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1.0 Introduction 
This document provides an addendum to the Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal 
Archaeological & Cultural Heritage Values report as prepared by Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd for 
PB as part of the South West Rail Link (SWRL) Environmental Assessment in November 2006. 
This addendum has been prepared for the SWRL submissions report. It documents ongoing 
consultation and work conducted subsequent to the submission of the report for public 
display and builds on the findings of that report. 

The SWRL project is located within the South West Growth Centre. The approach to Aboriginal 
heritage and archaeological assessment has been in accordance with NSW Growth Centres 
Commission’s (GCC), Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the 
Sydney Growth Centres. This methodology is supported by the Department of Environment 
and Conservation (DEC).  

The Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal Archaeological & Cultural Heritage Values report 
prepared for the SWRL EA complies with Step 1 of the Growth Centres Commissions Precinct 
Assessments Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage. For the purpose of this document, the 
above mentioned report will be referred to as the ‘Preliminary Report’ and this document as 
the ‘Addendum’. 

It is important to note that this addendum does not include a full summary of the Preliminary 
Report and it should be read in conjunction with the Preliminary Report, which is included as 
Technical Paper 6 in Volume 3 of the SWRL Concept Plan and Environmental Assessment. 

As part of Step 1 of the GCC Protocols for Aboriginal Stakeholder involvement, the 
methodology required that a workshop be held with members of the registered Aboriginal 
stakeholder communities, and the proponent, to discuss the ‘Step 1’ Preliminary Report on its 
completion. Section 2 of this addendum provides details of this workshop which was held 
subsequent to the completion of the EA. 

Section 3 of this report provides details of an additional preliminary site inspection carried out 
with representatives of the Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective (NIAC).  

Section 4 of this report addresses the proposed Stage A works at Glenfield North Junction and 
Glenfield South Junction. While Section 5 briefly summarises the feedback received from the 
Aboriginal stakeholder groups to the Step 1 Preliminary Report. 
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2.0 Aboriginal Stakeholder Focus Meeting 

2.1 Introduction 

In line with the NSW GCC’s, Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the 
Sydney Growth Centres, a stakeholder workshop or focus meeting was arranged. All registered 
Aboriginal stakeholders were contacted and invited to attend (refer to Appendix A). 

The following Aboriginal stakeholders were in attendance at the meeting, conducted on 13th 
December 2006: 

Glenda Chalker  Cubbitch Barta Native Title Claimants Aboriginal Corporation  
   (CBNTCAC) 

Gordon Morton  Darug Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessments (DACHA) 

Greg Simms  Darug Custodian Aboriginal Corporation (DCAC) 

Leanne Watson  Darug Custodian Aboriginal Corporation (DCAC) 

Des Dyer  Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation (DTAC) 

Gordon Workman Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation (DTAC) 

Chris Illert  Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective (NIAC) 

Barbara Keely Simms Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective (NIAC) 

Allan Carriage  Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective (NIAC) 

Yvonne Simms  Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective (NIAC). 

The Tharawal Local Aboriginal Land Council was also invited, but no representative attended 
the meeting.  

In addition to the above members of the stakeholder communities, the meeting was also 
attended by the following people: 

Gavin Martin  Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) 

Fiona Hamilton  Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) 

Lori Sciusco  Heritage Concepts 

Dan Jones  Heritage Concepts 

Kathleen Bunting PB 

David Gainsford  Transport & Infrastructure Development Corporation (TIDC) 

Sally Nunnerley  Transport & Infrastructure Development Corporation (TIDC). 

A presentation was given to the Aboriginal stakeholders which summarised the project to date 
and provided a forum for stakeholders to give their views.  

The presentation covered the following: 

 Identification of the study area and the proposed SWRL corridor; 

 Summary of the NSW GCC’s, Protocol for Aboriginal Stakeholder involvement in the 
assessment of Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres, and the four 
step approach identified for the Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural 
Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres, namely: 

i. Step 1: Gather & Analyse Existing Information; 

ii. Step 2: Identify Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Places & Values; 

iii. Step 3: Develop Land Use & Management Options; and 
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iv. Step 4: Input into Precinct Planning. 

 Outlined the approvals process for the SWRL under Part 3A of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act) noting that TIDC is at this stage 
seeking concept approval only for the SWRL project; 

 Discussed the ‘concept approval’ stage for the SWRL and identified that it aligns with 
Step 1 of the Precinct Assessment Method; 

 Noted that the Precinct Assessment Method and Protocols for Aboriginal Stakeholder 
Involvement do not over-ride the existing DEC Interim Community Consultation 
Guidelines (2005) and that the National Parks & Wildlife Act (1974) continues to afford 
protection to Aboriginal sites and places; 

 The SWRL project comprises 2 distinct construction stages – A and B: 

o Stage A; includes early works at Glenfield North Junction and Glenfield South 
Junction (but not including works at Glenfield Station); and the establishment 
and use of low impact construction worksites outside of the rail corridor at 
Glenfield Waste Facility and on land known as the James Meehan Estate;  

o Stage B; works comprise everything else proposed as part of the project, as 
explained the Preliminary Report (Heritage Concepts 2006). Stage B is less 
well defined and further environmental assessment, including heritage impact 
assessment is proposed; 

 Step 1 of the protocols, gathering and analysing existing information, was 
summarised in detail; 

 The Aboriginal stakeholders for the project were identified as consisting of the 
following groups 

