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Terms and definitions
The following terms, abbreviations and definitions are used in this plan.
Terms

Explanation

AHD

Australian Heritage Database

AHIP

Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit

AHIMS

Archaeological Heritage Information Management Service

Archaeological
Potential

Potential of a site to contain archaeological remains. This potential is assessed by identifying former
land uses and associated features through historical research, and evaluating whether subsequent
actions (either natural or human) may have impacted on evidence for these former land uses.

AARD

Archaeological Assessment and Research Design

ACHAR

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

AMS

Archaeological Method Statement

CEMF

Construction Environmental Management Framework

CEMP

Construction Environmental Management Plan

CHL

Commonwealth Heritage List

CHMP

Construction Heritage Management Plan

CoA

Conditions of Approval

CSSI

Critical State Significant Infrastructure

DoE

Department of the Environment

DPI&E

Department of Planning, Industry & Environment (formerly Department of Planning & Environment
– DPE)

EDR

Excavation Directors Report

EIS

Environmental Impact Statement

EPL

Environment Protection Licence

ER

Environmental Representative

HIA

Heritage Impact Assessment

HIS

Heritage Interpretation Strategy

JH

John Holland

JHLOR

John Holland Laing O’Rourke Joint Venture

Laing O’Rourke /
Laing O’Rourke Australia Construction Pty Limited
LORA
LEP

Local Environment Plan

Local significance

An item is important in the course or pattern of the local area’s cultural or natural history.

Minister, the

NSW Minister for Planning

NHL

National Heritage List

OEH

Office of Environment and Heritage

PAD

Potential Archaeological Deposit

The Burra Charter The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance (Adopted 31 October 2013)
RAPs

Registered Aboriginal Parties. As defined in the Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation
requirements for proponents 2010

REMM

Revised Environmental Mitigation Measure

An item has potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of the NSWs (or
Research Potential the local area’s) cultural or natural history. It is possible for an area to be of high archaeological
potential but low research potential.
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Terms

Explanation

RTS

Response to Submissions

SHR

State Heritage Register

SMCSW

Sydney Metro City and Southwest

SMEW

Southwest Metro Early Works

Stations

Railway Stations within the SMEW Project Area. These include Marrickville Railway Station Group
(SHR listed), Dulwich Hill Railway Station Group (S170 listed), Hurlstone Park Railway Station
Group (S170 listed), Canterbury Railway Station Group (SHR listed) and Campsie Railway Station
Group (S170 listed)

SWM

Southwest Metro (scope approved under CSSI 8256 – previously known as Sydenham to
Bankstown Upgrade)

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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1.

CHMP CoA, CEMF, Environmental Performance Outcomes and REMM Compliance Matrix

The Southwest Metro Project (SWM) was assessed as a Critical State Significance Infrastructure (CSSI 8256) by the Minister for Planning and
Environment under Part 5 Division 5.2 of the EP&A Act. The Minister’s Conditions of Approval (CoA) were granted on 12 December 2018 with
conditions. JHLOR have been engaged to undertake early works on SWM. The early works package is known as Southwest Metro Early
Works (SMEW) and is located between Sydenham and Loch St, Campsie (excluding station areas). A heritage sub-plan is required as part of
the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) for the project under CoA C3(d). The heritage conditions of approval are outlined in
conditions E10-17 and addressed in this plan as outlined below. Additionally, the Revised Environmental Mitigation Measures (REMM) and
requirements in the Construction Environmental Management Framework (CEMF) also provide guidance on required actions during
construction works and have been referenced accordingly.
It is noted that the term “stations” is used collectively to represent all railway stations within the SMEW project area, including Marrickville
Railway Station Group (SHR listed), Dulwich Hill Railway Station Group (S170 listed), Hurlstone Park Railway Station Group (S170 listed),
Canterbury Railway Station Group (SHR listed) and Campsie Railway Station Group (S170 listed).
Table 1-1 Compliance Matrix
Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

Section 2.6
Appendix A

This CHMP will be reviewed by the Heritage Division of OEH and
City of Canterbury Bankstown and Inner West Council. Details of
consultation are provided in Appendix A.

This table

Requirements of the CEMF have been addressed in the compliance
matrix below

Conditions Of Approval
C3

The CEMP Sub-plans must be prepared in consultation with the relevant
government agencies
identified for each CEMP Sub-plan and be consistent with the CEMF and CEMP
referred to in
Condition C1:
d)

Heritage

Heritage Council (or its delegate) and
Relevant Council(s)

C4

The CEMP Sub-plans must be prepared in accordance with the CEMF

C5

Details of all information requested by an agency to be included in a CEMP Sub- Section 2.8
plan as a result of consultation, including copies of all correspondence from those Appendix A
agencies, must be provided with the relevant CEMP Sub-Plan.

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

C6

Any of the CEMP Sub-plans may be submitted along with, or subsequent to, the
submission of the CEMP but in any event, no later than one (1) month before
Construction.

