerely,

NS tehoa

Natalie Stiles

Team Leader — Heritage

B Arts (Arch/Paleo)

Crad Cert. Arts (Arch)

MGIS&RemoteSens

Associate Member International Council on Monuments and Sites

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth




P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

Klssinde: T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
d | rchaeological F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

S ervices

=

W. www.kayandel.com

Our Reference: KA-181
Office of the Registrar - Aboriginal Land Rights Act 1983 (NSW)
PO Box 5068
Parramatta NSW 2124
12th September 2022

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter
River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been engaged by the NSW Department of Education to undertake an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment. This assessment will be completed for a
Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW
2324. The project is located within the Port Stephens Council (PSC) Local Government
Areaq.

The contact details for the Proponent are NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33,
Sydney NSW 2001.

In accordance with our obligations under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking to identify Aboriginal
organisations and people who may have aninterest in the proposed project area and
hold knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects
and/or places for that area.

The cultural heritage assessment may result in an application for a Section 20 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the project under the Environmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of any groups or people that meet this requirement we
request that you supply their name and most recent contact details to enable our firm
to make contact and involve them in future aspects of the project.

Should you have any queries please free to contact our office and ask for the Project
Manager for Project ID: KA-181.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Yours sincerely,

NS tehoa

Natalie Stiles

Team Leader — Heritage

B Arts (Arch/Paleo)

Crad Cert. Arts (Arch)

MGIS&RemoteSens

Associate Member International Council on Monuments and Sites

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth




P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

Klssinde: T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
d | rchaeological F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

S ervices

=

W. www.kayandel.com

Our Reference: KA-181
Port Stephens Council
PO Box 42
Raymond Terrace NSW 2324
12th September 2022

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter
River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been engaged by the NSW Department of Education to undertake an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment. This assessment will be completed for a
Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW
2324. The project is located within the Port Stephens Council (PSC) Local Government
Areaq.

The contact details for the Proponent are NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33,
Sydney NSW 2001.

In accordance with our obligations under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking to identify Aboriginal
organisations and people who may have aninterest in the proposed project area and
hold knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects
and/or places for that area.

The cultural heritage assessment may result in an application for a Section 20 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the project under the Environmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of any groups or people that meet this requirement we
request that you supply their name and most recent contact details to enable our firm
to make contact and involve them in future aspects of the project.

Should you have any queries please free to contact our office and ask for the Project
Manager for Project ID: KA-181.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Yours sincerely,

NS tehoa

Natalie Stiles

Team Leader — Heritage

B Arts (Arch/Paleo)

Crad Cert. Arts (Arch)

MGIS&RemoteSens

Associate Member International Council on Monuments and Sites

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth




P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

Klssinde: T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
d | rchaeological F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

S ervices

=

W. www.kayandel.com

Our Reference: KA-181
Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council
2163 Nelson Bay Rd
Wiliamtown NSW 2318
12th September 2022

Dear Mr Smith,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter
River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been engaged by the NSW Department of Education to undertake an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment. This assessment will be completed for a
Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW
2324. The project is located within the Port Stephens Council (PSC) Local Government
Areaq.

The contact details for the Proponent are NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33,
Sydney NSW 2001.

In accordance with our obligations under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking to identify Aboriginal
organisations and people who may have aninterest in the proposed project area and
hold knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects
and/or places for that area.

The cultural heritage assessment may result in an application for a Section 20 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the project under the Environmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of any groups or people that meet this requirement we
request that you supply their name and most recent contact details to enable our firm
to make contact and involve them in future aspects of the project.

Should you have any queries please free to contact our office and ask for the Project
Manager for Project ID: KA-181.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Yours sincerely,

NS tehoa

Natalie Stiles

Team Leader — Heritage

B Arts (Arch/Paleo)

Crad Cert. Arts (Arch)

MGIS&RemoteSens

Associate Member International Council on Monuments and Sites

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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APPENDIX VII. NATIONAL NATIVE TITLE SEARCH

The Subject Area is circled in red on the below screenshot from the National Native Title Tribunal
Spatial Data website.
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APPENDIX VIl PORT STEPHENS SHIRE COUNCIL RESPONSE

RE: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 23...

™ To © Divina Alfonso

0 Jennifer Underwood <Jennifer.Underwood@portstephens.nsw.gov.au>
(@) You forwarded this message on 21/09/2022 11:56 AM.

i Divina

Slease contact Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council.

<ind Regards

.’ Jennifer Underwood

“ Senior Community Development Officer
p 02 4988 0190 | m 0427 477 547
2ORT STEPHENS  w portstephens.nsw.qov.au

T eme

Rate rise options =%

Striking a balance between the needs of o
our communtty and Councis funded future _ /" Find out more p

Ne acknowledge the Worimi people as the original C and i i of Port

& ‘ € Reply ‘ % Reply All ‘ —> Forward B
Wed 21/09/2022 11:40 AM
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APPENDIX IX. HUNTER LLS RESPONSE

admin.hunter@Ilis.nsw.gov.au 14/09 4:25 pm
To Divina Alfonso, cff7dbfe.kayandel.com.au@apac.teams.ms, Toby Whaleboat

RE: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders -

Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave,
Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Dear ....
| am responding to your email dated 12.09.2022

Hunter LLS do not have a full list of all of the relevant Aboriginal Traditional
Custodians that are within your project area. Could you please contact the relevant
Local Aboriginal Land Council (LALC) for the list of Aboriginal Traditional
Custodians that have interest within the project site area. See following link to
LALC contact details: https://alc.org.au/land_council/

Also, please check the National Native Title Tribunal and search for Registered
Native Title Claims for your area, to view list of Claims please access the following
link: http://www.nntt.gov.au/searchRegApps/NativeTitleRegisters/Pages/Search-
Register-of-Native-Title-Claims.aspx

For further questions please contact Toby Whaleboat on details below.

toby.whaleboat@lls.nsw.gov.au
0429 303 765
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APPENDIX X. OFFICE OF THE REGISTRAR RESPONSE

A OFFICE OF THE REGISTRAR
ABORIGINAL LAND RIGHTS ACT 1983 [NSW)
19 October 2022 v

By email: divina.alfonso@kayandel.com.au; britt andrews@kayandel.com.au

Natalie Stiles

Team Leader, Heritage

Kayandel Archaeological Company
PO Box 440

PICTON NSW 2571

Dear Natalie,

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment — Aboriginal Community Consultation for
proposed facilities upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae:
request for list of potential Aboriginal stakeholders

We refer to your letter to this Office, dated 12 September 2022, requesting contact
information for Aboriginal organisations and/or people who may have cultural knowledge
relevant to the proposed facilities upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue,
Heatherbrae, as part of an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment (ACHA).

Under Section 170 of the Aboriginal Land Rights Act 1983 (NSW), the Office of the Registrar
is required to maintain the Register of Aboriginal Owners (RAO) for New South Wales. The
works you are proposing and location are in proximity to an area for which there are
Registered Aboriginal Owners: Worimi Conservation Lands.

We suggest you contact the Joint Management Coordinator for the Worimi Conservation
Lands, Nadine Russell (nadine.russell@environment.nsw.gov.au; 02 4984 8221; 0484 643
337), to ascertain whether the Boards of Management are interested in the project.

We also suggest you contact Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council on the details provided
below, as they may wish to participate.

Yours sincerely

Brendan Smith
Project Officer
Office of the Registrar, Aboriginal Land Rights Act 1983

Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council

PO Box 56

TANILBA BAY NSW 2319

2163 Nelson Bay Rd, Williamtown NSW 2318
Email: andrew@worimi.org.au

Phone: 02 4033 8800

Level 3, 2 - 10 Wentworth Street, PARRAMATTA NSW 2150
P.O Box 787, PARRAMATTA NSW 2124
02 8575 1160
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APPENDIX XI.WORIMI LOCAL ABORIGINAL LAND
COUNCIL RESPONSE

FW: Stakeholders

. I . - R % Reply All Forward | | *+
Jamie Merrick <jamie.merrick@worimi.org.au> ! & ] “ € Reply ‘ %) Reply —> Forwar [ l
To © Natalie Stiles Tue 25/10/2022 8:04 AM

@ FollowUp. Start by Tuesday, 25 October 2022. Due by Tuesday, 25 October 2022,

From: Jamie Merrick <jamie.merrick@worimi.org.au>
Sent: Monday, 24 October 2022 9:10 AM

To: Divina Alfonso <divina.alfonso@kayandel.com.au>
Subject: Stakeholders

Hi Divina

Sorry for the late resp . The aboriginal Iders that Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council have on file for the Port Stephens area are murroomainc1@ gmail.com(Bec Young 0402827482) lennie.anderson011@bigpond.com
(Lennie Anderson 0431 )and indi com(Dave Feeney 0421114853)

Regards,

Jamie Merrick

Snr Site Officer

Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council
P:024033 8800 F:0240338895 E:sites@worimi.org.au M: 0429 994 292

The Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council respects the privacy of individuals and strives to comply with all areas of the Privacy Act. The contents of this email are intended for the purpose of the person or persons named in either the "To" or "CC* boxes of the emsil. Any person not named in these
boxes in receipt of this email should immediately delete this email and advise the sender accordingly.

) ..-,;-&E.?,::;;.-}..
ﬁﬂ!&ﬂ!{% £ Think before you print.
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APPENDIX XIlI. IDENTIFIED POTENTIAL
ABORIGINAL STAKEHOLDERS

Potential Aboriginal Party

Representative Identified By Date Identified

Al Indigenous Services Ms Carolyn Hickey Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
AGA Services Mr Ashley Sampson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Cacatua Culture Mr Georae Sampson
Consultants 9 P Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Carol Ridgeway-Bissett Ms Carol Ridgeway-Bissett Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Corroboree Aboriginal .
Corporation Ms Marilyn Carroll-Johnson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Crimson-Rosie Mr Jeffery Matthews Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Didge Ngunawal Clan Ms Lilly Carroll Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Gomery Cultural .
Consultants Mr David Horfon Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Hunters & Collectors Ms Tania Matthews Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara .
Working Group Mr Phil Khan Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Karuah Indigenous .
Corporation Mr David Feeney Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Karuah Local Aboriginal )
Land Council Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Kawul Pty Ltd frading as
Wonn] Sites Mr Arthur Fletcher Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Lakkari NTCG Mr Mick Leon Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Lower Hunter Aboriginal .
Incorporated MrDavid Ahoy Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Lower Hunter Wonnarua Ms Lea-Anne Ball
Cultural Services Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Michael Green Cultural .
Heritage Consultant Mr Michael Green Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Mindaribba Local )
Aboriginal Land Council Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Murra Bidgee Mullangari Mr Rvan Johnson
Aboriginal Corporation Y Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Mur-Roo-Ma Inc. Mr Anthony Anderson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd Mr Leonard Anderson Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
- MrRobert Syron Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
- Mr Steve Talbott Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Tamara Towers Ms Tamara Towers Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Wattaka Pty Ltd Mr Des Hickey Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Widescope Indigenous -
Group Mr Steven Hickey Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Wonnarua Elders Council Mr Richard Edwards Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Worimi Conservation Lands Ms Nadina Russell ORALRA 19/10/2022
Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
Worimi Local Aboriginal )
Land Council Port Stephens Council 21/09/2022
ORALRA 19/10/2022

. / /
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Potential Aboriginal Party Representative Identified By Date Identified
Worimi Traditional Owners Ms Candy Lee Towers
Indigenous Corporation Y Heritage NSW 15/09/2022
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APPENDIX XIil. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION
INVITATION TO REGISTER

There were 18 Potential Stakeholders identified by Heritage NSW, Port Stephens Council and ORALRA.
Letters were issued to all identified Potential Stakeholders (refer to Appendix Xll), inviting them to
register their involvement with the project. The letfter below is an example of that which was sent to
the identified community groups.

P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com

Our Ref: KA-181

Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council
Sir/Madam
2163 Nelson Bay Road
Williamtown NSW 2318
24th October 2022

Dear Sir or Madam,

Re: Registration of Interest for Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin
Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Kayandel has been engaged by NSW Department of Education to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment Report for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36
Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324 (refer to Figure 1).

The consultation process, that is being undertaken in accordance with the Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents (DECCW, 2010), is to assist in the cultural
heritage assessment to seek approval under S.90 Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit application
under Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildiife Act 1974 and will assist the Director General of
Heritage NSW in considering that application.

In making our enquires to satisfy Section 4.1.2 of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010) your organisation was identified as potentially
having an interest in the project area and also being a holder of knowledge relevant to determining
the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects and/or places within the subject area.

Should you or your organisation be interested in being consulted in relation to the above project we
require your expression of interest to be forward to our office no later than COB 7th November
2022. If you are expressing an interest on behalf of an organisation, please nominate an authorised
representative to receive all future correspondence.

The contact details for the Proponent are NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33, Sydney NSW
2001.

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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APPENDIX XIV.  RAP REGISTRATION
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To © Natalie Stiles
a
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Dear Natalie

Thank you Ref: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324
Yes | would like to be included please expression of interest forward to your office no later than COB 7th November 2022.

Having said that | would like to share with you the history of the true Guringai people and information you have not been told.