 Cubbitch Barta Native Title Claimants Aboriginal Corporation (CBNTCAC) 

 Darug Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessments (DACHA) 

 Darug Custodian Aboriginal Corporation (DCAC) 

 Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation (DTAC) 

 Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective (NIAC) 

 Tharawal Local Aboriginal Land Council (TLALC) 

 

 The initial project ‘start up’ workshop held on the 17th August 2006 to which all 
identified stakeholders were invited was summarised, including the decision to 
undertake a site visit; 

 SWRL Step 1: Preliminary Values Mapping was explained and identified, including 
areas of actual or potential significance; 

 Previous Aboriginal heritage assessments in and around the SWRL corridor and their 
results were summarised; 

 Management recommendations identified through the Step 1 process and included in 
the Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Values 
were noted, including the fact that: 

i. A referral would be submitted if required for the Commonwealth 
listed former Ingleburn Military Camp; 

ii. Any area identified as having archaeological potential would require 
further investigation; 

iii. The location of skeletal material would trigger the normal DEC 
procedure for actual or potential ancestral remains. 
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 Key tasks of Step 2 of the Protocols were identified and include investigating, 
assessing and ranking of significance values; stakeholder participation in 
archaeological survey, historic research and other investigations; the preparation of 
Stakeholder reports on the social/cultural values of the precinct; stakeholder 
participation on workshops/meetings to discuss and agree on significance values 
across the precinct with the consultant; and review of the report for finalisation and 
progression onto Step 3. 

 It was clearly explained that an archaeological survey has not been conducted as part 
of the Preliminary Report. Completion of a detailed archaeological survey is part of the 
works associated with Step 2 of the NSW GCC’s, Protocol for Aboriginal Stakeholder 
involvement in the assessment of Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the Sydney Growth 
Centres; 

 

2.2 Workshop Outcomes 

Following the presentation, a general discussion regarding the project, the assessment 
methodology and the way forward was held. 

The general discussion following the presentation largely centred on the future heritage 
assessment work associated with the project and the level of Aboriginal stakeholder 
involvement. The main issues raised concerned the number of sites currently identified within 
the study area (three) and potential cultural offsets for the destruction of Aboriginal heritage 
and values across the study area.  

The discussion also addressed the access constraints that the existing rail corridor (the site of 
the Stage A works) posed for a site inspection. . Specifically, OH & S laws require that those 
visiting the rail corridor would have to have the appropriate Track Safety Awareness training 
and accreditation. This would mean that general access to this area would be restricted to the 
existing footbridge and land adjacent to the corridor.  

At this point it was also discussed that, whilst the rail corridor presented potential OH & S 
constraints, the area within the existing corridor had been heavily disturbed through 
construction, subsequent maintenance and developments to the existing rail line, and that, 
due to the heavy levels of disturbance in this area, the potential for any extant archaeological 
and/or cultural material was likely to be low. Furthermore, it was noted that no significant 
sites or places have been previously recorded in the immediate vicinity of the construction 
area. 

An agreement was reached during the workshop that the consultant would contact each 
registered stakeholder group to discuss whether they felt that the area of the proposed Stage 
A works would merit a further site visit. The merits of another site visit were discussed as 
some stakeholders had not attended the initial preliminary site visit.  

All the registered Aboriginal stakeholders present stated that they would be interested in 
continued involvement in subsequent steps in the development of the SWRL project as per the 
GCC Precinct Assessment Methods and Protocols. 
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3.0 Additional Preliminary Site Visit 
3.1 Introduction 

Following the workshop, members of NIAC and its constituent groups were invited to attend a 
second preliminary site visit. The purpose of this site visit was to afford NIAC the opportunity 
to view the landscape and landforms across which the SWRL corridor would cross, and to 
identify any areas that may have cultural significance.  

It was made clear that these preliminary site visits were not part of a full archaeological survey 
of the SWRL corridor. Full archaeological survey work will be conducted at subsequent steps in 
the development process and in line with the Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal 
Cultural Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres. 

3.2 Attendees 

The site walkover, on Tuesday 30 January 2007, was attended by the following members of 
Heritage Concepts and NIAC: 

Aboriginal Stakeholders: 

 Jacob Kitchener of Korewal La Perouse Botany Bay Aboriginal Corp*; 

 Yvonne Simms of Korewal La Perouse Botany Bay Aboriginal Corporation*; 

 Allan Carriage of Wadi Wadi Coomaditchie Aboriginal Group*; 

Others 

 Jakub Czastka of Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd; 

 Dan Jones of Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd; and 

 *Daniela Reverbri as Technical Officer for NIAC. 

*Constituent Members of NIAC. 

The site visit itinerary was consistent with previous site inspections made with the other 
Aboriginal stakeholders. As had occurred at the time of the previous preliminary site visit, 
there were a number of properties that could not be accessed as land owners had not granted 
access permission. 

3.3 Outcomes 

The stakeholders left with a clear understanding of the proposed SWRL route and the 
landforms it would cross, in addition to the potential impact. 

The site inspection revisited two previously recorded sites that had been identified during the 
initial preliminary site visit (refer to section 6.3 of the Preliminary Report). These sites were 
recorded and site cards have been lodged in accordance with DEC requirements.  