This plan

This CHMP will be submitted to the Secretary as a sub-plan to the
CEMP within the required timeframe

C7

Construction must not commence until the CEMP and all CEMP Sub-plans have
been approved by the Planning Secretary. The CEMP and CEMP Sub-plans, as
approved by the Planning Secretary, including any minor amendments approved
by the ER must be implemented for the duration of Construction. Where
Construction of the CSSI is staged, Construction of a stage must not commence
until the CEMP and CEMP Sub-plans for that stage have been approved by the
Planning Secretary.

This Plan

This CHMP will be approved by the Secretary as a sub-plan to the
CEMP. Minor amendments would also be approved by the ER.

E10

Following completion of Work described in the documents listed in Conditions A1 Section 6.3.9
and A2 in relation to heritage items, a Heritage Report including the details of any Section 6.2.4
archival recording, further historical research either undertaken or to be carried
out and archaeological excavations (with artefact analysis and identification of a
final repository for finds), must be prepared in accordance with any guidelines
and standards required by the Heritage Council of NSW and OEH.

An archival record would be prepared for

E11

An Excavation Director’s Report (EDR) must be prepared for any heritage items
of State significance that are discovered during Work. The EDR must be
prepared in consultation with OEH.

Section 6.3.9

An EDR would be prepared at the conclusion of the archaeological
program and would include results of excavation of State significant
archaeology if relevant to the SMEW program.

E12

The Heritage Report and Excavation Directors Report must be submitted to the
Planning Secretary, the Heritage Council of NSW and OEH for information no
later than 24 months after the completion of Work referred to in Condition E10.

Section 6.3.9
Section 6.2.4

The archival recording report and EDR would be submitted to the
Planning Secretary, the Heritage Council of NSW and OEH for
information no later than 24 months after the completion of work.

E13

The Proponent must prepare a Heritage Interpretation Strategy which outlines a
Section 6.2.5
process to interpret key Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal heritage values and stories
of heritage items in the final project design. The Heritage Interpretation Strategy
must be prepared in consultation with the Heritage Council of NSW and
submitted to the Planning Secretary for information before the commencement of
Construction.

A Heritage Interpretation Strategy has been prepared for Sydney
Metro City & Southwest by Metro (February 2018). A separate
strategy is therefore not required for SMEW.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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•
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line
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artefact analysis and identification of a final repository for finds.
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

E14

Section 6.2.5

Due to the minor nature of works a Heritage Interpretation Plan would
not be required for SMEW.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and is outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required.

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and is outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required.

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7

Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and is outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required.

Section 6.2.8
Section 6.2.3
Section 6.2.6

Although impacts to heritage values would be minor as a result of
SMEW the following measures have been put in place to minimise
adverse impacts:

A Heritage Interpretation Plan(s) must be prepared, consistent with the Heritage
Interpretation Strategy which identifies heritage items to be used in the final
design of the project. The plan(s) must identify how items will be interpreted and
provide a timeframe for their implementation which must be no later than the
commencement of Operation. Heritage interpretation in any station precinct must
be identified in the relevant Station Design and Precinct Plan(s) required in
Condition E56.
The Heritage Interpretation Plan must be prepared in accordance with the NSW
Heritage Manual, the NSW Heritage Office’s Interpreting Heritage Places and
Items: Guidelines (August 2005), and the NSW Heritage Council’s Heritage
Interpretation Policy.

E15
An Unexpected Heritage Finds and Human Remains Procedure must be
prepared to manage unexpected heritage finds in accordance with the guidelines
and standards prepared by the Heritage Council of NSW or OEH.

E16

E17

The Unexpected Heritage Finds and Human Remains Procedure must be
prepared by a suitably qualified and experienced heritage specialist in
consultation with the Heritage Council of NSW and submitted to the Planning
Secretary for information no later than one (1) month before the commencement
of Construction.
The Unexpected Heritage Finds and Human Remains Procedure, as submitted
to the Planning Secretary, must be implemented for the duration of Construction
and during Operational maintenance Work.
Note: Human remains that are found unexpectedly during Work are under the
jurisdiction of the NSW State Coroner and must be reported to the NSW Police
immediately.

Revised Environmental Mitigation Measures

NAH1

The project design would minimise adverse impacts to heritage buildings,
elements, fabric, spaces and vistas that contribute to the overall heritage
significance of the Bankstown Line.

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7
Section 6.3.3

•

Exclusion zones

•

Heritage impact memo with protection measures recommended

•

Use of a heritage architect/heritage engineer for bridge works
where required

•

Unexpected find procedure

•
Archaeological management under the AARD and AMS
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

NAH2

The project design would maximise the retention and legibility of heritage
buildings, structures, fabric, spaces and vistas that are individually significant and
contribute to the overall heritage significance of the Bankstown Line.