The East coast from Sydney to Newcastle is not (Guringai — AKA- Gur-Nagi) nation, tribe, language, clan or sub clan of Aboriginal people this issue has been in all papers.

True Guringai people are north of the Hunter River NSW

The Office of the Register Aboriginal Land Rights Act 1986, National Portrait Gallery ACT, National Parkes NSW, 7 Aboriginal land councils, Destination NSW- Government and Councils and many more have acknowledged
Guringai are not from the East coast from Sydney to Newcastle area this including the current Native Title claim group Wonnarua Plains Clan aboriginal people. See letters PDF (Attached Premier NSW), Australian Newspaper
Bloodlines. Lend Lease Australia and Erina Fair have also removed reference to Kuringgai -AKA Guringai now AKA -Guri-Ngai.

My name is Robert Syron M0407209553

1am a Regi iginal Owner / Traditional Owner “through the legal process through the ” Office Of The Register Aboriginal Land Rights Act 1986,

As a Descendant of Aboriginal (-Malookut-lightning AKA Jack Cook ) and (Jessie Cook- Nee Brummy) from the Barrington West Road known as the blacks camp as it was called
1am also a Descendant of Aboriginal Robert Clarke of the Manning River and many other Aboriginal family's on the East Coast. | served in the RAR- Royal Aust Regiment, Rwandan War veteran 1994-95/ Meritorious Unit Citation,

ANZAC Peace Prize 1995.
My aboriginal Grandmother Born 1911 on the Barrington River NSW her mother also born on the Barrington River who's father was Malookut Lightning AKA-Jack cook bom on the Barrington River where his and family are buried
on the old camp site.

BS <bobsam1@bigpond.net.au> \E\ [ Reply; | SDEReply AN = |
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To © Natalie Stiles

Premier NSW Final Draft MLALC letter Re Guringai claimants 3rd June 2020_pdf ‘ =

Bloodlines 2.pdf
pdf File pef File
&) King Buncaree decendents book.pdf - 21082020_NC_NNTT_FINAL pdf -
pdf File pdf File
| R Cook Family of Barrington Aboriginal Corp Letter.pdf || Bungaree Tribe.docx | >

My Aboriginal Grandfather Born 1907 Nabiack NSW, My father Born 1941 Gloucesler and his 16 brothers and sisters Born Gloucester. | would say | have the credenua!s and knowledge to have a voice in regards to the true
Guringai, Kuringgai people culture and history. Our clan would gather fresh water crayfish, mussels, catfish, Perch, Herring, Eels, Mullet from various rivers from the Williams, Dungog, Patterson, Hunter, Barrington and the
Gloucester rivers kangaroo , Wallaby, Paddy melon, Opossum, Jew lizard, Porky pine, wombat, emu, wonga, Bush turkey and Swan, where only some of the favourite foods and some only to be eaten by elders.

My family The true Guringai people and location -The kabook and Watoo people htip: livinghistories.com/2018/08/15/the-kabook-watoo/
Guringai language https:/www.youtube. w
The Guringai

The word has been spelt kuringai, Kuring-gai, Cooringay, Guringai, Gooreeggai, Goreenggai, Gourenggai, Gingai, Gringai, Corringorri, Guringay and Goringai.

The Guringai people were first recorded 1820s with many different spellings and located from the North of the Hunter river Port Stephens NSW. (see below)
The word Kuringgai was a word made up by John fraser 1892 when the government wanted to find a name for Kuring-gai Chase taken from the Guringai or as he spells it Gooringgai 1890 North of the Hunter river

Kuring-gai and Guringai are two different words Gringai also spelt The Cooringay, Guringai, Gooreeggai, Gourenggai, Gingai, Gringai, Corringorri kuringai, Kuring-gai and Guringay on our language dictionary —
Guthang) Whatever way it has been spelt is not from the southern side of the Hunter River NSW we are from the North side of the Hunter river NSW recorded in the 1800s.
The Guringai.

Please read attachments
Letter to Premier NSW 7 Aboriginal land Councils

“The Office of the register Aboriginal land Right Act 21082020 with their concerns over the registration of the “Private” land use agreement including an undetermined Aboriginal Land Claim made by Metropolitan Local
Aboriginal Land Council, Claim group are not registered through the legal process as Aboriginal Owners in NSW, The native title claim for the Awabakal and Guringai People (NC2013/002) was discontinued on 28/06/2017

and more.”

“King Bungaree decedents Book” Page 4 the discovery of aboriginality, page 7 “Sarah may have been the daughter of Bungaree”

Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324
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Book” Page 4 avoriginality. page 7 “Sarah may have been the daughter of Bungares™
News papers.
“Glmwvolcnmudncnyol ydney ferences to K "
bitps st com tayd
Daily telegraph filled 8 vokdin our knowledge of the original inhabitants by John Morcombe, Manly Daity February 20, 2015 2-41pm.”
bita v ing:the: historical fiction quring s g i 65210814212
Filling A Void, by the e t l by the Tax payer).
Native Title claim snutfed out
T csed riginal i the land, “unable 1o pe y their since the * So how &d gai
Laurie Bir Bloodines story heis from the Guringai Tribe and Language group 7

T

TRANSCRIPTION
Aborigingl Names by JE Mana 1

Australian Aborigines - A few notes on their language elc

Information obtained from Long Dick an influential native of the *Cammeray tribe” a son of Bungaree and Queen Gooseberry

ar being made by catan sclentists and others. a 1o their habits and anguageln my joumeys thiough this county | have remarked thal he languages used by the aborigines diffeed in the several
h names were given i the of product of the locality. whether the items which originated the name were gealogical animal of vegetable

Now that England has enjoys than hes possessory tile
localities in a manner the f England. Al

and. For lnstance ‘Budgery - good. salistactory. pretty. “Bell or Bail' a negaive - "Murrum or Murry” plenty. many, g.m lengs ok "Bang Bong”cut ofsght aid ikl The wond Bdgey'Incomsecion v Car
gives a name for the potep g parakeel now 5o hequelmy seen in cages. Gar Gai Galie Galla or alla refer 10 pleasant camping places as "Kuringa Gai"-"Bong Bong” is suitably loses tsellin 8 swamp.
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Research on language,
“Taken from Bungarees son” named Long- Dick, Bolo was Long Dick's traditional name. Curlo (nsw gov au) See 1842 Mann attached”
You wil see the words “Black fellow! Man - Koarie", ‘Woman."Nugan or Nugon", "Mother- Nise".

The word “Nagi - woman™ d Coast has the word “Nogi" for woman.
Tribe h

The word "Kuringa -Gai"s Bos Dick not a Tribe, Clan, Nation o Language.

Ref: G. E Ford attached

“Page 142- chapter 9, ‘Gurl Nogt'
59 The origin as ‘Goori nggal Water & Fraser [Le. by
inggai ‘man".
’ 1901 v. 1892), Wafer ‘presumably
say kuri to mean man”".*
Page 357 Chapter 9
It sohn Fraser, he wrote) ' Awa ba. his artifice h
the Hunter River, The farther y 35 Guringa? by ‘Guringal 1892 as ‘Kuringgal
man, yn River tributary.
v Blacks” ngay). 57 gl
Bennett he lowes Hunter River. However, 18441873, “Gringai
tribe’ to0. Kuringgal, 1892, (Capoll's
or mankad. nguages by the
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ves 1800s.
The Guringsi
G.E ™ before it Attached
84 Although in with Wafer. although they 9 Y

. This article ‘forthcoming’

“The Kuringgai puzzle. BY Linguistics -Wafer, Jim and Lissarrague, Amanda.” See attachment
Languages and dislects on the NSW Mid Coast.
“The

The Carigal Bay tribe, g ., we h 3 “breaks"
far of ic C “Kuringgai' than the fact that it
was ‘convenient'. weaknesses. John Fraser. nguage. ty apphed by
Capell, or by their neighbours. rigie , coastal belt.
Then rague — i HRLW)
“Kuringgai’ {cf. Smith 2004:93).
9.7 Conclusion
[ region
by Capall to ‘Kuringgal %
through T L . 10 the west of : 7 nguage. Broken Bay
d was thus probably
3 Koringgl wet
‘another language 1o the north, which we call he Lower Noth Coast language. and another 10 the south, called Dharawal
1o Kuringgal: morsaver, g
18 In other words, there appear agle term “Kuringgal19"
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Jim Wafer & Amanda Uissarrague”
From page 136
Rationale for the grouping of language varieties 6.1
1.1 Awsbakal 1.1 21w 61 O'Grady, Voegelin and Voegolin 1966, Ostes 1975, and Dixon Aviabakar
‘Kuringgsi” and “Geawegal”. “Karikal' And we spell “Geswegal” in the orthography l
that Lissarrague (2006b: 117) has developed for HRLM, as “Kayawaykal”
6.1.1.2 Karikal (Kuringgai)
begin Wuringgar The name “Guringsy” (Gringai)
“Kuringgat® op after the velar )
“The origins of “Kuringga”, ‘Awabakat 14), “man.
More evidence
In the 1883 article John Fraser “I ows special acknowledgments to Mr. C Naseby, Maitland (for the Mr.J. W. Boydell, C for the Gringa tribe. ¥ 199). Mr. J. W
Boydal and Willam Blacks
Written by 1890, This story 1892 189293 and e, : 1892 0y

* Fraser has spelt it “Goringai, kur i on his map 1892 "
Sydney Morning Herald (NSW: 1842 - 1954), Thursday 12 June 1890, page 4

e S |
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The Origin, Organization and Ceremonies of the Australian Aborigines Author(s): R. H. Mathews Source: Proceedings of the American Philosophical Society, Vol. 39, No. 164 (Oct. - Dec., 1900), pp. 556.578 Published by: American Philosophical Society Stable URL:
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From: Amanda De Zwart <Amandahickey@live.com.au>
Sent on: Thursday. October 27. 2022 11:30:41 PM
To: Natalie Stiles <Natalie.Stiles@kayandel.com.au>

Subject: Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School. 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324
Attachments: Confirmation of Insurance (3) (1).pdf (321.44 KB)

Hi Natalie

AHCS would like to Formally register a interest in the project Upgrade of Hunter River High School 36 Elkin Ave

AHCS Holds strong cultural knowledge to the land and holds Cultural knowledge to determine Aboriginal heritage and artefacts.
Attached is my current insurance

If you need anything else please let me know

Mobile 0434 480 558
Email amandahickey@live.com.au

Have a great weekend

Amanda AHCS
From: Carolyn H <cazadirect @live com>
Semton:  Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:04:53 AM
To: Natalie Stiles <Natalie Stiles@kayandel com au>

Subject: Re: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324
Attachments: A1 PL2023.pdf (71.27 KB), A1.WC2023.pdf (24.4 KB), 2NSW Member Certificate 2022 - A1 INDIGENOUS SERVICES PTY LTD.pdf (2.65 MB)

Hi
Thank you for your email, | would like to register in being involved in all levels of consultation for this project.
Including, Meetings, Reports, Sharing Cultural Information, and available Field Work.

About the founder Carolyn Hickey

| am a Traditional Owner with over 25 years' experience in helping preserve Aboriginal cultural heritage on projects.

| hold cultural knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of Aboriginal objects and values that exist in the project area.
| have attached A1 Indigenous Services Insurances.

When Selecting Groups for

Please consider that A1 INDIGENOUS SERVICES PTY LTD is a member of the NSW INDIGENOUS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE.

We carry the NSWICC Assured logo showing that A1 Indigenous Services has met National Policy requirements as upheld by the First Australians Chamber of Commerce and Industry (FACCI) for being identified as a 100% First
Nations Owned Indigenous Business That has demonstrated compliance with Government and Industry Regulators.

A1 INDIGENOUS SERVICES PTY LTD Represents over 100 Indigenous Locals

e 34
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From: Corrroboree Aboriginal Corporation <corroboreecorp@bigpond.com>
Semton:  Wednesday, October 26, 2022 5:31:24 AM

To: Natalie Stiles <Natalic Stiles @kayandel.com.au>

Subject:  Re: EOI - Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Attachments: 20221024_KA-181_You_have_been_identified_letter_Corroboree_Aboriginal Corporation pdf (870.01 KB)

Followup:  Followup
Start date:  Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:00:00 AM
Due date: ‘Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:00:00 AM

Dear Natalie

We are registering Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation in a full capacity. We have worked on a vast number of projects as Cultural Heritage Officers in the project area. We are currently involved on many projects in the subject area. My family and other
family members have lived in the area and family currently reside in the surrounding areas. We are registering in a full capacity. We are Aboriginal people who are culturally & heritage aware. We have the necessary ability, experience, skills, insight and the
knowledge to identify artefacts on field work. And as Aboriginal People we connect thru the land, thru our Ancestors and our Heritage. Therefore we are able participate on all levels. We have worked with many archaeologists across a broad landscape. We
‘have consulted with most archeological companies over many years on projects. We have all the relevant insurances and safety gear. We are all fit, capable and adapt to a vast landscape.

Contact is preferred via email: corroboreecorp@bigpond.com.

The contact number, email and contact person 1s also listed in the signature.

Please do not disclose any of our details to LALC. We have responded for inclusion, to participate on all levels. Thanks.