The main issues raised by the stakeholder representatives in attendance were as follows: 

 Particular attention should be paid to creeklines and associated floodplains and/or 
terraces during future studies; 

 The possibility of burials along the proposed route was noted and the fact that these 
should to be dealt with in a sensitive manner was identified; 

 All stakeholders would like to be part of any future studies; and 

 Any sensitive sites or areas identified would potentially need to be visited by Elders 
from the respective communities and this would need to be facilitated appropriately. 

The issues raised and outlined above are consistent with the findings of the Preliminary Report 
(refer to Section 8.2 of the Preliminary Report). Also, consistent with the Preliminary Report 
and the Precinct Assessment Methodology, further consultation and field investigations will 
need to be conducted. Should the need arise, appropriate arrangements may need to be made 
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to facilitate access for Elders from the relevant registered stakeholder communities should 
they require access to specific locations along the SWRL corridor in the future. All the issues 
will be constantly assessed for their relevance as the project progresses. 
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4.0 Assessment of Stage A Issues 
The Stage A works include early works at Glenfield North Junction and Glenfield South Junction 
(but not including works at Glenfield Station), and the establishment and use of construction 
worksites at Glenfield and on land known as the James Meehan Estate. The Stage A works 
would be complicated and lengthy to construct as they are largely located within an existing 
rail corridor. For this reason, TIDC has conducted more advanced design work on this stage of 
the project and wishes to carry out this work early in the project timeline.  

This stage of the project is well defined and is considered likely to have a low risk of 
significant environmental impacts.  

Following the Aboriginal stakeholder focus meeting (see Section 2), Heritage Concepts made 
contact with all registered Aboriginal stakeholder groups to discuss whether they felt there 
was a need to conduct further site visits to the area of impact of the Stage A works. 

In telephone conversations on the 19th January 2007, representatives of DACHA, DTAC and 
NIAC requested that they be sent some written details of the proposed Glenfield Stage A works 
for discussion within their communities. CBNTCAC and DCAC stated that they felt there was 
no real need to visit the area of impact, nor any real benefit to be gained from such a visit. 
TLALC were contacted and a message was left detailing the issue but no return contact was 
received. 

After review, a letter was sent to each registered stakeholder group on 22nd February 2007, 
outlining all details of the proposed Glenfield Stage A works (see Appendix A). The letter 
included photocopies of plans for the construction footprint of the proposed Stage A works. 
This letter was then followed up with a telephone call to ensure the details had been received. 
In telephone conversations CBNTCAC, DACHA, DCAC, DTAC and NIAC saw no benefit in 
conducting an additional site visit over the area of impact for the proposed Glenfield Stage A 
and agreed to forward written statements to identify this fact. 

TLALC were asked for comment but have not responded at this time. 

The responses received to date are provided in Appendix C. 
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5.0  Feedback in Response to the Preliminary 
Assessment 
Appendix C of this Addendum includes Aboriginal stakeholder consultation feedback in 
response to the preliminary assessment. 

In general, the Aboriginal stakeholders that responded were satisfied with the level of detail 
and recommendations presented in the preliminary assessment. Responses have been 
received from five of the six identified Aboriginal stakeholder groups to date. 

The overwhelming response was the recognition that the preliminary assessment was only the 
first step in the four step approach of the Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural 
Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres. All stakeholders that provided a response have 
expressed an interest in being involved in the subsequent steps. 

Where concerns were raised that related to the preliminary assessment and the GCC Protocols, 
these concerned a possible scarred tree and burial site. Issues of ground surface visibility and 
greater access to the proposed study area were also raised. These issues can be and will be 
assessed further and addressed in the subsequent steps of the GCC Protocols.  
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6.0 Conclusions 
Following a process of consultation with all registered Aboriginal stakeholder groups, through 
which process each group received a copy of the Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal 
Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Values, a copy of the full Environmental Assessment on 
CD Rom, and participated in a preliminary site visit, the recommendations as made in the 
initial report are supported by the community.  

These recommendations can briefly be summarised as such: 

 When more firm design plans are agreed upon, particular attention should be paid to 
areas where the proposed SWRL corridor crosses creeklines, their associated 
floodplains and/or terraces;  

 Any possible burials in the above mentioned landforms should be dealt with 
sensitively within normal Department of Environment and Conservation procedures 

 Further heritage assessment would be required as construction design plans are 
consolidated; 

 Any area identified as having archaeological potential would require further 
investigation; and 

 All registered Aboriginal stakeholder groups have expressed an interest in being 
involved in any subsequent cultural heritage assessment across the route. 

The responses received from the Aboriginal stakeholder groups to date in relation to the 
proposed works of Glenfield Stage A indicate that they are satisfied for work to progress in 
areas of heavy disturbance within the existing rail corridor. These areas were previously 
assessed as having low archaeological potential due to the level of past disturbance associated 
with the rail corridor (refer to 6.1).   

In addition, the following action is recommended:  

 An Aboriginal cultural heritage management plan should be developed as part of the 
Construction Environmental Management Plan as it relates to the proposed Stage A 
works. This Plan should be prepared in consultation with the identified Aboriginal 
stakeholder groups and should include a protocol for ‘chance finds’ of both Aboriginal 
and historical artefacts/relics. 

 

Full details of management recommendations and mitigation strategies are included in the 
Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Values (Technical 
Paper 6 in Volume 2 of the SWRL Concept Plan and Environmental Assessment). 
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Appendices 
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Appendix A: An Example of a letter of Invitation for the Aboriginal Stakeholder Focus 
Meeting. 
 