NAH3

The project design would complement retained heritage buildings, elements,
fabric, spaces and vistas to avoid outcomes that compromise the significance of
these heritage items.

n/a

As works are minor and generally related to rail corridor works.
Project design would avoid direct impacts to heritage items where
feasible and adhere to any addition protection measures
recommended in the impact assessment memo.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

n/a

As works are minor and generally related to rail corridor works.
Project design would avoid direct impacts to heritage items where
feasible and adhere to any addition protection measures
recommended in the impact assessment memo.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

n/a

As works are minor and generally related to rail corridor works.
Project design would avoid direct impacts to heritage items where
feasible and adhere to any addition protection measures
recommended in the impact assessment memo.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

n/a

The SMEW would not directly impact items that would be appropriate
for adaptive reuse as all works are outside station curtilages in the rail
corridor.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

NAH4

The project design would be developed with guidance from an appropriately
qualified and experienced conservation architect.

NAH5

Where heritage significant items or elements are to be retained within the
operational area, an adaptive reuse strategy would be prepared by an
appropriately qualified and experienced heritage architect.

NAH6

A Heritage Interpretation Plan would be prepared to document the development
Section 6.2.5
of the Bankstown Line and detail the history of each station and its contribution to
both the Bankstown Line and the surrounding suburbs.
Appropriate heritage interpretation would be incorporated in the design and would
provide legible connection between stations.

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?
The SMEW would not directly impact moveable heritage items as all
works are outside station curtilages in the rail corridor.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

NAH7

A moveable heritage item strategy would be prepared by an appropriately
n/a
qualified and experienced heritage specialist in consultation with Sydney Trains,
and would include a comprehensive record of significant railway elements to be
impacted. This would include items contained within station and platform
buildings as well as of any other significant equipment within the curtilage of the
heritage railway stations.
The moveable heritage item strategy would form part of the broader interpretation
strategy.

The SMEW would not directly impact the stations and would not
involve re-purposing or refreshing significant buildings, as all works
are outside station curtilages in the rail corridor.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

NAH8

Where significant buildings are to be re-purposed or refreshed:
n/a
• the inherent character of the building should be retained with new additions,
including form, palette and materiality, sympathetic to its heritage values
• a suitably qualified and experienced heritage architect should advise on
appropriate materials and finishes which would be sympathetic to the heritage
values of each individual station
• the internal layout of the building should be retained where possible, and rooms
should not be subdivided unless it can be completed without adverse impact
and/or is reversible without any long term adverse impact
• a significant element register should be prepared by a suitably qualified and
experienced heritage architect. The register should list significant fabric, assess
its condition, tolerance for change and recommend retention or salvage
• where fabric of high significance is to be removed, adequate assessment should
be carried out that outlines impact and justification in accordance with the
Statements of Heritage Impact guidelines (NSW Heritage Council 2002)
n/a

NAH9

The design and materials used for the construction of new access stairs,
concourses, canopies and lift shafts should be as sympathetic as possible to the
existing character of the stations with the aim of minimising visual impacts.
The design should use unobtrusive, modern, lightweight materials such as glass
panelling and slim frame elements. The Design Review Panel should be
consulted in regard to the design, form and material of these additions.

The SMEW would not directly impact the stations and would not
involve design for additions or modifications to the stations, as all
works are outside station curtilages in the rail corridor.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

n/a

NAH10

Where platforms are re-levelled, door thresholds and steps should be accessible
without raising or relocation of entries. Sub-floor ventilation should remain open to
avoid long term impacts to the structures.

The SMEW would not directly impact the stations including platforms
or station buildings as all works are outside station curtilages in the
rail corridor.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

n/a

NAH11

A landscape scheme would be prepared for the Old Sugarmill to re-instate
planting within and close to the curtilage of the item. The scheme would consider
appropriate period plants and trees. Any boundary wall treatment would be
designed in consultation with a heritage architect.

The SMEW would not directly impact the Old Sugarmill site
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

The archaeological research design, including any mitigation measures identified
in the Archaeological Assessment and Research Design report, would be
implemented.

Section 6.3.3

NAH12

An AMS will be prepared for the SMEW which will outline appropriate
archaeological management in accordance with the AARD.

Photographic archival recording would be carried out in accordance with the
NSW Heritage Office’s How to Prepare Archival Records of Heritage Items
(1998), and Photographic Recording of Heritage Items Using Film or Digital
Capture (2006).

Section 6.2.4

NAH13

Because of the minor impacts of the SMEW, archival recording
required for the project area would be limited to:
•

Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge

•

Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line

•

Hurlstone Park Underbridge

NAH14

An unexpected finds procedure would be developed and included in the
construction heritage management plan.