Kind regards

Marilyn Carroll-Tohnson

Director

Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation
Mob: 0415911159

E:
Address: PO Box 3340
ROUSE HILL NSW 2155

CAC acknowledges the Traditional Owners of Country throughout Australia and their continuing connection to land, sea & community. We pay our respects to them and their

From: Darleen Johnson <murrabidgeemullangari@yahoo.com.au>
Sent on: Sunday. October 30, 2022 10:12:47 PM
To: Natalie Stiles <Natalie.Stiles@kayandel.com au>

Subject: Re: Kayandel Project. KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School. 36 Elkin Ave. Heatherbrae NSW 2324
Attachments: 20221024 _KA-181_You_have_been_identified_letter_ Murra_Bidgee_Mullangari Aboriginal Corporation pdf (929.3 KB)

Hi Natalie
Please register our company for the above project, we have been doing aboriginal cultural heritage projects for over 26 years.

Kind regards
Darleen Johnson
0490051102

On Monday, 24 October 2022 at 03:06:18 pm AEDT, Natalie Stiles <natalie stiles@kayandel.com.au> wrote:

From: Phil Khan <philipkhan acn@live.com.au>
Senton:  Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:27:37 AM
To: Natalie Stiles <Natalie Stiles@kayandel.com au>; Britt Andrews <britt andrews@kayandel.com au=

Subject: RE: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324
Attachments: Icare cover 31.12.2021 to 31.12.22.pdf (24.26 KB), Public Liability cover 2022 to 2023.pdf (153.85 KB)

Hi Natalie/ Britt,

‘Thank you for informing us that Kayandel Archaeological Services will be involved in an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment for the Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324 &that you are inviting Aboriginal organisations to
register, if they wish too be involved in the community consuitation process.

As a senior Aboriginal person for the past S0yrs, | actively participate i the protection of the Aboriginal Cuitural Heritage throughout the Sydney Basin, & particularly throughout Western Sydney, on behalf of Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group | wish to provide to you my
organisation’s registration of interest.

1wish to be involved & participate in alllevels of consultation/project involvement. I wish to attend all meetings, participate in available field work & receive a copy of the report.

1 have attached a copy of Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working group’s Public Liability & Workers C ion certifi

Our Rates - $112.50 per hour, $450 half day & $900 full day (Exc. GST)
Our RAPS have up to 15yrs Cultural Heritage experience in - field work which involves manual excavation (digging), sieving , identifying artefacts, setting up transits, setting up equipment, packing equipment, site surveys & attending meetings.

Should you wish me to provide further information, please do not hesitate to contact me on 0434545982 or Stefeanie on 0451068480.

Kind Regards
Phil Khan - Director
Ph: 0434545982

From: Lower Hunter Aboriginal I d <lo 1@gmail.com>
Sent on:  Wednesday, October 26, 2022 5:45:02 AM
To: Natalie Stiles <Natalie Stiles@kayandel.com au>

Subject: Re: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Follow up: Follow up
Start date: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:00:00 AM
Due date: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:00:00 AM

Hi Natalie
On behalf LHAL I would like to register an interest in the Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin
Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324.

On Mon, Oct 24, 2022 at 3:06 PM Natalie Stiles <Natalie Stiles@kayandel.com.au> wrote:
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Tuesday 25™ of October 2022

Kayandel Archaeological Services

Att: Natalie Stiles

RE: Registration of Interest for Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36

Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

To Natalie,

Please find enclosed application for Murrooma Incorporated to register our interest to be a

part of the community consultation process for this proposed project and ACHA.

Anthony Anderson and Bec Young are representatives of Murrooma who both hold specific
cultural knowledge and education relevant to determining the significance of Aboriginal

objects and places in the Raymond Terrace/Worimi region. We are both registered

Traditional Owners and Native Title Custodians of the Worimi area and are in a position to

speak for country.

We have extensive knowledge of this area- through oral history from our ancestors,

education and have completed other works close to the proposed project area where we
hold relevant cultural information which can be discussed onsite. We believe that in order
to gain the specific information that will be required for this area, it must be sorted through

Local Knowledge Holders and this is what we can offer in the consultation process.
Thank You
Bec Young- Operations Manager

Anthony Anderson - CEO

From: lennie anderson011 lennie anderson011 <lennie anderson011 @bigpond.com™

Sent on: Monday, October 24, 2022 5:20:10 AM

To:  Natlie Sules <Natalie Stiles@kayandel com au>

Subject: Re: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324

Hi Natalie,
Nur-Rus-Gee Pty Ltd and Myself are indeed interested in the proposed work schedules 10 be undertaken at the High School! We would gratefully appreciate you sending further information as it is apparent
Regards

Lennie Anderson OAM ASM
Worimi Traditional Custodian
Sensor Fellow in Ceremony
Keeper of the Stories'

Native Title Recipient
Indigenous Archacologist
Public Officer WNTAECG
Nur-Run-Gee Pry Ltd (Direstor)
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Our Ref: KA-181
Woarimi Local Aboriginal Land Council
Sir/fMadam
2163 Neison Bay Road
Williamtown NSW 2318
8th November 2022

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Proposed Facllifies Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324 -
Aboriginal Herltage Assessment Project Methodology

Thank you for your registration of interest for inclusion in the Aboriginal community consultafion
process for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Hectherbrae
NSW 2324 within the Port Stephens Council LGA.

The NSW Department of Education (the Proponent) is proposing fo undertake a Proposed Facilities
Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324, which comprises of (refer
to Figure 1):

e Lot 1 DP579025;
e Lot 1 DP540114; and,
« Lot 1 DP120189.

This Aboriginal Heritage Assessment Project Methodology meets the requirements of 'Stage 2 -
Presentation of Information about the Proposed Project’ and 'Stage 3- Gathering Information about
Cultural Significance’ in the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consulfafion Requirements for Proponents
[DECCW, 2010a, p. 12).

Below is the proposed methodology for the project which includes crchaeological test excavation.
| would like to invite you fo review the methodology and provide any comments you may have by
éth December 2022,

Please note that Kayandel is the primary contact for the Proponent. However, should you be
unsatisfied with Kayandel's response to any comments raised, the altemative contact for the
Proponent is NSW Department of Education, GPO Box 33, Sydney NSW 2001.

1. Infroduction

Kayandel has been engaged to provide advice in relafion to Aboriginal hertage as part of
Development Application [DA) for the proposed works (refer to Figure 2).

As part of providing advice in relation to Aboriginal heritage, Kayandel will prepare an Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) to document the process of identifying and describing
any Aboriginal cultural heritage values that exist within the Subject Areq, including any fikely impacts
tc Aboriginal hertage as a result of the project. The preparation of the ACHAR will alse include the
undertaking of an Aboriginal archaeological test excavation.

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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Where necessary, the ACHAR will be used tc support an application for an Aboriginal Heritoge
Impact Permit {AHIP} under Section 90 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, which will be
lodged with Heritage NSW.

1. Project Background

In 2020, GML (2020} produced an Aboriginal Heritage Due Diigence Report in relation to the Subject
Areaq.

As part of their invesfigation, GML (2020} idenfified that the School contained areas of
archaeological sensitivity, particularly asseciated with the Tea Garden Variant A soil landscape.

In September 2022, Kayandel was engaged by the Proponent to undertake an Aboriginal
archaeological test excavation of archaeologically sensitive areas within the School.

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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2. Environmental Context

The Subject Area i primarily located within a part of the Tomago Coastal Piain, and is comprised of
Quaternary sands without any naturally occumring stone oulcrops. The westem quarter of the Subject
Area is situated on a level flood plain, rarely reaching an elevation above 2m. A sharp bank
separates this from the rest of the Subject Areq, a level plain cpproximately 4m higher than the flood
plain.

There are two (2) soll landscapes present within the Subject Area:

e Tea Gardens Varant A and,
e Millers Forest

The maijority of the Subject Area is located on the Tea Garden Variant A sod landscape, a flat aeolion
remnant Pleistocene beach ridge. With a low elevation, flat relief, and high water table, the land &
subject to seasonal waterlogging. Predominantly, Tea Garden Variant A has similar soils and
landscape features to Tea Gardens, but Tea Garden Variant A has been reworked by wind action.
The result of this is iregulor sandy rises and bread defiation basins and swales. Soils generally consist
of 35cm of black sandy peat or Brownish black loacmy sand, over 20cm of bleached loose sand,
which overlays a biack loamy sand.

The northwestemn end of the Subject Area is associated with the Millers Forest soll landscape, an
alluvial flat plain on recent sedimenits in the Hunter Piain. It is characterised by a low local refef, back
swamps, and a permanently high water table. The upper 45cm is a brownish black silty clay loam,
which overlays a brown silty clay. This soil landscape is subject to regular flooding.

The Subject Area lies 850m east of the Hunter River. Due 1o the poor drainage and high water table,
the land between the Subject Area and the Hunter River is prone o seasonal waterogging. In
addition, there & a third order creek system 450m north of the Subject Area.

3. Previous Predictive Model

In 2020, GML (2020) produced an Aboriginal Heritage Due Diligence Report in relation to the Subject
Area.

As part of ther investigation, GML (2020) identified the School as containing areas of archaeological
sensitivity across areas associated with the Tea Garden Variant A soll landscape.

As part of the assessment undertaken, the following predictive model was presented:

« The regional archaeological record indicates that the soil landscape Tea Garden Variant A
holds the potential for archaeological deposits:

e These sites can be buried deep within the dune sand horizors and have suffered littie
disturbance as a consequence of land use activities over the past 200 years;

* The sand sheet in which archaeological remains could be present can be several metres in
depth;

e The Millers Forest soll landscape has not been previously identified with Aboriginal
archaeciogical signatures;

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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o This could be attributed to ther flood-prone nature, which has either quickly buried
any Aboriginal archaeological deposits, and/or removed it from its crginal context;
of,

o This could be attributed to ¢ kack of archaeological studies conducted within this soi
landscape, thus its potential has not been archceologically tested;

o The Millers Forest soil landscape is assessed to have less sensitivity than that of the adjacent
dune systemn, due to the flood-prone nature of the Hunter River;

* The proxmity of the Subject Area to several fest order streams abutting the interface between
the dune and alluvial soils suggests the dune landscape could have been occupied by
Aboriginal people over both the Pleistocene and Holocene; and,

o Subject to assessment of soll impacts, it & predicted that the Subject Area will hold a general
level of sensitivity for Aboriginal archaeclogical deposits.

4. Literature Review

Kayandel has reviewed the closest Aboriginal archaeological report (refer to Table 1).

SO i e e ]

This report covers the
3 (#38-4-0238).
Resowrce Planning (1991, p. 3} notes that duing the
initial recording, fourteen (14) stone artefacts were
recorded near the banks of Windeyers Creek.
Ninateen (19) pits were excavated at 5m intervals
along o 30m section of creek bank, and to o
maximum distance of 20m from the bank. A total
c. 400m northeast area of 3.14m® was excavated. The depth of the pits
was between 53cm and 100cm.

Resource Planning (1991, p. 13} documented that RT
3 hod artefoct densities rangng from 20 to 312
flakes/m?*. It was observed that the highest artefact
densities were recovered from o band extending
away from the bank of Windeyers Creek. It was also
noted that moderate densities (100-200m°®) occured
in pits to the west of the high artefact frequencies.

Table 1: Aboriginal archaeclogical assessments that were reviewad

] WCTIRT Ve

SRS o=t
subsurface investigations of RT

Resource Planning
(1991)
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Figure 4: HRMS Aboriginal archoeclogical sersitivly. Millers Forest, blue zone, has lithie sensitivity. Tea
Gardens Variant A, red zane, has Aboriginal archoedogical sensitivity {source: GML {2020))
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5. Proposed Assessment Methodology

As part of undertaking the further investigation, Kayondel proposes to prepare an ACHAR in
accordance with the folowing guidelines:

e Guide fo Investigating. Assessing and Reparting on Abarniginal Cultural Heritage in NSW (OEH,
2011);

« Code of Practice for Archaeological investigafion of Abariginal Objects in New South Wales
(DECCW. 2010b); and,

* Aboriginal Cultural Hertage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010a).

Development of the ACHAR will include the following tasks:

e Aboriginal community consultation;

o Desktop research;

* Archaeological subsurfoce test excavation;

« Preporafion of the ACHAR will incorporate Abongina consultation and any cultural
information provided, ossess potential impacts to Aborignal hertage., and moke
recommendations on any Aboriginal hentage sites and/or objects that may be prasent within
the Subject Area;

« Preparation of an Archaeclogical Technical Report (ATR) which wil incorporate the findings
of the archaeological test excavation, refining the extent of praviously identified Aboriginal
site extent(s), as wed as defining of the extent of any newly identified Aborigind site(s}; and,

« |f Aboriginat sites and/or objects are identified, submissions of site recordings for regktration
on Heritoge NSW's AHIMS database,

Further detal regarding the test excavation is provided below and in Attachment 1.

The Aboriginal archoeclogical test excavation wil be undertiaken in conjunction with representatives
of the Regstered Aboriginal Parfies (RAPs) based on selective commercial engagements
determinad by the Proponent.