 
6th December 2006 

Attn: xxxxxxxxxx 
Organization: xxxxxxxxx 
Address: xxxxxxxxxxx 

Dear xxxxxxxxxx 

RE: SWRL: Step 1 Review Workshop. 

This letter is to confirm your attendance at the South West Rail Link (SWRL) Project Aboriginal 
Cultural Heritage Assessment Step 1: Review Workshop on Wednesday 13 December 2006. 
The workshop is being conducted by Heritage Concepts on behalf of Transport Infrastructure 
Development Corporation, the NSW Government agency responsible for the SWRL project. 

The SWRL Environmental Assessment (EA) is currently on public exhibition until February 2007 
and includes a Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal Archaeological and Cultural Heritage 
Values. This assessment was undertaken in accordance with the Growth Centres Commission’s 
(GCC) Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the Sydney Growth 
Centres (Precinct Assessment Method), and Protocol for Aboriginal Stakeholder Involvement in 
the Assessment of Aboriginal Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres (Protocol); and as 
directed by the GCC and Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) was completed 
up to Step 1.  

The purpose of the workshop is to ensure that the Preliminary assessment undertaken has 
been discussed with registered Aboriginal stakeholders and strategies for future investigations 
and moving forward can be developed. The enclosed information package includes details of 
the workshop to be conducted at the Parsons Brinckerhoff offices, an agenda (including list of 
workshop invitees), travel details, venue location, a mock invoice and a map. 

It is requested that attendance at the workshop be limited to no more than 2 people from each 
registered Aboriginal stakeholder group. This is due to the limited space and is consistent 
with the Protocol and Part C, DEC Interim Community Consultation Requirements. 

TIDC will pay travel costs and reasonable expenses associated with attendance of stakeholders 
attending the meeting but, in line with Part B: 2, DEC Interim Community Consultation 
Requirements, won't remunerate for peoples time at the meetings. Travel expenses and other 
reasonable costs will need to be invoiced to TIDC (for the attention of David Gainsford).  

If you have any further queries or questions regarding the workshop or issues relating to 
SWRL, please don’t hesitate to call or contact our offices. 

Regards, 

Dan Jones 
Archaeologist 
Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd 
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Appendix B: An example of the letter to the registered Aboriginal stakeholder groups 
outlining the proposed Glenfield Stage A works. 
 

 

22nd February 2007 

Dear, xxxxxxxxxxx 

RE: South West Rail Link Glenfield Junction Stage A works.  

As discussed in my telephone conversation with xxxxxxxx (19th January 2007), please find 
enclosed some details of the proposed Glenfield Junction Stage A works, which comprises part 
of the South West Rail Link (SWRL) project.  

Subsequent to our previous site visit with you, TIDC made the decision to split the SWRL 
project into two stages. The Stage A works include early works at Glenfield North Junction and 
Glenfield South Junction (but not including works at Glenfield Station); and establishment and 
use of construction worksites at Glenfield and on land known as the James Meehan Estate. The 
Stage A works would be complicated and lengthy to construct as they are largely located 
within an existing rail corridor. For this reason, TIDC has done more design work on this Stage 
of the project (see attached) and wishes to construct this work early in the project 
construction.  

This stage of the project is well defined and is considered likely to have a low risk of 
significant environmental impacts. TIDC proposes to construct the Stage A works without 
carrying out further heritage impact assessment. For this reason, we are contacting you now to 
seek your comment on the Stage A works.  

The Stage B works comprise everything else proposed as part of the project, as explained in 
our previous consultations with you. Stage B is less well defined and further environmental 
assessment, including heritage impact assessment is proposed.  

As discussed in our previous telephone conversation and at the workshop of 13th December 
2006, access to the live rail corridor (the site of the Stage A works) for a site visit is 
problematic for safety reasons. Specifically, those visiting the rail corridor would have to have 
the appropriate Track Safety Awareness training and accreditation. Any general access would 
be restricted to the footbridge and land adjacent to the corridor. 

However, as discussed in the workshop, the proposed Glenfield Stage A construction would 
take place mainly within the existing rail corridor (see enclosed plans) and would have minimal 
impact outside of that corridor.  

The area within the existing corridor has been heavily disturbed through construction, 
subsequent maintenance and developments to the rail line. Due to the heavy levels of 
disturbance to the area of impact, the potential for any extant archaeological and/or cultural 
material is likely to be low. Furthermore, no significant sites or places have been previously 
recorded in the immediate vicinity of the construction area. 

Bearing in mind the level of disturbance to the area, the narrow construction ‘footprint’ for 
this stage of the works, the difficulties and dangers of surveying a live rail line, the fact that 
the environmental impact would be managed in the Statement of Commitments and 
Construction Environmental Management Plan, and tentative discussions with your group, 
TIDC do not intend to conduct further site inspections prior to the commencement of the 
Glenfield Stage A works. 
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Please contact us if you have any questions or issues regarding this matter. Furthermore, 
please let us know your thoughts on this matter in writing by 16th March 2007. 

Thanks in advance for your help in this matter. 

 
Regards, 
 
Dan Jones 
Archaeologist 
Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd 
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Appendix C: Aboriginal Stakeholder Consultation Feedback 
Correspondence received in response to the Preliminary Report 
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Responses to Glenfield Stage A. 
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March 27th 2007 

Chris Illert 
Northern Illawarra Aboriginal Collective, 
2/3 Birch Crescent 
East Corrimal 
NSW 2518 
 
Dear Chris: 

cc: Lou Ewins & Gavin Martin (Department of Environment & Conservation), Barbara Keely Simms & 
Yvonne Simms 

RE: South West Rail Link (SWRL): Step 1 Preliminary Site Visit. 