Section 6.1.3
Section 6.1.4
Section 6.1.5
Section 6.3.5

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project

NAH15

Methodologies for the removal of existing structures and construction of new
structures would be developed and implemented during construction to minimise
direct and indirect impacts to other elements within the curtilages of the heritage
items, or to heritage items located in the vicinity of works.

n/a

The SMEW would not involve removal of existing structures and
construction of new structures therefore this measure is not relevant
to the current scope of works. If JHLOR’s scope changes, the
relevance of this REMM will be reassessed, and this Plan updated as
necessary. Any updates to this plan will be assessed by the ER in
accordance with CoA A26.

NAH16

All retained heritage buildings, structures, fabric and moveable heritage items
would be protected to avoid damage during works in the vicinity of these items,
including from vibration. Retained significant buildings or elements susceptible to
damage would be protected by hoardings or screens.

Section 6.2.7

SMEW would not generally be undertaken in the vicinity of heritage
items and are unlikely to involve vibration impacts. Exclusion zones
would be put in place where works were within five metres of a listed
heritage item. This may apply to
•
Stone house, including interiors
•
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge
•
Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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Condition Requirement
NAH17

Reference

Prior to construction commencing, a detailed inventory of all buildings, structures, Section 6.2.8
fabric, spaces and vistas of heritage significance that are to be retained or
removed would be prepared by appropriately qualified and experienced heritage
specialists. The inventory must provide an assessment of the heritage impact
based on the significance of each element and sub- element that comprises it
and include recommendations for protection and conservation relative to the
identified level of heritage significance.

How addressed?
SMEW would not generally be undertaken in the vicinity of heritage
items, apart from those listed below. An impact assessment memo
which outline potential impacts and protection measures for
significant fabric would be prepared for the following items:
•

Stone house, including interiors

•

Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge

•

Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge

•

Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line

•
South Dulwich Hill Heritage Conservation Area
The memo would be prepared during design phase and would include
assessment of impacts to elements and significant fabric. The memo
would be provided for information to Sydney Metro.
It is noted that only the exterior of the item Stone house, including
interiors will be included as there are no impacts to the interiors
associated with the works.
NAH18

In the event that unexpected archaeological remains, relics, or potential heritage
items are discovered during construction, all works in the immediate area would
cease, and the unexpected finds procedure would be implemented.

Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project

NAH19

In the event that a potential burial site or potential human skeletal material is
exposed during construction, the Transport for NSW Exhumation Management
Plan would be implemented.

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.3.7

Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required

NAH20

All works to conserve, protect or remove significant heritage fabric would be
undertaken by skilled tradespeople with experience working on heritage sites, in
consultation with an appropriately qualified conservation heritage architect.

Section 6.2.6

Advice would be sought from a conservation architect on work
methodologies if direct impacts to significant fabric of the Cooks River
underbridges and Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge was
proposed. This measure would not apply to other items as significant
fabric would not be impacted.

AH1

Aboriginal stakeholder consultation would continue to be undertaken in
accordance with Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for
Proponents (DECC, 2010).

Section 2.7

Consultation with RAPs was undertaken during concept design as
part of the Sydney Metro Sydenham to Bankstown EIS and also
during preparation of the ACHAR
RAPs would be involved if Aboriginal objects were identified during
excavations.

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

AH2

The Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report would be implemented.

Section 6.1.1

As no areas requiring management in the ACHAR are located within
the SMEW area Aboriginal archaeology would be managed under
the Unexpected Find Procedure

AH3

Archaeological test excavation (and salvage if required) would be carried out at
S2B PAD02 at Punchbowl Station. Excavations would be conducted in
accordance with the methodology outlined by the Aboriginal cultural heritage
assessment report.

Section 6.1.1

S2B PAD02 is not within the SMEW area therefore this measure is
not relevant to the current scope of works. If JHLOR’s scope
changes, the relevance of this REMM will be reassessed, and this
Plan updated as necessary. Any updates to this plan will be
assessed by the ER in accordance with CoA A26.

AH4

Appropriate Aboriginal heritage interpretation would be incorporated into the
design in consultation with Aboriginal stakeholders.

Section 6.2.7

This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro

AH5

If potential Aboriginal items are uncovered during the works, all works in the
Section 6.1.3
immediate area would cease, and the unexpected finds procedure included in the
construction heritage management plan would be implemented.
During pre-work briefings, employees would be made aware of the unexpected
finds procedures and obligations under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974.