6. Aboriginal Archaeological Test Excavation Methodology

The Aboriginal archoeclogical test excavation wil be implemented according to Requirements 14
and 17 of Heritage NSW's Code of Practice far Archoeoiogical investigation of Aboriginal Objects in
NSW (DECCW, 2010b}. Refer to Attachment | for a copy of the Abaoriginal Archaesological Test
Excavation Methodology.

Please note the excavation strategy outlined in Attachment | has been bosed on a desktop review
of constraints/disturbances identified in GML (2020) and on curent aeridl imagery. As such, the
notional test pit locations provided in Attochment | may prove inappropriate/improctical when on-
site. In such a situation, the shape and size of the grid/transects may be revised, and test pit locations
may be aitered skghtly folowing discussion with any RAP representatives who are on-site for the
fialdwork.
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7. Timeline

Kayandel proposes the following indicative timeframes for the project:

o Distribution of this document to Registered Abonginal Parties (RAPs): early November
2022;

¢ End of raview penod for the proposed methodology: eary December 2022;
Archaeological test excovation: early- to mid-December 2022;
Distribution of the draft ACHAR and ATR to RAPs for review: early-February 2022,

Kayandeal wil notify RAPs of definite dates for fieldwork and document delivery as they become
avaiabia.

8. Information Sought

Kayandel wouid appreciate your feedback on the methodology proposed for the Aboriginal
hantoge investigation and assessment of the Subject Area.

In returning your answers, pease consider and include the folowing, where appropriate:

Any protocok that you would ke adopted during the project;

Identification of any Abariginal objects of cultural significance and/or iImportance that
you are aware of within the ocftivity areas, and how you wish them to be dealt with during
the project;

e |dentification of any places of cultural significance and/or importance that you are
aware of localy and/or within the Subject Area. Can you please provide details about
haw you wish them to be dealt with during the project;

e Are you aware of any areas locally and/or within the Subject Area that may be relevant
to determining the significance of the Subject Area and any archoeological material that
may be recovered;

e Are you aware of any intangible cultural values that may be relevant to determining the
sgnificance of the Subject Area;

e Guidance on the protocols, sensitivity, use and/or distribution of any cuitural information
that you provide Kayandel; and,

o  Whether you require any further information prior to Kayondel proceeding with the
project.

It 5 important that you understand that Kayanded will compile and forward the above information
for review by the Proponent,

9. Employment Opportunities

In order for RAPs to be considered for the field team, we require that the below table be complated
and returnad to us. Kayandel will compile the responses from the RAPs and send them through fo the
Proponent. Please note that Kayandel does not decide who will be involved in field work in any paid
capacity.

To avoid discppointment, RAPs should be aware that only a few offers for fieldwork invoivemant will
be mode as requreaments are limited.
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Any decision o engage RAPs for paid services wil be based on local connection, relevant
experence, and cost in consultation with the Proponent.

Any decklions are of a commercial natwe separated from the process of consultation regarding
cultural values and Aboriginal cultural heritoge management cutcomes. Any RAPs that use
oggrassive tactics to secure paid fieldwork wil not be engoged.

Are you offering leldwork
services? (yes/no)

(Note: With the limited scope of
Ihe assessment and the kel
rmber of RAPS, a véry limited
rrember of these offers wil be
faken up)|

Wil o worker be covered by
Warkers Compersalion and
Liabiity Insurance?

(Cerlificates of curency wil be
requastad if an offer 10 provide
paid fieldworker is 1aken up)
wnat is your daly rate?d

(Note: The proponent may set a
fixed offer]

I we have nol worked together
before, you may like 1o suggest
o consullan! archoaalogist who
con pravide a reference.

If you have any questions about any aspect of this letter, please contact me on (02) 4427 8622.

Yours sincarely,

BAndrews

Brttany Andrews

Resaarch Assistant
B. Arts {Archoeology and Ancient History/History)
B. Communication and Media Studies (Digital Media and Communication)
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12

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth




Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council

LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61(0)2 4627 8622
F. #6561 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www. kayandel.com

ATTACHMENT 1

ABORIGINAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL TEST EXCAVATION
METHODOLOGY
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Rationale: GML (2020) idantified archaeslogically sangitive landforme within the Subject Arag,
associated with the Tea Gardens Variant A soll landscape.

Kayandel has been engaged by the NSW Depariment of Education to undertake an Aboriginal
archoeociogical test excavation within the portion of Hunter River High Schoo! thot will be impacted
by the proposed upgrade. The test excavation will determine whether any archaeological deposits
are present within the Subject Area. The results of the test excavafions wil confribute an
understanding of site characteristics, local and regional prehistory, and can be used to inform
consarvation and harm mitigation measwes for the proposed development (DECCW, 2010b, p. 24).

ADONCOI el DX )

Qe0lo 0

The pasition of the notional Phasa | test pits have been determined in order to sample the areas that
will be impocted by the proposed works. The test excavation is imited to areas of the Tea Gardens
Variant A soll landscape, within the proposed impoct area {see Figure 5).

Definition of potential archoeoiogical depasif: The areas of archaeological sensitivity recorded by
GML (2020) during their previous assessment of the Subject Area.

Comply with methods described in the archoeological Code of Practice: The test excavation would
comply with the methods described in the Code of Practice [DECCW, 2010b).

Personnel: Test excavations will be camied out by personnel from Kayandel, together with membaers
of the local Aboriginal community identified during the consultation proceass.

Research questions: Several research questions can meaningfully be applied to the test excavation
pregram which can guide the required information and outcomes that are proposed to be
achieved. These research guestions include:

« Are there subsurfoce archoeological deposits that confirm the recorded area as a site?

« How does the artefoctual moterial and stratigraphy identified at the site compare with other
archoeological excavations undertaken in the local areac and the region?

« What are the characteristics of the identified archaesological deposits?

« Are there any infra-site variations within the encountered archaeological depasits?

= Are conjoins present within the archoeological deposit?

« Are there any variations between the recovered orfefoct assembloge ond ortefact
assemblages from other sites in the Heotherbroe area?

« Are addtional archoeclogical features, such as hearths, present in the site area?

« Can chronological dates be obtained (i.e., from in-situ charcoal sampies) that will aid our
understanding of Aboriginal occupation in the region?

Aboriginal Archaeological Test Excavation Methodology

1.1. Test excavation which is not excluded from the definition of harm - Requirement 14

Acts camed out in the couwrse of sub-surfoce investigation wil not be exciuded from ham where thay
are camed out in the area identified in Table 2. In these crcumstances it wil be necessary to apply
for an AHIP,

14
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No burial sites hove been recorded on the
AHMS search undeanoken by Kayandel. A
review of background infarmation did not
identify any of these site types wilhin S0m of
the Subjec! Area.

In or within S0m of a declared Aboriginal ploce

No Aborigind Places are idenfilied in the
Heatherrae area as per o search of the
“Aboriginal Ploces & State Hertoge
Regiter” managed biy the Herilage Division.

In or wilhin 50m of a rock sheller, shall midden or eorth
mound

No rock shallers, shall micddens or earth
mounds have been recarded on e AHIMS
search within 50m of ine Subject Area. A
review of background infammation did not
identify any of these site types within S0m of
the Subjec! Area.

In areas known or aspecied fo be Abariginal missions or
previous Aboriginal resenves or institutes

A review of bockground infarmafion,
including GML {2020). did not identily any
areas known or suspected 1o be Aborginal
mesons or previous Abcoriginal reserves or
insfitules in the Healhertroe area.

In areas known of suspected o be confict or contact
sfles

A review of background infarrmation,
inchuding GML {2020, did not identity any
areas known or suspectad 1o be conflic! or
confact sites.

The test excavations would be conducted in accordance with Requrement 14a of the Code of

Table 2: Compliance Tabile - Regurement 14 of ihe Code of Prockice (DECCW, 2010b)

Based on the results detaled in Table 2. Kayandel has not triggered Reguirement 14 of the Code of
Proctice |DECCW, 2010b). Therefore, the test excaovation can be undertaken in accordance with
Requirement 16 of the Code of Practice ([DECCW., 2010b).

Where a Requirement 14 tngger (refer to Table 2) is identified dunng the undertaking of a Code of
Proctice test excavation. the test excavation will ceasa within 100m of the identfified extent of the
area. and advice will be sought from Heritoge NSW prior to works recommencing.

1.2. Test excovation that can be carried out In accordance with the Code of Practice (DECCW,

2010b) - Requirement 16

Proctice [DECCW, 2010b).

2. Test units would be separated by at least Sm.
3. Test unifs will be excavated using hand tools only.
4. Test unifs will be excavated in S0cm x 50cm squares.
S
however:
greater than 3m?*:
is
Sydney Melbourne

Test units will be placed on a systematic grid, with spacing at 5m intervals. Test units may be
maore closely spaced. to clanfy the spatial distribution of objects. Test units may be off-set
from the Sm grid fo aveoid cbstocles as necessary.

Test units may be combined aond excavated as necessary fo understand site characteristics,

L The maxmum confinuous surfaoce area of a combination of test units wil not be
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[ The maximum surface area of ofl test units will be less than 0.5% of the site being
investigated.

6. Whera the S0 cm x 50 cm excavation unit s greater thon 0.5% of the area then point 5 (i}
{above) doas not apply.

7. Tne first test unit will be excavated and documented in S5cm spifs. Based on the results of the
first test unit, 10cm spits or sediment profile/stratigraphic excavation [whichever 5 smaller)
may then be implemented.

8. All maternal excavoted from the test units will be sieved using a Smm aperture wire-meash
sieve. A smaller mesh may ako be used. Wet sieving will be used if possible.

9. Test units will be excavated to at least the base of the identified Aboriginal object-bearing
units, and will continue to confirm the sois below are culturally sterile. However, excavation
will cease §/when B-horzon clays, rock or other impeneatrable layer is reached. evenif objects
occuwr drectly on this layer.

10. There s no paint 10 in requirement | 4a of the Code of Practice (DECCW, 2010b).

11. Photogrophic and scole-drawn records of the stratigraphy/soil profie, feotwes and
informative Aboriginal objects will be made for eoch test unit or combined units.

12. Test units will be backfiled as scon as practicable.

13. An Aborginal Site Impact Recording form will be completed and submitted to the AHIMS
Registrar as soon as practicable after the test excavation (DECCW, 2010b, pp. 26-27).
1.3. Proposed Test Excavation Methodology
The investigations wit be proposed to be undertaken in 3 phases, with the design of each subsequent
Phase being determinad by the results of the earlier Phase(s).

A 20m x 20m gnd has been overain on the areas of archaecdicgical sensitivity that
will be impacted by the proposed upgrade (see Figure 5). A sample of the notional
test pifs presented in Figwe 5 will be selected for excavation. Kayandeal will
undertake infield consuttation with RAPs to identify test pits that have potential to
contain intoct archoeciogical deposits

These pit locations have been selected to enable data to be gathered from the
proposed impact area, as well as considering existing disturbance levels and
proposed disturbances, within the Subject Area.

Phase I: In arder to reach the base of cultural depasits, it may be necessary to expand the
original S0cm x 50cm test pit. Where this is required, the test pit will be excavated
in 50cm x SOcm quadrants.

In stuations where it is necessary to relocate a test pit due flocoding or an
obstruction (such, as boulders, sandstone piatforms, etc.), the test pit wil be
relocated in either a north, south, east or west direction, and will not be located
more than 5m from the crginal location.

If no Aboriginal cultural material was identified duning Phase |, the test excavation
would cease in occordance with the excavation methodology descnbed below.

Phase 2: investigations would involve the excavation of additional test pits ot a distance of
10m where high frequencies of Abonginal cultural material were identified in
16
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Phase | test pits. If no Aborngina cultural moterial was identified the test
excavahion would cease at Phase 1.

In circumstances where significant artefact types such as backed blades or simdar
have been identified, or identification of cultwal features such as heorths,

Phase 3: knapping floors, the 0.5m x 0.5m test pit will be expanded in north, south, east and
waest directions, in order to make an assessment regording the noture and extent
of the archaesological depost.

The expanded test pits wil not have an area greater than 3m?. The excavation of the expanded test
pits wil be undertaken as per the excavation methodology described belaw.

Pleacse note the excavation strategy outiined above has been bosed on desktop information and
review of cument and historic aenak for the Subject Area. As such the potiongl test pit locatons
provided in Figure 5 may prove inappropriate /improctical when on-site.  In such a situation, the
shape and size of the grid may be revised. and test pit locations may be altered sightty following
discussion with any RAP representatives who are on site for the fieldwork.

The spatial extent of the test excavation may extend outside of the presently assessed/mapped site
extents, and/or the notional areas of archoeological sensitivity/sensitive landioms, where it s
deemed neceassary by the supervising archaeologist, that such an extension is necessary in order to
meet the objectives of the “Sampling Strategy' and/or the '‘Proposed Test Excavation Methodology'.
This excavation must be undertaken on the same grid arangement, and in the idenfical manner to
the Phase of testing that k being used to justify its completion.

1.4. Objects recovered during the lest excavation - Requirements 14b, 19 and 26 (DECCW, 2010b)
Any Aboriginal objects will be managed in accordance with Requirements 14b. 19 ond 26 of the
Code of Practice {DECCW, 2010b).