I am writing to thank you for the report South West Rail Link – Aboriginal cultural heritage 
feedback, by Yvonne Simms, Jacob Kitchener & Allan Carriage, which we received by e-mail on 15th 
February 2007. 

I would like to bring your attention to a couple of points for the sake of clarity. 

The ‘TIDC Executive’ you mention was in fact David Schofield, Development Manager with 
Landcom, who are the owners of a parcel of land that is impacted by approximately 3 
kilometres of the SWRL corridor. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to respond to a number of points raised within the above 
mentioned report. 

In paragraph 8 of the section entitled “Relevant Aboriginal History and Connection”, your report 
mentions that your Elders have not seen ‘relevant flora and fauna studies as part of this Aboriginal 
cultural heritage assessment’.  

Whilst our report does briefly discuss this issue, it is outside the scope of this study to 
comprehensively deal with the flora and fauna encountered along the proposed SWRL corridor, as 
our client has engaged separate consultants whose area of expertise is in the field of biodiversity.  

I draw your attention to Chapter 14 of the SWRL Concept Plan and Environmental Assessment 
(Volume 1) and Technical Paper 3 in Volume 2, which deal with the biodiversity issues likely to be 
encountered along the proposed SWRL corridor. Copies of this Environmental Assessment were on 
display at the meeting NIAC representatives attended on 13th December 2006, and a CD Rom copy 
was forwarded to your address on 20th December 2006. For a comprehensive discussion of the 
flora and fauna issues I refer you to these documents. 

Also in paragraph 8, and in your conclusion, you mention that your Elders have been involved in 
‘inadequate archaeological studies’. I would like to reiterate the point that we have made 
consistently throughout the consultation process for the proposed SWRL project ― that the scope 
of the assessment to date is not intended to include a comprehensive archaeological survey at this 
early stage. The proposed SWRL project is, as you know, at concept approval stage and as such, 
matters of Aboriginal cultural heritage are being assessed in accordance with Step 1 of the NSW 
Growth Centres Commission’s Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the 
Sydney Growth Centres (Precinct Assessment Method) as endorsed by DEC and in line with the 
Director General’s requirements. The main aim of step 1 of this process, as outlined in Section 1.5 
of the ‘Preliminary Assessment of Aboriginal Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Values’ report 
sent to NIAC on 31st October 2006, is to ‘Gather and Analyse Existing Information’.  

Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd – Archaeological & Cultural Heritage Management 

Postal: PO Box 1075 Leichhardt NSW 2040  Office: Level 1, 55 Lower Fort Street, Sydney NSW 2000 

Ph:02 9251 5417  Fax: 02 9251 7678  ABN 26 109 843 183 



  

The Precinct Assessment Method does not require a site visit at this early stage. However, our 
client agreed to conduct a preliminary site visit to give the registered Aboriginal stakeholder 
communities the opportunity to identify any areas that may be of cultural sensitivity and to better 
visualise the landscape. 

These preliminary site visits were in no way intended to constitute a comprehensive archaeological 
survey of the proposed SWRL corridor. Further archaeological survey work is required in 
subsequent steps within the framework of the Precinct Assessment Method and the proponent will 
continue to follow those steps in line with the requirements of the Department of Environment 
and Conservation and the NSW Growth Centres Commission. 

Furthermore, I refer you to Sections 5 and 8 of our report which identify that there are gaps in the 
present archaeological knowledge along the proposed SWRL corridor and that comprehensive 
archaeological survey should be conducted as the development process for this project 
progresses.  

If you have any further queries or questions regarding the workshop or issues relating to the SWRL 
project, please don’t hesitate to call or contact our offices. 

 

Regards, 

 
Dan Jones 
Archaeologist 
Heritage Concepts Pty Ltd 
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1. Introduction 
Parsons Brinckerhoff Australia (PB) completed the South West Rail Link Concept Plan and 
Environmental Assessment in November 2006 on behalf of the Transport Infrastructure 
Development Corporation (TIDC). A component of this work was PB’s Technical Paper 1 – 
Traffic, transport, parking and access (in Volume 2), which provided a traffic, transport, 
parking and access assessment of the proposed South West Rail Link (SWRL) Concept 
Plan. 

At the request of TIDC, PB has undertaken an additional traffic and transport assessment to 
be incorporated into the Submissions Report for the SWRL project. This additional 
assessment reviews aspects of the SWRL Concept Plan that have been changed or revised 
since the previous assessment. Specifically, this additional assessment focuses on the 
traffic and transport impacts resulting from changes and revisions to the following aspects 
proposed in the SWRL Concept Plan: 

 an additional off-street commuter car park planned for the western side of Glenfield 
Station 

 revisions to the existing on-street car parking area on the western side of Glenfield 
Station 

 changes to the construction staging of the Glenfield North Junction works and new 
information on construction traffic flows 
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2. Commuter car parking at Glenfield Station 
west side 

2.1 Proposed new commuter car park 
TIDC proposes to construct a new commuter car park on the western side of Glenfield 
Station adjacent to the existing RailCorp commuter parking area on the station access road 
to provide additional parking in the short term. The proposed car park was not included in 
the SWRL Concept Plan and Environmental Assessment, but was identified as a possible 
future car park. The proposed commuter car park is located on RailCorp land and could 
provide up to 280 off-street car spaces. These additional spaces would be provided in the 
short term, with medium to long-term commuter car parking being resolved as part of 
subsequent project development and assessment. Additional car parking is proposed 
at Glenfield Station to offset losses when the SWRL Stage B is built and to accommodate 
anticipated increases in parking demand. The additional parking at Glenfield forms a 
component of the NSW State Government’s Urban Transport Statement (November 2006), 
which has identified a need for development and parking improvements at Glenfield to 
accommodate high transport demand existing at the Station.  