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project

Construction Environmental Management Framework
10.1(a)

The following heritage management objectives will apply to construction:
•
•
•
•

10.2(a)

Section 6.2.7
Embed significant heritage values through any architectural design, Section 6.2.8
education or physical interpretation.
Section 6.2.3
Minimise impacts on items or places of heritage value.
Section 6.2.6
Avoid accidental impacts on heritage items.
Section 6.1.2
Maximise worker’s awareness of indigenous and non-indigenous heritage Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7
Section 6.3.3
Section 6.2

Principal Contractors will develop and implement a Heritage Management Plan
which will include as a minimum:
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Heritage Interpretation would not be required for the SMEW and
would be undertaken during main works
Impacts would be minimised and accidental impacts avoided by:
•

Exclusion zones

•

Heritage impact memo with protection measures recommended

•

Use of a heritage architect/heritage engineer for bridge works
where required

•

Unexpected find procedure

•
Archaeological management under the AARD and AMS
Heritage awareness training would be provided to all site workers.
This obligation has been retained by Sydney Metro
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

(i)

Section 2.7 and
Appendix B

RAP consultation not required under the scope of works

Evidence of consultation with Registered Aboriginal Parties and the NSW
Heritage Council

The key stakeholders related to Heritage who will be consulted in
finalisation of this CHMP are
•

Heritage Council (or delegate)

•

City of Canterbury Bankstown Council

•

Inner West Council

(ii)

Identify initiatives that will be implemented for the enhancement of heritage
Table 6-1
values and minimisation of heritage impacts, including procedures and processes Table 6-2
that will be used to implement and document heritage management initiatives
Table 6-3

Tables 6-1, 6-2 and 6-3 included detailed measures to manage
heritage impacts and enhance heritage values within the scope of the
SMEW

(iii)

The heritage mitigation measures as detailed in the environmental approval
documentation

This compliance matrix details how conditions will be addressed

(iv)

The responsibilities of key project personnel with respect to the implementation of Section 7
the plan

Table 7-1 outlines roles and responsibilities

(v)

Procedures for interpretation of heritage values uncovered through salvage or
excavation during detailed design

Section 6.2.5

A HIP would not be required for the scope of SMEW. A HIS has been
prepared Metro wide

(vi)

Procedures for undertaking salvage or excavation of heritage relics or sites
(where relevant),
consistent with and any recordings of heritage relics prior to works commencing
that would affect
them

Section 6.3.3

An AMS will be prepared for the SMEW which will outline appropriate
archaeological management in accordance with the AARD.

(vii)

Details for the short term and/or long term management of artefacts or movable
heritage

Section 6.3.3

An AMS will be prepared for the SMEW which will outline appropriate
archaeological management including management of artefacts in
accordance with the AARD. No moveable heritage would be
impacted by the SMEW scope.

(viii)

Details of management measures to be implemented to prevent and minimise
impacts on heritage items (including further heritage investigations, archival
recordings and/or measures to protect unaffected sites during construction works
in the vicinity)

Section 6.2.7
Section 6.2.8
Section 6.2.3
Section 6.2.6
Section 6.1.2

Although impacts to heritage values would be minor as a result of
SMEW the following measures have been put in place to minimise
adverse impacts:
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Section 6

•

Exclusion zones

•

Heritage impact memo with protection measures recommended
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7
Section 6.3.3

•

Use of a heritage architect/heritage engineer for bridge works
where required

•
Unexpected find procedure
Archaeological management under the AARD and AMS

(ix)

Procedures for unexpected heritage finds, including procedures for dealing with
human remains

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required.

(x)

Heritage monitoring requirements

Section 6.3.3
Section 8

Monitoring of works within archaeological management zones will
occur in accordance with the requirements of the relevant
Archaeological Method Statement and the instruction of the
Excavation Director.
JHLOR site monitoring, auditing and reporting will be undertaken in
accordance with the CEMP

(xi)

Compliance record generation and management

Section 8
CEMP Section 15

Compliance record generation and management will be undertaken
in accordance with the CEMP

10.2(b)

The Contractor’s regular inspection will include checking of heritage mitigation
measures

10.2(c)

Compliance records will be retained by the Contractor. These will include:

(i)

Inspections undertaken in relation to heritage management measures

Section 8
CEMP Section 15

JHLOR will undertake weekly inspections using the site monitoring
and inspection software FieldView.
JHLOR will also undertake inspections in line with the Severe
Environmental Risk (SER) – Heritage inspection review on a regular
basis. The Heritage SER is a focused inspection on high risk
activities that may impact on heritage and/or archaeology.
All inspections will be stored on the SMEW Project Drive.

(ii)

Archival recordings undertaken of any heritage item

Section 6.2.4

An archival record would be prepared for
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JHLOR will undertake weekly inspections using the site monitoring
and inspection software FieldView (Environmental Inspection
Report).
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Condition Requirement

Reference

(iii)

Unexpected finds and stop work orders

Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7

(iv)

Records of any impacts avoided or minimised through design or construction
methods

10.3(a)

Examples of heritage mitigation measures include:

(i)

Any heritage item not affected by the works will be retained and protected
throughout construction.