Temporary sforage: Any objects recovered during the test excavation will be temporarily remaoved
from the site to the offices of Kayandel at 20 Chary Road. Lakesiand NSW 2571. Once there, they
wil be cleaned. identified, and recorded by, or under the supervision of lithic specidists [Lance Syme
and Natalie Sties).

Rebunal: Any objects recoveared during the test excavation will be reburied as per Requiremeant 16D
and 24 of the Code of Practice (DECCW. 2010b), pending any agreement reoched as to the long-
term management of the objects.

Before any objects are reburied, consultation will toke place with members of the local Aboriginal
community as to the prefered location of both a temporary and long-term ‘keeping ploce’. The
wishes of the community will be respected. Any rebunat flocation will be subject to procedures ta
ensure that it 5 not hamed.

When objects are reburied. the location of the rebunal will be submitted to AHIMS with o site update
record card [DECCW, 2010b). If reburied,

e The objects will be ploced in a suitable impervious and pemanent container and labelled.

e Arecord of the final location of the cbjects wil be made, including grid co-ordinates, site
plan (or mud map). depth of burnal, and photographic record of the disposition. This record
wil be submitted to AHIMS with o site update card.
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Attribute recording: Recording of any objects will include the attributes listed on the AHIMS Artefact
Recording Table, in accordance with Requirement 19 (DECCW, 20100).

e A catalogue of objects will be made.
e Diagnostic artefacts will be photographed and drawn.

e Al objects wil be bagged in appropriate and idenfificble units, which can be cross-
referenced to the catalogue.

e Obects wil be stored in good qualty, doubée-bagged plastic ap-fock bags.

The bogs wil be externally labelled using @ parmanent marker and an independent labei on robust
matenal (e.g.. tyvex| will be ploced inside the bag.

1.5. Cessation of test excavation
Any tast excavation camed out must cease in occordance with Requirement 17 of the Code of
Proctice [DECCW, 2010b) when:

e Suspected human remains are encountered;
e Enoughinformation has been recovered to odequately characterise the objects present with
regard to their nature and significance. Le.:
o Locdly or regionaly high density of objects;
o Presence of rare or representative cbjects: and/or,
o Presence of localy or regionaly significant deposits.
It should be noted that the above triggers are not appropriate for the early cessation of an individual
test pit, aofter it has been cpened: each individual test pit must be ceased in accordance with Point
¢ of Requirement 14 of the Code of Practice [DECCW, 2010b).

Alternatively. if an individual test pit has been opened, and Requirement 14 of the Code of Proctice
(DECCW. 2010b), and it s within 100m of the identfified extent of the area (refer to ‘Test excavation
which 5 not excluded from the definstion of harm - Reguirement 14'), the test pit can be ceased prior
fo complying with Paint ¢ of Reguirement 14 of the Code of Procfice [DECCW, 2010b).
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0 Sutrject Ares
] Noticnal Phase 1 Test Pis e
3 Tea Gardens Varant A - Aborignal Archasclogical Sensitivity A

Figure 5: Location of Notional Test Pits
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APPENDIX XVI. COMBINED STAGE 2/STAGE 3 DOCUMENT -
RAP COMMENTS

Re: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin...

. . . Repl 5 Reply All F d (AL
@ Leanne Kirkman <leannekirkman1964@gmail.com:= 3 Reply | O Reply 7 Forwar

To Divina Alfonso Tue 8/11/2022 7:34 PM

@You replied to this message on 15/11/2022 10:26 AM.
4 imageld1,jpg o
Jpg File

On what | have been reading,,| encourage to do test excavation, on the grounds of what sites are already in their vicinity,, any objects
found, of significance should test excavation be open up greater than 50 by 50 thanks david.horton gomery cultural consultations thank
you

Re: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin...

_ : Repl & Reply Al | — Forward wee
@ Amanda De Zwart <amandahickey@live.com.au > 3 Reply © Reply

To Divina Alfonso Thu 10/11,/2022 12:11 PM

@You replied to this message on 15/11/2022 10:24 AM.
Hi Divina
Thank you for quick reply.
AHCS my self has read over the Methodology and is happy with the methodology.
AHCS has no comments on the methodology.
Look forward to working on this project soon

Have a great day
Amanda AHCS

Get Qutlook for Android

Re: RAP Works/Heatherbrae Hunter River High School
¢
@ Rose Nean <rose.nean@yahoo.com.au> O Reply | © ReplyAll | = Forward

To Divina Alfonso Mon 14/11/2022 2:11 PM
@You replied to this message on 15/11/2022 10:22 AM.
Hi Divina

The proposed Methodology for the project is well documented,, and is clear that the Subject area is of Cultural significance, through
research and AHIMS register has identified many artefacts, burial, scarred trees and evidence of the Worimi nation.

Al artefacts and sites found are collected and recorded, measured and sealed bagged for further investigation by the Archaeologist Team.

The subject area has connections to the Wonaruha people and artifacts and areas of significance that have been identified in the Hunter
Valley.

Cultural Protocols, include Welcome to Country, Local Elder, Communication of daily works, debrief each day to discuss and issues with
Archaeologists Team.

ACHAR Methodology has covered the Project Brief.
| hope this ok

Rose
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Re: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin...

: . Repl 5 ReplyAll | —> Forward aee
lennie.anderson011 lennie.anderson011 <le 3 Reply © Reply
To Divina Alfenso Wed 9/11,/2022 8:10 AM
Cc murrcomaincl@gmail.com; L Jamie Merrick;

dave.feeney@bigpond.com

(i) You replied to this message on 15/11/2022 10:25 AM.
Click here to download pictures. To help protect your privacy, Cutlook prevented automatic download of some pictures in this message.

Hi Divina,

Where has the Aboriginal {local) information come from, Why hasn't a "Walkover' been conducted. Which member of your staff is
Aboriginal. A desktop study is not good enough as the topography changes daily and nobody but a Local Aboriginal person can conduct
'Impact Statements’ etc. | personally will not divulge any information on this Proposal unless an onsite meeting is held with the RAP's and
Proponents and I'll reserve all comments if not until the final report.

Lennie Anderson OAM ASM
Mur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd (Director)
Worimi (Mation) Traditional Aberiginal and Custodian Group

RE: Kayandel Project, KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin...

) - Repl &y Reply Al | — Forward
David Feeney <indigenouskaruah@outlook.com= 3 Reply © Reply
To Divina Alfonso Mon 5/12/2022 2:58 PM

@‘r’ou forwarded this message on 5/12/2022 2:5% PM,
Hi Divina;
Karuah Indigenous Company is happen with the methodology for the Hunter River High School
Thanks
David J Feeney
Chief Executive Officer
Snr Aboriginal Cultural Officer

Karuah Indigenous Company Pty.Ltd
0421114853
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APPENDIX XVII. ACHAR - RAP COMMENTS

Below is an email of the email that was sent to all the RAPs (except for Carol Ridgeway-Bissett). A
coverletter was attached to the draft reports that were posted to Carol.

Natalie Stiles via email 2/06 2:34 pm
To jamie.merrick@worimi.org.au, External Communication - KA-181

Kayandel Project KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave,

Heatherbrae
Hi Jamie,
Below is the OneDrive link for the DRAFT Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) and Archaeological Technical Report (ATR)
for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324 for review and comment:
¢ https://kayandel-
my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/natalie_stiles_kayandel_com_au/ERncCOmljthltYU9hA4V2YkBmSRIATNYBadSTWSedysFzA?e=dQNGao
¢ https://kayandel-
my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/natalie_stiles_kayandel_com_au/EYkhpOtYictltmYheTVKPSgB4zVFWGQt58dHLbeShGma3A?
e=5M0xVh

In Section 12.2.1 of the ACHAR, it is recommended that the artefacts be reburied within the school grounds. Are you happy for Kayandel to
consult with the school regarding the reburial location? Or is there a location that you would like to suggest?

If you have any comments regarding these draft reports, please provide them by COB Friday 30" June 2023.

Regards,

If you have any issues opening the links just let me know.

Regards

Below are the emails that were received from the RAPs with their comments on the draft ACHAR
and ATR.

@ Rose Nean <Rose.nean@yahoo.com.au> @ L a &« ~
To: Natalie Stiles Fri 02/06/2023 16:22
Yamma Natalie,

I was not involved with HRHS excavations I was unsuccessful in being involved from yr company
In regards to 3 Partnerships with Indigenous communities, paragraph 3, pls take my name out.

Rose
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From: Worimi TOC <worimitoc@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, June 4, 2023 1:41 PM

To: Natalie Stiles <Natalie Stiles@kayandel.com.au>

Subject: Re: Kayandel Project KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae

Good Afternoon Natalie,

| have read the full report.
I am ok with Kayandel consulting with the school for a reburial location.

I'll say cheerio for now,
Candy

Candy Towers

Worimi Cultural Advisor

Worimi Traditional Owners Indigenous Corporation
ph: 0412 475 362

e: worimitoc@hotmail.com

W(J%IC

Guudji Yiigu, I am a Worimi and Yorta Yorta woman from Newcastle NSW, | acknowledge and pay my respects to the
traditional owners and custodians of the land on which I live and work, to their continuing connection to land, water, culture
and community and pay my respects to the Elders past, present and to our future generations.
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-------- Criginal meszage --------

From: B5 <bobsam1®@bigpond.netau>

Date: 6/6/23 10:49 am (GMT+10:00)

To: Matalie Stiles <M atalis Stiles@kayandel.comoaus>

Subject: RE: Kayandel Project KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrads of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherborae

Dear Matalie
Sorry for the late response after 4 injections for COVID | got it LOL
You said

“In Section 12.2.1 of the ACHAR, it is recommended that the artefacts be reburied within the school grounds. Are you happy for Kayandel to
consult with the school regarding the reburial location? Or is there a location that you would like to suggest?

Surface artifacts should be put on display in a cabinet in the school head office entry so the younger people and anyone who visits can see
what they look like. | don't understand why surface artifacts have to be reburied, it maks no since to put surface artifacts back in the ground
“if they are not buried with skeletal remains.”

Surface artifacts Boomerangs, spears, axe heads have been found inm paddocks could have been from a battle or just lost when hunting, tool
shops, cooking stations have been found also shy why do we have to reburied them.

Howewer | am happy for Kayandel to consult with the school regarding the reburial location.

Kind regards Bob

From: Matalie Stiles <Matalie Stiles@kayandel.com.au>

Sent: Friday, 2 June 2023 2:04 PM

To: bobsam1@bigpond.netau

Ccz External Communication - EA-181 <cff7dbfekayandel.com.au@ apacteams.ms>

Subject: Kayandel Project KA-181 - Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Awve, Heatherbrae

Hi Robert,
Below is the Onelrive link for the DRAFT Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) and Archasological Technical Report (ATR)
for the Proposed Fadilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324 for review and comment:
®  httpsy kayandel-
my_sharepoint.ocom,-b:/g/personal/natalie_stiles_kayandel_com_au,/ERncCOmIjfhitYUShALVZ YKBmBRFATNYEad S TWSedysFzATe=dOMNGao
®  httpsy kayandel-
my_sharepoint.ocom,-b:/g/personal/natalie_stiles_kayandel_corm_au/EYkhpOtYicthm YheTVKPSgBdzVPW G Ot58dHLbeSbGma3AY
e=5MOxVh

In Section 12.2.1 of the ACHAR, it is recomnmended that the artefacts be reburied within the school grounds. Are you happy for Kayandel to
consult with the school regarding the reburial location? Or is there a location that you would like to suggest?
If you have any comments regarding these draft reports, please provide them by COB Friday 300 June 2023,

D
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didgengunawalclan@yahoo.com.au 9/06 11:52 am
To Natalie Stiles, External Communication - KA-181

- Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae
Hi Nat

DNC is happy with everything from our end towards yoUr report

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

On Friday, June 2, 2023, 2:33 pm, Natalie Stiles <Natalie Stiles@kayandel.com.au> wrote:

Hi Lilly,
Below is the OneDrive link for the DRAFT Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) and Archaeological Technical Report
(ATR) for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324 for review and comment:

» https://kayandel-
my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/natalie_stiles_kayandel_com_au/ERncCOmIjfhitYU9hA4V2YKkEmBRIATNYBadSTWSedysFzA?
e=dONGao

s https://kayandel-
my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/natalie_stiles_kayandel_com_au/EYkhpOtYictltmYheTVKPSgB4zVFWGQt58dHLbe5bGma3A?
e=5MO0xVh

In Section 12.2.1 of the ACHAR, it is recommended that the artefacts be reburied within the school grounds. Are you happy for Kayandel
to consult with the school regarding the reburial location? Or is there a location that you would like to suggest?
If you have any comments regarding these draft reports, please provide them by COB Friday 30t June 2023.

Regards,
Worimi TOC <worimitoc@hotmail.com> © © a & ~
To: Natalie Stiles Tue 13/06/2023 10:23

Good Morning Natalie,

| do not have any comments to add to report.

I'll say cheerio for now,
Candy

Candy Towers

Worimi Cultural Advisor

Worimi Traditional Owners Indigenous Corporation
ph: 0412 475 362

e: worimitoc@hotmail.com

Ry

WORIMITOIC

Guudji Yiigu, | am a Worimi and Yorta Yorta woman from Newcastle NSW, | acknowledge and pay my respects to the traditional
owners and custodians of the land on which | live and work, to their continuing connection to land, water, culture and community
and pay my respects to the Elders past, present and to our future generations.