2.2 Proposed revisions to existing commuter car park 
The existing commuter car parking area located on the station access road on the western 
side of Glenfield Station currently provides 219 on-street car spaces. This car parking area 
is planned to be upgraded. The upgrade would result in up to 15 additional on-street car 
spaces. This parking area is located on RailCorp land. 

2.3 Summary of increased parking supply 
The provision of commuter car parking at the western side of Glenfield Station would grow 
from the existing provision of 219 on-street spaces to 514 car spaces, with the proposed 
additional off-street car park and revisions to the existing parking regime. Figure 2-1 
presents the location of the proposals.  

The new parking arrangement is intended to (as a minimum) replace the existing 120 car 
parking spaces lost on the other side (eastern side) of Glenfield Station as a result of the 
SWRL works, and provide an additional 175 spaces to accommodate anticipated demand in 
the short term. The additional commuter car parking area would be constructed as part of 
the SWRL Stage A early works prior to the commencement of construction of the SWRL 
Stage B works (which include the Glenfield Station upgrade and permanent loss of the 120 
spaces).  
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Figure 2-1: Planned commuter car park arrangement on west side of Glenfield Station (Source: Connell Wagner/TIDC, 1 March 2007)  
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2.4 Impacts of increased parking provision 
PB has undertaken an assessment of the likely impacts on the surrounding local road 
network as a result of the increased parking provision described above. 

2.4.1 Access and circulation 

The existing commuter car park area on the western side of Glenfield Station is accessed 
from the Glenfield Road intersection roundabout. This is the only access point to and from 
the western car park. The locality plan in Figure 2-2 presents the location of the western side 
car parking area in relation to the surrounding road network. 

The proposed new off-street car park contains one entry point and one exit point for 
vehicles. This is a suitable design as it would facilitate efficient traffic circulation by 
separating the movement of entering and exiting vehicles and minimising conflicts. No traffic 
signals or other traffic control devises would be required for the new car park. 

The existing car parking area and station access road is likely to experience an increase 
in traffic levels due to the introduction of the additional car parking spaces. Because of this, 
there may be the need to include a turning circle at the southern end of the station access 
road in the revised designs for the existing car parking area so as to maintain an efficient 
traffic flow to and from the station and minimise traffic disruption. A turning circle would 
facilitate the circulation of vehicles looking for parking spaces along the station access road. 
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Figure 2-2: Locality plan presenting road access to Glenfield Station west side car park 
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2.4.2 Traffic generation 

Previous investigations have indicated there is a high demand for car parking at the Station. 
The existing commuter car parking area on the western side is fully utilised and cars park in 
alternative spaces such as the road shoulder. The analysis indicated that the large majority 
of cars parked at Glenfield Station are registered in the surrounding local districts (with 
approximately 65% originating from the western side of the rail line), indicating that most of 
these users are commuters who make park-and-ride trips. 

For the purposes of this analysis, it is assumed that the current car parking arrangement 
on the western side of Glenfield Station (219 spaces) is fully utilised and that the additional 
provision of car parking (295 additional spaces) would also be fully utilised. It is highly likely 
that the large majority of users of the new western side car park would continue to be 
commuters, meaning that car parking spaces would be used only once during the day and 
the majority of traffic and parking activity associated with the western side car park would 
occur during the morning and afternoon peak periods.  

As a worst-case scenario, it is assumed that the majority of parking activity would occur 
within a 1-hour period in each of the morning and afternoon peaks. In this scenario, the likely 
level of traffic that would be generated on the western side by the commuter car parking 
area in the existing situation (219 spaces) during each of the morning and afternoon peaks 
would be 219 vehicles/hour over the peak 1 hour. In the scenario incorporating the proposed 
additions to car parking (514 spaces in total) on the western side of Glenfield Station, during 
each of the morning and afternoon peaks the western side commuter car park would 
generate 514 vehicles/hour over the peak 1 hour. In the worst case scenario, 295 additional 
vehicles per hour would be generated by the additional 295 car parking spaces on the 
western side of Glenfield Station in each of the morning and afternoon peaks. 

The Glenfield Road intersection provides the only access point to the western side car park 
and would distribute traffic to and from surrounding districts primarily via Glenfield Road and 
Cambridge Avenue. It has been assumed that the traffic generated from the car parking area 
would be distributed evenly via these two major roads.  