(ii)

During construction undertake professional archaeological investigation,
excavation, and reporting of any historical Indigenous heritage sites of state
significance which will be affected. Reporting may be completed as construction
progresses
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How addressed?
•

Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line

•

Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge

•

Hurlstone Park underbridge

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required.
JHLOR will document and records of impact avoidance or
minimisation during design and construction through;
•

Design Reports (Refer to relevant package)

•

Site Inspections (Environmental Inspection Report)

•

Meeting minutes (as required)

•

Memos and emails (as required)

Section 6.2.7
Section 6.2.8
Section 6.2.3
Section 6.2.6
Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7
Section 6.3.3

Although impacts to heritage values would be minor as a result of
SMEW the following measures have been put in place to minimise
adverse impacts:

Section 6.3.3

An AMS will be prepared for the SMEW which will outline appropriate
archaeological management in accordance with the AARD.

•

Exclusion zones

•

Heritage impact memo with protection measures recommended

•

Use of a heritage architect/heritage engineer for bridge works
where required

•

Unexpected find procedure

•

Archaeological management under the AARD and AMS
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Condition Requirement

Reference

How addressed?

(iii)

Section 6.2.4

An archival record would be prepared for

(iv)

Table
17.4

Undertake archival recordings of all non-Indigenous heritage items affected by
the works prior to commencement of works

Implement unexpected heritage find procedures for Indigenous and nonIndigenous heritage items.

•

The design is sympathetic to the historic significance of existing
stations, and where practicable, avoids and minimises impacts to
heritage.

•

The preferred project retains, and where possible, repurposes all
heritage elements.

•

The design and mitigation strategies are reviewed by the Sydney Metro
Design Review Panel.

•

Impacts on heritage are managed in accordance with relevant
legislation, including the EP&A Act, the Heritage Act 1977, and relevant
guidelines.

•

Potential impacts are managed by the mitigation measures.
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Section 6.1.2
Section 6.1.3
Section 6.3.5
Section 6.3.7

Section 3
Table 1-1
Table 6-1
Table 6-2
Table 6-3

•

Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line

•

Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge

•

Hurlstone Park underbridge

The Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
implemented for the project.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan has been completed
by Sydney Metro and outside the management of this CHMP.
Sydney Metro Exhumation Plan would be implemented where
required.
Works would not be undertaken within station curtilages and would
not impact heritage elements of those stations
DRPP review is not require for SMEW
Heritage management would be outlined under the legislation and
guidelines as discussed in the CHMP (Section 3). Works would
adhere to the CSSI CoA and REMMs (Table 1-1)
Mitigation measures are outlined in Tables 6-1, 6-2 and 6-3
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2.

Introduction
2.1

Purpose and Background

This Construction Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) forms part of the Construction
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) for Southwest Metro Early Works (SMEW) (the Project).
This CHMP does not address the main construction works for Southwest Metro (SWM) which will
be managed under a separate plan.
This CHMP has been prepared to address the management and mitigation of potential impacts of
the Project, to manage heritage issues and minimise risk of impact during the first stage of
development under the Minister’s Conditions of Approval (CoA) and Revised Environmental
Mitigation Measures (REMMs).
It describes how JHLOR and its sub-contractors will ensure all risks associated with heritage
management are considered and managed effectively during the early works as described in
Section 2 of this plan. It has been prepared to support, and should be read in conjunction with, the
Sydney Metro Construction Environmental Management Framework as well as a number of
Sydney Metro prepared heritage related plans and procedures.
This CHMP addresses the relevant requirements of the Project Approval (EIS, Submissions
Report and Minister’s Conditions of Approval (CoA)) and all applicable guidelines and standards
specific to heritage management during the Project early works.
2.2

Planning Approval

The works are to be delivered through Part 5 Division 5.2 of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979 in accordance with the Critical State Significant Infrastructure Sydney
Metro City & Southwest Sydenham to Bankstown Conditions of Approval (SSI 8256). The
approval process includes specific planning conditions and commitments that must be addressed
in this CEMP sub-plan and delivered during the project.
A Conditions of Approval Compliance Tracking Matrix will be established upon commencement
to ensure the approval conditions are captured, addressed and closed out. The Matrix includes
all conditions relevant to JHLOR’s scope of work and will be updated as the works progress and
reviewed on a quarterly basis to verify compliance with each condition.
2.3

Project Location and Works

Sydney Metro City & Southwest is a new 30km metro line extending metro rail from the end of
Sydney Metro Northwest at Chatswood under Sydney Harbour, through new CBD stations and
southwest to Bankstown. It is due to open in 2024 with the capacity to run a metro train every two
minutes each way through the centre of Sydney. The Sydney Metro City & Southwest comprises
of two components;
•
•

Chatswood to Sydenham project
Sydenham to Bankstown upgrade, now known as Southwest Metro (SWM)

The Southwest Metro Early Works (SMEW) will include critical enabling work activities for the
greater Sydney Metro Sydenham to Bankstown upgrade. The SMEW project site is located on
the T3 Bankstown line between Sydenham and Campsie, NSW.
Works will occur predominately within the rail corridor. SMEW is expected to be finished in 2020.
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The works will be undertaken by a John Holland Group Pty Limited (John Holland) and Laing
O’Rourke Construction Pty Limited (Laing O’Rourke) joint venture referred to as JHLOR. Laing
O’Rourke has been nominated as Principal Contractor and as such the works will occur under
Laing O’Rourke’s Management Systems.
2.3.1