<\ Reply > Forward
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Phil Khan <philipkhan.acn@live.com.au> @ ©® & « ~
To: Natalie Stiles Fri 09/06/2023 13:19
Hi Natalie,

Can you please remove our group from this project.

Thank you
Phil Khan
Get Outlook for Android
lilly carroll <didgengunawalclan@yahoo.com.au> @ & a « ~
To: Natalie Stiles Fri 09/06/2023 11:59

Cc: External Communication - KA-181 <cff7dbfe kayandel.com.au@apac.teams.ms>

Hi Nat

DNC is happy with everything from our end towards yoUr report

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

Amanda De Zwart <amandahickey@live.com.au> @ & « « ~
To: Natalie Stiles; Lance Syme Fri 09/06/2023 12:48
Hi Natalie

| have reviewed the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) and Archaeological Technical Report (ATR) for the Proposed
Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, and support Kayandel's findings.

Thank you

Amanda Dezwart Hickey

Get Qutlook for Android

WIDESCOPE . <widescope.group@live.com> Q@ & & &«
To: Natalie Stiles; Lance Syme Fri 09/06/2023 12:53
Hi Natalie,

Widescope supports the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) and Archaeological Technical Report (ATR) for the
Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School.

And | am happy with Kayandel consulting with the school about the reburial.

Thanks

Steven Hickey

Get Qutlook for Android
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Carolyn .H <cazadirect@live.com> @ © & « ~
To: Natalie Stiles; Lance Syme Fri 09/06/2023 12:44

A
INDIGENOUS SERVICES PTY LTD

Contact: Carolyn Hickey

Mobile: 0411650057

Email: Cazadirect@live.com

Address: 10 Marie Pitt Place, Glenmore Park, NSW 2745
ACN: 639 868 876

ABN: 31 639 868 876

Hi Natalie,

Thank you for you email, | have reviewed the document, and support the DRAFT Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Report (ACHAR) and Archaeological Technical Report (ATR) for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, at
36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae NSW 2324.

Kind Regards
Carolyn Hickey

Al INDIGENQUS SERVICES PTY LTD is now a member of the NSW INDIGENOUS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
A business or enterprise carrying the NSWICC Assured logo has met National Policy requirements as upheld by the First Australians
Chamber of Commerce and Industry (FACCI) for being identified as a First Nations Business Owner or Entrepreneur and the
business must demonstrate compliance with Government and Industry Regulators.

(Certificate attached) A certificate confirms that the Enterprise listed above has met all requirements of the NSWICC’s Assured
Program , operating as al00% Aboriginal Owned, Operated and Controlled Business. The NSW Indigenous Chamber of Commerce
(NSWICC) is the Peak body for Aboriginal Business in New South Wales and a member of the First Australians Chamber of

Commerce and Industry (FACCI)




Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council
LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

APPENDIX XVIIl. AHIMS RESULTS

The locations and details of Aboriginal sites are considered culturally sensitive information. It is
recommended that this information, including the AHIMS data and GIS imagery, is removed from this
ACHAR and the ATR before they are to be entered into the public domain.

'(!i‘é’_)' AHIMS Web Services (AWS)

Nsw Search Result Your Ref/PO Number : KA-181
o] Client Service ID : 715676
Kayandel Archaeological Services Date: 08 September 2022

PO Box 440 15 Henry Street
Picton New South Wales 2571

Attention: Lance Syme
Email: lance.syme@kayandel.com.au
Dear Sir or Madam:

AHIMS Web Service search for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 -
388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0 with a Buffer of 0 meters, conducted by Lance Syme on 08
September 2022.

The context area of your search is shown in the map below. Please note that the map does not accurately
display the exact boundaries of the search as defined in the paragraph above. The map is to be used for
general reference purposes only.

P aterson E
; i A~
o
D
e Karuah
Taniiba
..4
S
n"
__I""\‘ g
-

A search of Heritage NSW AHIMS Web Services (Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System) has shown
that:

1 08[Aboriginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.

=

Aboriginal places have been declared in or near the above location. *




Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA,

NSW

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Wik AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your RetfPO Numbes : K181
NSwW Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 715679
SitelD m Ih_ Zone Easting  Northing c-m khn:. Sllhnm SiteTypes Regorts
38-4-0249 56 378200 6367400 g Open Camp Site 1845,102116,1
02568
Pam Dean-Jones

384-2139  ASO1 PAD 56 379680 6366770

(PAD) 1
RPS Aastralia East Pty Ltd - Hamiltan, Mrs. Tessa Boer-Mah

18-4-1140 mlﬂ(‘l‘m) 56 385250 6370900  Open site 3572,102116

56 375255 6368640 Open site Destrayed Artefact: 3
- Individual users Mrs Jenna Weston

37613888

38-4-1990 56 375392 6369273  Opensite Destrayed Artefact : -
m RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - Hamilton RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - HamiltonMr Blen Permits 4340

56 375585 6368606 opaum - Shell: -
Permits

38-4-1204  Mount Hall Road KF 1 (MHR KF1) 6373835  Open site
Arduowd
Depasit (PAD) : 0
Contact Recorders  M(CH - McCardle Cultural Heritage Pry Ltd Permits 324032693272

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This infeemation is not guarantecd te be free from enmer itage NSW and its employees disclaim liability for any act done ade on the and of such acts or Page 1 of8
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AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Ref/PO Numiber : KA-181
Extensive search - Site list report Client Service 1D : 715679

384-1710 TBIF2 56 374400 6368800  Open site Valid
Contact Led - - Individual users, Extent He!

56 381100 6367000  Open site 10211610240
Archaeological 3
(’AD)
38-4-0936 56 382356 6371980  Opensite Destrayed Artefact : 40 104167

Recorders  MrGiles [D#12832) HammMCH - McCardle Cultural

384-1750 Heatherbrae M12Rt3 GDA 56 383013 6372034 Open site Partﬂy Artefact: 1 103939

Recorders  MCH - umwmmmqwm“w Permits 426044364859

384-0237 RT2Z; 56 383700 6373210 19161983219
9102116
Recorders  Doctor.jo McDonald Elzabeth Rich

38-4-1291  RPS PHWY AS2 56 378274 6368460  Open site
Recorders  RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - Sakol

3841478 HS1 (Hexham Swamp 1) GDA S6 375585 6368606  Opensite Valid Artefact : -, Shell : -
Contact Recorders  Mrs]enna Weston, Mrs Jenna Weston

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following arca at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This is not g to be free frooe ervor omission. Heritage NSW and its employees disclaim liability for any act done o de on the and g of such acts or Page2 ol 8

e | | 6
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* AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Ref/PO Number : KA-181
NSwW Extensive search - Site list report Client Service 1D : 715679
Siteld  SiteName Dutum  Zone Easting  Northing Context Site Status **  Sitefeatures SiteTypes Reports
. Coma«  Reconders APSAustraliafastPlylid-MamiltonMissPhilppaSokol  Peoms
38-4-1748 HEATHERBRAE M12RT 1 GDA 56 382003 6371104 Open site Valid Potential 103939
Archaeological
Depasit (PAD) : -
Lontact Recorders  MrAndrew Costello Permits

384-1838 Windeyers Creek 1 GDA 56 383186 6372495 Open site Valid Artefact: 1
Lontact RBecorders iﬁ'mliu - Newcastle, MrAndrew Wilkinsan Permits 4436
38-4-0682  PAD 4:Tomaree to Tomago AGD 56 384405 6372500  Open site Valid Potential 98386,98387 1
Archaeological 02116
Depasit (PAD) : 0
Lontact Recorders  MCH - McCardle Cultural Heritage Pty Ltd ERM - Thornton Permits 188218831886
38-4-0647 Al - Tomaree/Tamago AGD 56 384559 6368108 Open site Partially Shell: 2, Artefact : 2 10211610265
Destrayed 2

Contact Recorders  MCH - McCardle Cultural Heritage Pry Lid Permits 17973382

384-1993  TDAP-03 GDA S6 377079 6376112 Opensite Destrayed Artefact : -

Contact Recorders  RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - Hamilton RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - HamitonMr.8en Pepmits 4340

38-4-2038 NPSO4 GDA 56 378957 6368770 Open site Valid Artefact : -
Recorders  ERM Australia Pry Ltd- CBD,Environmental Resources

38-4-0114  Kitty's Hollow; Nelsons Plains; AGD 56 379650 6378500 Open site

Contact Becorders  R.H Moffats, Harry Bayle Permits

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following arca at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters_ Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This is not g d to be free from emvos e NSW and its employees disclaim liability for any act done ec made on the and of such acts Page 3 ol8
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AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Ref/PO Nurmber : KA-181
Extensive search - Site list report Client Service 1D : 715679
Datum  Zone Easting  Nocthing Comtext Site Status*+  SiteFeatures SiteTypes Beports
AGD 56 374415 6368820 Open site Partially Potential 102568
i Deposit (PAD): -

Artefact @ -
Recorders  Extent Hentage Pty Led - Pyrmont - Individual users, AECOM Australia Pty Ltd - Syd 21413761

38-4-2017 Boomerang Park (BP-1) GDA 56 382306 6373683 Open site
Contact Recorders  MsSuzie Worth Wanarush LALC Permits

38-4-1937  [EM1 GDA 56 382356 6372011 Open site Destroyed Artefact: - 103939
Recorders  MCH - McCardle Cultural Ltd MCH - McCardle Cultural Her! Ly Permits 4260

AGD 56 383428 6367863  Open site s 100057,10211
6,102403

Lontact Searle Recorders M Skene Ms Danna Permits 2504

1845102116

56 384200 6368980  Open site Valid Artefact: - Open Camp Site

38-4-0245 AGD
Recorders  Helen Clemens Andrew Rass,Pam Dean-jones 3335

56 377268 6368862 Open site

38-4-1753  Repatriated Aboriginal afts GDA 56 3B08B6 6368803  Opensite Valid Ast (Pigment or
Engraved) : -
Lontact Recorders  RPS Australia East Pty Ltd « Hamilton Permits

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This infecmation is not guaranteed 1o be free from ervor omission. Herltage NSW and its employees disclaim lability for any act done o ade om th and gt of such acts or Page 4 of 8
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Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

* AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Ref/PO Number : KA-181
NSw Extensive search - Site list report Client Service 1D : 715679

SitelD  SiteName Datum  Zone Easting  Northing Context Site Statyx*+  SiteFeatures SiteTypes Regorts

38-4-0756 Thornton A 12(TA12) AGD 56 374465 6373589  Opensite Partially Artefact: 1
Destroyed

Contact RBecorders  MrPeter Kuskie Permits 211230443103

384-1922  Richmond Vale Rail Trail Isolated Find 3 (RVRT LF3) GDA 56 3753N1 6368912  Open site Not a Site Ahorigmal Resource
and Gathering: -
Lontact Recorders  Artefact - Cultural Heritage Management - Pyrmont,Mr.Ryan Taddeuca Permits

38-4-1963  Toml PAD AGD 56 381984 6367199  Open site Valid Artefact : -, Shell : -
CLontact RBecorders  MsPenny Mccardle Permits

384-0244 T3 GDA 56 383815 6369170 Open site Valid Artefact : - Open Camp Site 1845102116
Lontact Recorders  Helen Clemens Andrew Ross,Pam Permits 3335

384-0239 RT4; AGD 56 384200 6374850  Open site Valid Modified Tree Scarred Tree 1916,1983.219
{Carved or Scarred) : 9102116

Recorders  Doctor.jo McDomald, Elizabeth Rich

384-0075 Tomago; AGD 56 379380 6366800  Open site 533,100499,10
{Carved or Scarred) : 2116,102403,1
. 02568
Recorders  Helen haw

I
i

g

38-4-0414  Masonite Road; 56 385250 6370900  Open site Valid Artefact : - Open Camp Site 102116

:
E
|

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This infeemation is not guarantead to be free from erver itage NSW and its employees disclaim liability for any act done oc made on the and 3 of such acts or Page 5018
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Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

* AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Ref/PO Number : KA-181
NSW Extensive search - Site list report Client Service 1D : 715679
Sield  SiteName Dutum  Zone Easting  Northing Comtext Site Status*+  SiteFeatures SiteTypes Regorts
38-4-1381  RPS Fullerton Cove 1 GDA 56 387736 6369106 Open site Valid Artefact : 64
Contact RBecorders  RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - Hamilton Ms Laraine Nelson Permits

38-4-0325 Tarro; AGD 56 374900 6368750 Open site Valid Artefact : - Open Camp Site 102568
Recorders  Pam Dean-jones

i
i

38-4-1836  Purgatory Creek 1 GDA 56 376073 6368959  Opensite Valid Artefact: 1
Lontact Becorders  jacobs Group (Australia) Pty Ltd - Newcastle, MrAndy Roberts Permits

840242 T1; AGD 56 383600 6368300  Opensite Valid Artefact : - Open Camp Site 1845,102116
Contact Recorders  Melen Clemens Andrew Ross,Pam Dean-jooes Permits