The RTA Traffic Volumes for the Sydney Region (2002) states that the current quantity 
of average annual daily traffic carried by Glenfield Road is 12,424 vehicles per day. 
Assuming a worst-case scenario peak hour flow of 12% of this number (number based on 
PB’s previous traffic analysis experience), the existing peak hour flow on Glenfield Road is 
1,490 vehicles per hour. In assuming the worst-case scenario for the new car park where all 
vehicles would enter/exit the additional car parking spaces provided in a 1-hour peak period 
(6:30-7:30am in the morning and 5:30-6:30pm in the afternoon), the additional impact of 295 
vehicles on the existing Glenfield Road traffic flow would result in a peak flow of 1,785 
vehicles per hour. This represents a significant increase of 20% over the existing situation 
during the morning and afternoon peak periods on Glenfield Road. Furthermore, this 
increase in traffic generation represents a 5% increase in overall average annual daily traffic 
on Glenfield Road. 

The Glenfield Road intersection roundabout would bear the impact burden due to the 
additional vehicles accessing the car park area. It would need to be confirmed whether this 
roundabout would have sufficient capacity to deal with the additional traffic prior to 
construction. TIDC would undertake intersection counts at the intersection in the morning 
and afternoon peaks in order to profile existing traffic flows. This data would be used to 
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forecast the impacts on traffic flows through the intersection and clarify the need for any 
traffic management measures. This has been added to TIDC’s SoC for Stage A (see 
Appendix A). 

It is likely that many park-and-ride commuters who would usually park in the 120 car spaces 
to be lost due to the SWRL works on the eastern side of Glenfield Station would cross the 
rail line to the western side of the station in order to park in the proposed new western side 
car park. The recent car parking study titled: Commuter carparking study – Rail stations from 
Glenfield to Macarthur, prepared by G Creber and Associates in December 2004, stated that 
it is relatively straightforward and efficient for cars to cross between either side of Glenfield 
Station to access parking areas. The study found that cars parked on the eastern side of the 
Station originate from a variety of localities in the surrounding district. Because of this, there 
is not likely to be a significant increase in traffic on specific roads on the eastern side of 
Glenfield Station despite the likelihood that many vehicles would be accessing the western 
side of the Station instead of the eastern side. This is because the variety of trip origins for 
vehicles usually parking on the western side of the Station would mean that a variety of road 
routes would be used, thereby minimising impact on traffic levels on roads in the area. 

The level of traffic likely to occur from the additional car parking on the western side 
of Glenfield Station has been based on the worst-case scenario where an additional 295 
vehicles per hour would be accommodated on Glenfield Road. This increased level of traffic 
would incorporate the former users of the 120 parking spaces lost on the eastern side of 
Glenfield Station, plus an additional level of traffic generation accommodating anticipated 
increased demand. 

The Hurlstone Agricultural High School, located adjacent to the western side of the station 
access road on the western side of Glenfield Station, is accessed via the station access road 
and Roy Watts Road. It shares the same access as the current and proposed parking areas 
on the western side of Glenfield Railway Station. The same applies to the smaller Campbell 
House, Glenfield Park and Ajuga Schools. It is unlikely that the additional traffic flows 
generated by the additional car parking to be provided on the western side of Glenfield 
Station would impact on or cause congestion for users of the Hurlstone Agricultural High 
School. The reason for this is that the traffic peaks for the schools and the car parking on the 
western side of the Station would occur at different times.  

At the Hurlstone Agricultural High School, classes on weekday mornings begin at 8:40am, 
meaning that peak traffic flows generated by users accessing the school would likely occur 
between 8:10am and 8:40am, being 30 minutes before the start of classes. As the likely 
morning peak traffic flows for the car parking area on the western side of Glenfield Station 
would occur between 6:30am and 7:30am, the impacts on access at the Hurlstone 
Agricultural High School from traffic generated by the car park would be minimal. On most 
weekday afternoons, classes at the Hurlstone Agricultural High School finish at 2:55pm, 
meaning that peak traffic flows generated by users exiting the school would likely occur 
between 2:55pm and 3:25pm, being 30 minutes after the end of classes. As the likely 
afternoon peak traffic flows for the car parking area on the western side of Glenfield Station 
would occur between 5:30pm and 6:30pm, the impacts on access at the Hurlstone 
Agricultural High School from traffic generated by the car park would be minimal.  
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2.4.3 Further assessment and mitigation 

In addition to the recommendations for further assessment and mitigation in Technical Paper 
1 of the EA and Concept Plan, it is further recommended that: 

 intersection counts are undertaken at the Glenfield Road roundabout in the morning and 
afternoon peaks in order to profile existing traffic flows (This data would be used to 
forecast the impacts on traffic flows through the intersection and clarify the need for any 
traffic management measures.)  

 a turning circle is considered at the southern end of the Station access road in the 
revised designs for the existing car park so as to facilitate efficient vehicle movements. 
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3. Construction works at Glenfield (Stage A) 

3.1 Background 
PB’s previous assessment of the proposed construction works for the SWRL Environmental 
Assessment and Concept Plan, as found in Chapter 7 of Technical Paper 1 – Traffic, 
transport, parking and access, provides an analysis of construction traffic and transport 
impacts from the proposed works, including an analysis of the location of worksites, likely 
heavy vehicle haulage routes, estimates of the likely quantity of haulage vehicle trips and the 
likely impact on the surrounding road network.  

TIDC has made minor changes to the planned construction works for the SWRL at Glenfield 
(i.e. the Glenfield Stage A early works) and has additional information on the construction 
process for these works. The proposed changes are analysed in this Section.  