Permanent Works1

The works include all permanent new infrastructure and modifications to existing infrastructure,
which must be constructed to enable the construction of SWM. The SMEW works are consistent
with the scope approved under SSI 8256. The permanent new infrastructure and modifications to
existing infrastructure to be constructed includes;
•

•

•

•

•
•
•

Installation and commissioning of Combined Service Route (CSR, GST, GLT, ULXs) –
works will occur over a series of zones within the rail corridor including the Marrickville and
Canterbury Archaeological Management Zones. GST will be attached to bridges between
Marrickville and Campsie. These works will not occur on stations.
Sydney Trains signalling, communications and HV diversions – works will occur over a
series of zones within the rail corridor including the installation of a power pole within the
Canterbury Archaeological Management Zones.
Rail embankment stabilisation including retaining walls – specifically Retaining Wall 1
(RW1) from the western side of Canterbury Station to the Cooks River, Retaining Wall 2
(RW2) from the Cooks River to Wairoa Street, Canterbury and Retaining Wall 3 (RW3)
from Wairoa St to Oswald Lane, Canterbury. All retaining walls are on the southern side
(down side) of the track.
Installation of drainage/works to existing swales (table drains) – an existing vegetated
swale conveys water from the southern side of the corridor between Campsie Station and
the Cooks River, crossing Wairoa St via a culvert. The swale collects water from the
existing embankment that will be stabilised by RW2 and RW3.
Fencing – works will occur over a series of zones within the rail corridor, including the
Marrickville Archaeological Management Zone. These works will not occur on stations.
Noise walls – Campsie, southern side of Track
Civil enabling works for a traction substation – western side of Campsie Station

JHLOR Construction Team – refer to drawing packages;
DPK 156 CSR METRO 3
DPK 455 HV SYDNEY TRAINS
DPK 902 CORRIDOR CIVIL
DPK 904 EMBANKMENT STABILISATION
DPK 932 NOISE WALL AND FENCING
1
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•

2.3.2

Vegetation clearing –works will occur over a series of zones within the rail corridor including
the Marrickville and Canterbury Archaeological Management Zones. These works will not
occur on stations.
Temporary Works

The SMEW temporary works include:
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

2.3.3

Temporary arrangements to divert and control pedestrians, public transport users, cyclists,
public transport and traffic and to provide public access, amenity, security and safety during
all stages of design and construction of the Works;
Temporary arrangements for people and vehicles to safely access all property, including
publicly accessible space affected by the Contractor's Activities;
Temporary arrangements for people and vehicles to safely access the Site;
Temporary access stairs, walkways and platforms within the Site;
Temporary construction hoardings, fencing, noise walls, access gates and barriers on and
around the Site;
All environmental safeguards and measures necessary to mitigate environmental effects
which may arise during the design and construction of the Works;
Cleaning, maintenance, repair, replacement and reinstatement, as required, of all areas
occupied by the Contractor during design and construction of the Works;
Temporary site facilities required for design and construction of the Works,;
Temporary infrastructure, safety screens and ground support installed or erected to
undertake design and construction of the Works;
Temporary arrangements for Utility Services including water, electricity, stormwater,
sewerage, gas and electronic communications;
Non-destructive investigation works where the design interfaces with existing services
Use of an existing Sydney Trains laydown area near Canterbury Station within the
Archaeological Management Zone (with no subsurface works)
Use of a temporary generator near Belmore Station within the Archaeological Management
Zone (with no subsurface works)
Summary of impacts to heritage items

Impacts to listed heritage items and potential archaeological resources are minor as a result of
the SMEW. Most works would occur outside the curtilages of listed heritage items, or outside
areas with identified potential for significant archaeological resources. There are no identified
Aboriginal sites or areas of Aboriginal archaeological potential within the SMEW project area. A
summary of expected impacts is listed below.
•

•
•

Possible minor to negligible impacts to identified areas of potential for locally significant
archaeology around Marrickville and Canterbury railways stations (outside station
curtilages)
Minor direct impacts to the fabric of three locally significant rail/road bridges as a result of
GST installation, maintenance, remediation works and retention wall construction.
Negligible visual impacts to three listed items that are located within, or in the vicinity of the
SMEW
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•

•

Minor visual impacts to three listed items that are located within the Project site; Hurlstone
Park Railway Underbridge and Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main
Line and Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge.
Possible impacts to unexpected Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal archaeology.