38-4-1992  TDAP-04 GDA 56 377143 6376519 Open site Destrayed Artefact : -
Recorders  RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - Hamilton RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - HamiltonMr.flen Permits 4340

AGD 56 378850 6378360 Open site Ceremanial Ring Bora/Ceremanial 1331

Contact Recorders  Warren Bluff Permits

38-4-2138  TOMO1 ARTEFACT SCATTER GDA 56 379370 6366770  Open site Valid Artefact: 1 102064

Contact Recorders  RPS Australia East Pty Ltd - Hamilton Mrs. Tessa Boer-Mah

384-0755 Thoraton A 18 (TA18) AGD 56 374385 6372989  Open site i Artefact: 1

Contact RBecorders  MrPeter Kuskie Bermits 30442103

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters_ Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This isnot d 1o be free from envor itage NSW aad its emp claim lHability for any act done o de on the and 3 of such acts. Page 6ol 8
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Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Wik AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Rf/P0 Number : KA-181
NSW Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 715679
SitelD SiteName Datum  Zone Easting  Northing Context Site Status**  SiteFeatures SiteTypes Regorts

56 374475 6377720 Open site

38-4-0963 Tomago 2 (T3) AGD 56 382703 6367533 Open site Valid Artefact : 4 100057,10211
6,102403

384-2018  Boomerang Park (BP-2) GDA 56 3B2769 6373970  Open site
Recorders  MsSuzie Worth Wanarush LALC

56 377370 6377970 Open site
Warren Bluff

38-4-1296  AS 01 PAD 56 379680 6366770

Lontact RBecorders  MrsTessa Boer-Mah Permits

38-3-0037 Tomago 1,TK1; AGD 56 385600 6369540 Open site Valid Artefact : - Open Camp Site 1339,102116,1
02420
Lontact Recorders  Millary Du Cros,Laura-|ane Smith Permits

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This is not g 1o be free from erver e NSW and its emp disclaien liability for any act done ee ade o th and of such acts of Page 7ol
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Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

N

AHIMS Web Services (AWS)
Extensive search - Site list report

Your Ref/PO Number : KA-181
Client Service 1D : 715679

SitelD SiteName
38-4-0152  Nulla Nulla Road.;

Contact

38-4-0961 Tomago1 (T1)

HS PCD 1(nat 3 site)

Contat  Searle

38-4-0695 Raymond Terrace PAD 1

Datum  Zone Easting  Northing Context Site Statys **  SiteFeatures SiteTypes Regorts

AGD 56 374700 6378450  Open site Valid 1333

Recorders  Warren Bluff

Potential

38-4-1581

56 376000 6367970 Open site Not a Site

10005710211
6,102403

Valid Potential 3

AGD 56 382813 6367605 Open site

Recorders  Ms Tracey Skene, Ms Danna Mckay

AGD 56 384010 6373750  Opensite 98594,102116
Archaeological
Depaosit (PAD) : 1

Recorders  MCH - McCardle Cultural Heritage Pty Lid Permits 1763

Vilid - The sie has been

Nota site - The ste has been origh

0no the system as valid
Destroyed - tnu.n-n-nww«nnnum-yummq-map-uuqummummmunmuuummummmmmmanune-n
Partially Destroyed - The site has been only parfaly impacted of hamed Lsualy 35

q sut @50 afier nakral events. There might be pans of sectons of the original site s3I present on e ground
mnannuvnumuumnmnmwum-w-nmduwunmmmmuwmmuuw

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 08/09/2022 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 374385.0 - 388385.0, Northings : 6365144.0 - 6379144.0
with a Buffer of 0 meters. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 108
This infermation is not guaranteed to be free from ervor omi tage NSW and its dsscl.

liahility for any act done o ade on the and of such acts or PageBal8
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Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

APPENDIX XIX. CONSULTATION LOG

Date (MONTH DAY, YEAR) Nature of consultation Action taken by:

September 12th 2022 2:59 PM Sent Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders letters to Statutory Agencies DA
September 12th 2022 3:22 PM Received Automated Response from LLS Admin Hunter Mailbox DA
September 12th 2022 3:22 PM Received Automated Response from Port Stephens Council DA
Received Response from Louise Cassidy of LLS Admin Hunter advising that Hunter LLS do not have a full list of DA
September 12th 2022 3:22 PM all of the relevant Aboriginal Traditional Custodians that are within project area
September 15th 2022 11:47 AM Received Comments and Response from Barry Gunther of OEH HD Heritage (Heritage NSW) DA
September 15th 2022 1:26PM Received Documents (the DPE RAP list for Hunter River High School) from Barry Gunther of Heritage NSW DA
September 16th2022 12:19 PM Sent follow up emails to PORT STEPHENS DA
September 16th2022 12:19 PM Sent follow up email fo WORIMI LLC DA
September 16th2022 12:19 PM Sent follow up email fo ORALRA DA
Received Response (telling to contact Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council) from Jennifer Underwood of DA
September 21st 2022 10:41 AM Port Stephens Council
September 27th 2022 12:00 PM Sent follow up email to WORIMI LLC DA
September 27th 2022 12:00 PM Sent follow up email fo ORALRA DA
October 11th, 2022 11:32am Sent a follow up email to ORALA trying to get a response to our letter from the 12th September NS
October 11th, 2022 11:32am Sent a follow up email to Worimi LALC trying to get a response to our letter from the 12th September NS
Spoke with a member of the office staff at Worimi LALC, no name provided. Asked to speak to their Cultural
Heritage Officer - was advised that Justin has been off sick and won't be back in until the 17th October. The AH
October 11th, 2022 3:20pm receptionist has also been off, so she (office staff) isn't aware of what letter | am referring to
As a follow on from my conversation with office staff, forwarded the letter from the 12th September through AH
October 11th, 2022 3:22pm to mridgeway@worimi.org.au.
October 12th 2022 1:39pm Called ORALRA to follow up on agency letter - was told they were unable to f.orword me to the correct BA
person due fo WFH, and they would leave a message for them to follow up with me
October 13th 2022 11:19am Called ORALRA, no answer BA
October 13th 2022 1:44pm Called ORALRA to follow up on agency letter - was told they were unable to fprword me fo the correct BA
person due to WFH, and they would leave a message for them to follow up with me
Called ORALRA to follow up on agency letter - was told they are unable to give me a timeframe of when |
October 18th 2022 11:21am should hear back, but they will leave a message with the manager of the correct department to have them BA
follow up
October 18th 2022 11:26am ng/(i::\://ed call from Brendan Smith of ORALRA, who asked me to forward the original letter through to him for BA
October 18th 2022 3:06pm g:gftsn:obllec;w up email fo Justin Ridgeway (Worimi LALC) trying to get a response to our letter from the 12th AH
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Date (MONTH DAY, YEAR) Nature of consultation Action taken by:

. 147 AM | ere are Regisered Aboriginal Owner: wormi Conservation Lands e BA
October 21, 2022 8:23am EAeeiﬁ(i:\I/(ed aresponse from Justin Ridgeway (Worimi LALC) advising that he's passed the letter onto Jamie AH
October 24th, 2022 11:24am gggi?Séug:izglgﬁgv;?éé\;\/e%r;irg: i@ﬁi&?&?&?ﬁqé%&ﬁ?ﬁ follow up emails and calls that AH had sent him NS
October 24, 2022 - Called Worimi LALC to speak to Jamie Merrick, he is unavailable. Reception not sure when he'll be back LS
October 24, 2022 3:00pm Ls;:eccilr:es’:ﬁsﬁtgnpgrtoegggl Aboriginal stakeholders inviting them to register their interest in being included in NS
October 24, 2022 3:17pm Received registration email from Robert Syron NS
October 24, 2022 3:23pm sent email fo Robert Syron acknowledging his registration NS
October 24, 2022 3:44 PM Sickgzgieris?rgnmsw;%r:#&ngg I/\\As(r)rlrifginzclj[n(ﬁ(.jmggbcnkg?/vonml.org.ou>, giving the list for Aboriginal DA
October 24, 2022 3:52pm Sent email fo Jamie Merrick (Worimi LALC) asking him to confirm the email for Dave Feeney NS
October 24, 2022 4:20pm Received registration email from Lennie Anderson (Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd) NS
October 24, 2022 4:22pm Sent email fo Lennie Anderson (Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd) acknowledging his registration NS
October 24, 2022 5:21pm Egﬁi\(gﬁ:gﬂ;ﬂ)ﬁgg flg:m:sl E’rr);jlérgt’rroding as Wonn1 Sites advising that they wouldn’t be registering in the NS
October 24, 2022 6:17pm Sent an email to Kawul Pty Ltd acknowledging their email NS
October 24, 2022 6:34pm Received registration email from Didge Ngunnawal Clan NS
October 24, 2022 8:33pm Received registration email from Leanne Kirkman (Gomery Cultural Consultants) NS
October 25, 2022 12:52pm Sent email fo Didge Ngunnawal Clan acknowledging their registration NS
October 25, 2022 1:00pm Sent email fo Gomery Cultural Consultants acknowledging their registration NS
October 25, 2022 2:03pm Called Carol Ridgeway-Bissett, who stated that she wished to register as a stakeholder for this project BA
October 25, 2022 2:09pm Egi%éeg;i%é\?szr;%vgdofn%?rVT:lisSohnTS(::Si,S\;g:?osrf?gzilgjzl?e no longer is involved in consultation on BA
October 25, 2022 2:23pm Received registration email from Bec Young (Mur-Roo-Ma Inc.) NS
October 25, 2022 2:48pm Emailed invitation to register fo Dawn from Wonnarua Elders Council BA
October 26, 2022 10:58am Called A1 Indigenous Services, Carolyn Hickey said she will email through their registration BA
October 26, 2022 11:00am Called AGA Services, was advised we had the wrong number BA
October 26, 2022 11:02am %ililgko]lfCclggor;%igglgéiiig:sultonfs, was asked to resend the invitation to register and they would discuss it BA
October 26, 2022 11:04am Received registration via email from A1 Indigenous Services BA
October 26, 2022 11:07am Re-emailed invitation to register to Cacatua Culture Consultants BA
October 26, 2022 11:07am Called Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation, no answer BA
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Date (MONTH DAY, YEAR) Nature of consultation Action taken by:

October 26, 2022 11:08am Called Hunters and Collectors, no answer BA
October 26, 2022 11:09am Called Phil Khan of Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group, was advised to call his daughter Stef BA
October 26, 2022 11:10am f;cg;lilsefifigari SK:::Iyof Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group, was advised she will send through their BA
October 26, 2022 11:25am Called Karuah Indigenous Corporation, no answer BA
October 26, 2022 11:26am Called Karuah LALC, was advised she will pass on the message and get back to me with their answer BA
October 26, 2022 11:28am Received registration via email from Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group BA
October 26, 2022 11:34am Called Lakkari NTCG, number disconnected BA
October 26, 2022 11:35am Called Lower Hunter Aboriginal Incorporated, number for David Ahoy disconnected BA
October 26, 2022 11:36am E\::t”ii?el;ggsgTﬁgﬁ;gigﬂ?&ﬁgdcg:%?sl ;?g;(éets, they are not currently doing archaeological work and are BA
October 26, 2022 11:39am ﬁ?;Iree(;lfg/\cllcifrw]obeelifgr;ecegn(siutﬁfeuéo(ljanrTifsogijg;nsultonf, they only cover the Lake Macquarie area and are not BA
October 26, 2022 11:41am %ﬁ!ﬁgmg\?:en:ggrh/;};qvgﬁzgg\r/:sesd that their CEO has been away and was asked to send the invitation BA
October 26, 2022 11:43am Re-emailed invitation to register to Mindaribba LALC BA
October 26, 2022 12:47pm Dialled number - not accepting incoming calls Murra Bidgee Mullangari Corp AH
October 26, 2022 12:54pm Called Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd no answer and no message service AH
October 26, 2022 1:12pm Called Robert Syron phone rang out AH
October 26, 2022 1:13pm Robert Syron called back had a chat to Nat about info he sent through on Monday NS
October 26, 2022 1:250m gs(!?r?oifs\éi;orlg&;someone called Greg answered and said he will get Steve to check his emails this AH
October 26, 2022 1:30pm Called Tamara Towers - no answer AH
October 26, 2022 136pm Called Steven Hickey - no answer

October 26, 2022 1:34pm Dialled both numbers for Des Hickey - no answer AH
October 26, 2022 1:39pm Called Nadina at Worimi Conservation Lands, left message to call back AH
October 26, 2022 1:420m ggiiclrcllgr?édgyﬁz c;:n\';/]?l)rimi Traditional Owners Indigenous Corporation. They are interested but she will get AH
October 26, 2022 4:32pm Received registration email from Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation NS
October 26, 2022 4:45pm Received registration email from Lower Hunter Aboriginal Incorporated NS
October 26, 2022 5:16pm Sent Lower Hunter Aboriginal Incorporated an email acknowledging their registration NS
October 26, 2022 5:16pm Sent Al Indigenous Services an email acknowledging their registration NS
October 26, 2022 5:16pm Sent Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group an email acknowledging their registration NS
October 26, 2022 5:17pm Sent Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation an email acknowledging their registration NS
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Date (MONTH DAY, YEAR) Nature of consultation Action taken by:

October 27, 2022 10:53am Called Worimi Conservation Lands, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 10:55am Emailed Dawn from Wonnarua Elders Council to follow up on registration invite BA
October 27, 2022 10:58am Called Widescope Indigenous Group, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:00am Called Des Hickey of Wattaka Pty Ltd, who registered via phone for the project BA
October 27, 2022 11:02am Called Tamara Tower, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:03am Called Steve Talbott, Greg answered and said he will get Steve to call back BA
October 27, 2022 11:07am Called Murra Bidgee Mullangari Aboriginal Corporation, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:08am Called other number on file for Murra Bidgee Mullangari Aboriginal Corporation, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:15am Called Karuah Indigenous Corporation, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:15am Called mobile number for Karuah Indigenous Corporation, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:16am Called Tania Matthews of Hunters and Collectors, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:16am Called Cacatua Culture Consultants, confirmed they did not want to register for this project BA
October 27, 2022 11:18am Called Karuah LALC, no answer BA
October 27, 2022 11:19am Called Mindaribba LALC, advised that their CEO is still off, will be back next week, and that they will get BA
back to us before 7th November
October 28, 2022 10:31am Received registration from Amanda Hickey (Amanda AHCS) NS
October 28, 2022 10:46am Sent email acknowledging Amanda Hickey's (Amanda AHCS) registration email NS
October 31, 2022 92:13am Received registration email from Darleen Johnson (Murra Bidgee Mullangari) NS
October 31, 2022 9:460m Sent email fo Darleen Johnson (Murra Bidgee Mullangari) acknowledging their registration NS
October 31, 2022 11:12am Received registration email from Candy Towers (Worimi TOIC) NS
October 31, 2022 11:18am Sent email acknowledging Candy Towers' (Worimi TOIC) registration email NS
November 1st, 2022 2:03pm Called another mobile number associated with AGA Services, number disconnected BA
November 1st, 2022 2:07pm Called Lakkari NTCG, number disconnected BA
November 1st, 2022 2:09pm Called Steve Talboftt, no answer BA
November 1st, 2022 2:10pm Called Karuah Local Aboriginal Land Council, got told they will email me back today BA
November 1st, 2022 2:12pm Called Tania Matthews of Hunters and Collectors, advised she will take a look and respond via email this BA
afternoon
November 1st, 2022 2:14pm Called landline for Karuah Indigenous Corporation, no answer BA
November 1st, 2022 2:15pm Called mobile number for Karuah Indigenous Corporation, no answer BA
November 1st, 2022 2:17pm Called Tamara Towers, no answer BA
November 1st, 2022 2:18pm Called Widescope Indigenous Group, no answer BA
November 1st, 2022 2:18pm Called landline for Worimi Conservation Lands, no answer BA
November 1st, 2022 2:19pm Called mobile for Worimi Conservation Lands, no answer BA
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Date (MONTH DAY, YEAR) Nature of consultation Action taken by:

November 1st, 2022 2:30pm Emailed A_GA Services, Karuah Indigenous Corporation, Lakkari NTCG, Widescope Group, Worimi BA
Conservation Lands, Tamara Towers and Steve Talbott
November 1st, 2022 5:04pm Donna Hickey emailed registering Steven Hickey/Widescope Group BA
November 2nd, 2022 12:27pm Replied to Donna Hickey (Widescope) acknowledging registration BA
November 2nd, 2022 5:16pm Received registration email from Rose Nean NS
November 4th, 2022 5:03pm Sent email acknowledging Rose's registration NS
November 8th, 2022 7:21pm Sent methodology for the Proposed Facilities Upgrade at Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Ave, Heatherbrae DA
NSW 2324.
November 8th, 2022 7:27pm Received ocknowledgemenT from Marilyn Carroll-Johnson of Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation saying to DA
forward the email to maz_lolli@yahoo.com.au
November 8th, 2022 7:34 PM Received comments from Leanne Kirkman of Gomery Cultural Consultations DA
November 9th, 2022 8:10 AM Received comments from lennie.anderson011@bigpond.com of Nur-Run-Gee DA
November 9th, 2022 12:07pm Had a missed call from David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation) AH
November 9th, 2022 2:04pm Returned missed call to David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation) AH
November 9th, 2022 2:09pm David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation) called back and registered via the public advert AH
November 10th, 2022 12:11 PM Received comments from Amanda De Zwart <amandahickey@live.com.au> of Amanda AHCS DA
November 11th, 2022 1:34 PM Received acknowledgement from David Feeney of Karuah Indigenous Corporation DA
November 14th, 2022 11:46 AM Received comments with attachment from Rose Nean <rose.nean@yahoo.com.au> DA
November 16th, 2022 12:06pm Sent list of RAPs to Heritage NSW BA
November 16th, 2022 12:07pm Sent list of RAPs to Worimi LALC BA
December 5th, 2022 3:10 PM Received comments from David Feeney of Karuah Indigenous Corporation DA
March 21st 2023 3:29pm emailed Candy Lee at Worimi Traditional Owners Indigenous Corporation to see if avaiable for fieldwork AH
March 21st 2023 3:30pm emailed Jamie Merrick to see if avaiable for fieldwork AH
March 21st 2023 3:31pm emailed Lennie Anderson (Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd) to see if available for fieldwork AH
March 21st 2023 3:33pm emailed David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation)to see if available for fieldwork AH
March 21st 2023 3:34pm emailed Bec at Murrooma to see if available for fieldwork AH
March 21nd 2023 4:43pm Lennie Anderson of (Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd) is avaiable for field work AH
March 21nd 2023 4:39pm Anthony Anderson of Murrooma is available for fieldwork AH
March 21nd 2023 7:05pm David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation) is available for fieldwork AH
March 22nd 2023 7:03am Jamie Merrick of Worimi Local Aboriginal Land Council advised he has a rep available for fieldwork AH
June 2nd, 2023 - Send an email to the RAPs with OneDrive links for the drafft ACHAR and ATR NS
June 2nd, 2023 4pm Physical copies of the draft ACHAR and ATR were posted to Carol Ridgeway-Bissett LS
June 2nd, 2023 4:22pm Rose Nean sent an email requesting that she no longer be included in the consultation process NS
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Lennie Anderson (Nur-Run-Gee Pty Ltd) emailed his comments through. He advised that any reburial of
June 2nd, 2023 5:43pm artefacts should be undertaken by a representative of the local Aboriginal groups - perferably someone who NS
was involved in the project
o o o o o e e oo heentrereperiana |y
June éth, 2023 104am | i e reburil location. He il suggest hat surface areracts could b displayed at e school NS
June 7th, 2023 3:44pm David Horton (Gomery Cultural Consultants) said that he couldn't open the file NS
June 7th, 2023 3:48pm Emailed David Horton Dropbox links for the draft ACHAR and ATR NS
June 9th, 2023 11:59am DNC (via email) said that they were happy with the reports NS
June 9th, 2023 12:09pm Sent acknowledgement email to DNC NS
June 9th, 2023 12:16pm Sent acknowledgement email to Candy Towers - asked if she had any comments on either reports NS
June 9th, 2023 12:30pm Tried calling Carol Ridgeway-Bissett LS
Called A1 Indigenous Services to confirm that they had received and been able to access OneDrive links for
June 9th, 2023 12:35pm the draft ACHAR and ATR. Discugsed the recommendg’rions with C.orolyn qnd asked whe’fher she would be LS
happy for Kayandel to consult with the school regarding the reburial location. Carolyn said that she was
happy with the report, and that she would send an email confirming
Called Amanda AHCS to confirm that she had received and been able to access OneDrive links for the draft
June 9th, 2023 12:40pm ACHAR and ATR. Discgssed the recommenfjo’rions with Amcmdg and asked Whgther she would be hoppy for LS
Kayandel to consult with the school regarding the reburial location. Amanda said that she was happy with
the report, and that she would send an email confirming
Called Steven Hickey from Widescope to confirm that he had received and been able to access OneDrive
June 9th, 2023 12:45pm links for the draft ACHAR and ATR. Discussepl the recommendoﬂons with Ste\{en and -osked whefhgr he LS
would be happy for Kayandel to consult with the school regarding the reburial location. Steven said that he
was happy with the report, and that he would send an email confirming
June %9th, 2023 12:50pm Tried calling Darleen Johnson from Murra Bidgee Mullangari LS
June 9th, 2023 12:44pm Al Indigenous Services emailed and said that they supported the draft ACHAR and ATR NS
June 9th, 2023 12:48pm Amanda AHCS emailed and said that she supported the draft ACHAR and ATR NS
&
Called Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group to confirm that they had received and been able to access
June 9th, 2023 1:00pm OneDirive links for the draft ACHAR and ATR. Di§cussed the recommgndoﬁons wiT.h Stef o_nd asked whether LS
she would be happy for Kayandel to consult with the school regarding the reburial location. Stef advised
that she was happy with the report
June 9th, 2023 1:100m Spoke with Darleen Johnson from Murra Bidgee Mullangari to confirm Thgf she hod received the email with LS
the draft ACHAR and ATR, and that she was able to open the OneDrive links with the reports. Darleen




Proposed Facilities Upgrade of Hunter River High School, 36 Elkin Avenue, Heatherbrae, Port Stephens Council LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Date (MONTH DAY, YEAR) Nature of consultation

confirmed that she could. We discussed the project and the recommendations in the ACHAR. Darleen had

no further comments to add and said that she was happy

Kamilaroi Yankuntjatjara Working Group emailed requesting that their organisation be removed from the

consultation process
Spoke to Carol Ridgeway-Bissett to discuss the project and the draft ACHAR and ATR. She advised that she
agreed with the recommendations in the reports
Spoke to Jamie Merrick from Worimi LALC to confirm that he had received the email with the draft ACHAR
and ATR, and that he had been able to open the OneDrive links with the reports. Jamie confirmed that he
could. We discussed the project and the recommendations in the ACHAR. Jamie said that he had no further
comments to add and said agreed with the recommendations
Spoke to Marilyn from Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation about the project and the recommendations. She
June 9th, 2023 2:10pm said that she was out of the office at the moment, and would email a response through once she got back LS
in
Spoke with David Horton (Gomery Cultural Consultants) to confirm that he had received the email that NS
June 9th, 2023 2:15pm sent with the alternative links to the draft reports. We discussed the project and the recommendations. Dave LS
said that he had no further comments to provide
Called Des Hickey of Wattaka to confirm that he had received the email with the draft ACHAR and ATR, and
June 9th, 2023 2:20pm that he had been able to open the OneDrive links with the reports. Des advised that he hadn't had the LS
opportunity to review either report just yet. We agreed that | would call next week
June 9th, 2023 2:25pm Tried calling Bob Syron - left a message on his voicemail LS
Called David Ahoy (Lower Hunter Aboriginal Incorporated) to confirm that he had received the email with
the draft ACHAR and ATR, and that he had been able to open the OneDrive links with the reports. We
discussed the project and the recommendations in the ACHAR. David said that he had no further comments
to add and said agreed with the recommendations
June 9th, 2023 2:30pm Tried calling Bec (Mur-Roo-Ma Inc) - went straight to voicemail. LS
June 9th, 2023 2:23pm Tried calling David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation) - left a message on his voicemail LS
David Feeney (Karuah Indigenous Corporation) returned my call. He confirmed that he was able to access
June %9th, 2023 4:30pm the reports via the OneDrive link. We discussed the project and the recommendations in the ACHAR. David LS
said that he had no further comments to add and said agreed with the recommendations
June 13th, 2023 10:13am Candy Towers confirmed that she had no comments to add to the report NS
June 13th, 2023 2:20pm Spoke to Bec (Mur-Roo-Ma Inc) she asked me to call her back in around half an hour LS
June 13th, 2023 2:30pm Tried calling Bob Syron - left a message on his voicemail LS
June 13th, 2023 2:34pm Tried calling Marilyn from Corroboree Aboriginal Corporation LS
Called Des Hickey of Wattaka to see if he had a chance to review the report since we last spoke on the 9/6.
Discussed the recommendations with Des and asked whether he would be happy for Kayandel to consult

with the school regarding the reburial location. Des said that he was happy with the report; however, he
asked that the AHIP include a salvage excavation component.

June 9th, 2023 1:20pm

June 9th, 2023 1:30pm LS

June 9th, 2023 1:40pm LS

June %9th, 2023 2:27pm LS

June 13th, 2023 2:40pm LS
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Called Bob Syron to see if he had any other comments on the draft ACHAR and ATR. We discussed the
project, his earlier comments from June éth, and his family's connection to the agree (approx. 30 minutes). As
part of discussing his comment about displaying any surface artefacts at the school, and used for LS
teaching/educational purposes, | commented on SINSW's concerns about the long term management risks
and obligations that this would bring in response Bob agreed to the reburial. Bob said that he agreed with
the rest of the recommendations

June 13th, 2023 3:20pm Tried calling Bec (Mur-Roo-Ma Inc) - went straight to voicemail. LS

Spoke with Bec (Mur-Roo-Ma Inc) to see if she'd had a chance to review the report. She agrees with the LS
recommendations

June 13th, 2023 2:50pm

June 14th, 2023 4:15pm
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