3.2 Worksites and haulage routes 
The location of worksites presented in Tenix’s Construction sequence for the early opening 
of Glenfield Junction North (2 March 2007), have not changed from the previous locations 
presented in Figure 8-2 and 8-3 of PB’s South West Rail Link Concept Plan and 
Environmental Assessment (November 2006). As a result there is not likely to be a change 
to the construction haulage routes previously proposed by PB in Figure 7-1 of Technical 
Paper 1 – Traffic, transport, parking and access. 

3.3 Construction staging and haulage trips 
Tenix’s Revised preliminary construction programme (6 March 2007), and Tenix’s 
Construction sequence for the early opening of Glenfield Junction North (2 March 2007), 
make minor changes to the planned timing of construction works for the SWRL at Glenfield. 
The key change is the bringing forward of works for the construction and commissioning 
of the Glenfield North Junction as part of the Stage A early works, to allow for an earlier 
opening of the Junction which would provide improved operational advantages for the rail 
line. The Glenfield North Junction works would be a component of the Stage A construction 
works for the SWRL. A full description of the Stage A works is provided in Chapter 5 of the 
main Submissions Report. As shown in the main report, Stage A also includes construction 
of the new commuter car park with up to 280 spaces on the western side of Glenfield Station 
(during Stage 1C). Earthworks would occur during Stages 2 & 3 of the Stage A works. All the 
Stage A works would occur prior to the Glenfield Station upgrade and the other Stage B 
works proposed for the SWRL. 

PB’s previous estimates for construction vehicle haulage trips in Section 7.1.5 of Technical 
Paper 1 – Traffic, transport, parking and access presented the likely number of construction 
vehicle trips to be generated to and from different sections of the SWRL alignment works, 
based on the quantities of earthworks to be transported, the time taken for construction 
works to occur and the haulage routes to be used. Due to the concept level of assessment 
undertaken for Technical Paper 1, only earthworks transportation was assessed (i.e. 
materials delivery was not included). Table 7-1 from the Technical Paper presented the 
estimated haulage vehicle trips that would be generated by the SWRL works, which were 
classed according to different worksites in order to gain an indication of traffic generation 
from these individual sections. The Table also aggregated these estimated trips by road in 
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order to gain an indication of the total trips likely to be generated on each haulage route 
during construction.  

The previous analysis indicated that the earthworks associated with construction of the 
Glenfield North Junction works would generate approximately 0.7 trips per work day on 
Glenfield Road/Cambridge Avenue for earthworks transportation during the construction 
period. Including materials delivery, it is expected that up to 20 trucks per day would access 
the Glenfield site. In addition, workers’ personal vehicles would access and park within the 
Glenfield compound. The construction of the additional commuter car park (up to 280 
spaces) on the western side of Glenfield Railway Station is unlikely to generate any 
significant level of haulage vehicle trips, as the location of this car park is relatively flat. Other 
worksites associated with Stage A are not likely to generate earthworks activity or require 
earthworks transportation during the Stage A construction period.  

Overall, the construction heavy vehicle trips generated from the Stage A works would be 
relatively minor (20 trips) in comparison to trips generated from other sites on the SWRL 
during Stage B and would be insignificant in terms of impact on the surrounding road 
network. As construction of the Stage A works would be brought forward earlier than the 
more significant Stage B works, the trips generated from these works would occur at a 
separate time to the other trips and would reduce the cumulative impact on the surrounding 
road network. 

The construction traffic movements expected from the Glenfield Stage A work sites are not 
considered large enough to have a noticeable impact on the surrounding road network.  

3.3.1 Further assessment and mitigation 

No further assessment or mitigation of construction traffic and transport is considered 
necessary for the Stage A works in addition to those measures outlined in PB’s previous 
Technical Paper 1 – Traffic, transport, parking and access . 
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4. Summary 
This additional traffic and transport assessment has assessed the traffic and transport 
impacts associated with changes and revisions made to the Concept Plan for the SWRL. 

In relation to the planned additional off-street commuter car park and additions to the 
existing on-street commuter car park at the western side of Glenfield Station, this 
assessment has made the following conclusions:  

 In the worst-case scenario, where all 295 additional car parking spaces would be utilised 
in a 1 hour period in the morning and afternoon peaks, this would increase traffic 
on Glenfield Road by 20% in the peak periods, and increase average annual daily traffic 
by 5%. 

 That intersection counts are undertaken at the Glenfield Road roundabout in the 
morning and afternoon peaks in order to profile existing traffic flows, forecast the 
impacts on traffic flows through the intersection and clarify the need for any traffic 
management measures 

 a turning circle should be considered at the southern end of the Station access road in 
the revised designs for the existing car park so as to facilitate efficient vehicle 
movements. 

In relation to changes to the construction staging for the SWRL works, particularly the 
bringing forward of works for the Glenfield North Junction, this assessment has made the 
following conclusions: 

 The earlier construction of the Glenfield North Junction would not have a significant 
impact on the level of haulage vehicle trips. PB’s previous analysis of haulage vehicle 
trips was based on the worse-case scenario where all trips from worksites on the SWRL 
would occur simultaneously. As the Glenfield North Junction works would now occur 
earlier than other works, this would result in a reduced level of overall cumulative traffic 
generation. 

 An additional 20 heavy vehicle deliveries per day to the Glenfield North Junction would 
not have a significant impact to existing traffic movements in the area. 

 Parking for construction workers could be accommodated on-site (e.g. on the James 
Meehan Estate worksite) and, therefore, would not impact on existing parking on the 
road network. 
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