2.3.4
Associated documents
This Plan will provide continuity between a range of documents and specific requirements to
ensure that the SMEW (Southwest Metro Early Works) Project is carried out generally in
accordance with;
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The Sydney Metro City & Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown – State Significant
Infrastructure Assessment (SSI 8256), dated 12th December 2018
The Sydney Metro City & Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown - Environmental Impact
Statement , dated 7th September 2017;
The Sydney Metro City & Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown – Submissions and
Preferred Infrastructure Report June 2018;
The Sydney Metro City & Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown – Instrument of Approval,
dated 12th December 2018
Sydney Metro City & Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown Staging Report
The Sydney Metro Construction Environmental Management Framework v3.2;
Sydney Metro Unexpected Heritage Finds Procedure 2019
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan 2019
Department’s Guideline for the Preparation of Environmental Management Plans.
Appendix A1;
The conditions of all other environmental legislative requirements
All other requirements of The Contract

2.4
Mitigation, Objectives and Targets
This CHMP provides the basis for the management of heritage issues and to minimise risk of
impact during the course of the development, and mitigation of any impact that cannot be
avoided. Mitigation and management measures are outlined in Tables 6-1, 6-2 and 6-3. The
objectives and targets of heritage management and mitigation are outlined below:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Minimise impacts on items or places of heritage value
Avoid accidental impacts on heritage items
Maximise worker’s awareness of indigenous and non-indigenous heritage
Compliance with the objectives of Schedule C1 Appendix B6 of the project deed (as related
to SMEW works)
No disturbance or damage to known heritage sites or items, beyond that approved by SSI
Approval
Unknown or undocumented heritage items are not knowingly destroyed, defaced or
damaged.
Consult with all relevant stakeholders prior to impacts in areas which have been assessed
to possess archaeological potential, and/or upon the discovery of unexpected NonAboriginal and Aboriginal objects or cultural features.
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•

•

Any historical relics found on site shall be kept safe for consideration for incorporation into
interpretation within the public domain—within the proposed site fixtures as may be
supported by the Interpretation Strategy and Plan.
No harm, destruction or defacement of human remains, including Aboriginal burials, will
occur.

Figure 2-1 Site layout

Supporting works

2.5

Project Specific Environmental Management System

The Project CEMP is the primary Environmental Management System (EMS) document for the
delivery of the proposed works. This CHMP is one of the suite of aspect-specific support plans
that have been prepared to support the CEMP. Refer to Section 3 of the CEMP for further details.
2.6

Consultation

The Minister’s CoA requires that the CHMP be prepared for the Project in consultation with the
relevant Council and the Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH) as delegate for the NSW
Heritage Council.
The key stakeholders related to Heritage who will be consulted in finalisation of this CHMP
include:
•

Heritage Council (or delegate)

•

City of Canterbury Bankstown Council

•

Inner West Council

A summary of consultation is provided below and in Appendix B.
CoA
CSSI_8256

Agency Consultation

Requirements and date
submitted

C6

Department of Planning,
Industry and
Environment

Submitted for Approval
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C3(d)

Heritage Council
(Heritage Division as
delegate)

Submitted for consultation
21/04/2019
Did not attend Management Plan
Consultation Workshop on
29/4/2019

Response received
N/A
21/05/2019 stating Heritage
Division have no comments
on the plan and it is
acceptable

City of Canterbury
Bankstown

Submitted for consultation
21/04/2019
Did not attend Management Plan
Consultation Workshop on
29/4/2019

Response received
Appendix
20/05/2019 querying visual A
impacts of GST design on
bridges. Relevant to design
not CHMP but responses
provided by JHLOR
16/05/2019 discussing
changes to design to
reduce impacts.

Inner West Council

Submitted for consultation
21/04/2019

Response received
6/05/2019 stating IWC
have no comments on the
plan and it is acceptable

N/A

Consultation with RAPs was undertaken during concept design as part of the Sydney Metro
Sydenham to Bankstown EIS and also during preparation of the ACHAR. No further RAP
consultation is required under the CoA or REMMs in preparation of this SWEW CHMP.
RAPs would be involved if Aboriginal objects were identified during excavations.
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3.

Legal and Other Requirements

Table 2.1 below details the legislation and planning instruments considered during development
of this Plan.
Table 3-1 Legislation and Planning Instruments
Legislation

Relevance to this CHMP

Description

Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act
1979

This Act establishes a system of environmental
planning and assessment of development proposals for
the State.

The approval conditions and
obligations are incorporated into this
CHMP.

Environment Protection
and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999
(Cwth)

The main purpose of this Act is to provide for the
protection of the environment especially those aspects
that are of national environmental importance and to
promote ecological sustainable development.

Not relevant as no NHL, CHL or
WHL items

Heritage places are listed on the National Heritage List
(NHL) for their ‘outstanding heritage value to the nation’
and are owned by a variety of constituents, including
government agencies, organisations or individuals.
Only items owned or controlled by the Commonwealth
that meet the threshold for national heritage listing
under the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) are listed on the
Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL) and/or the World
Heritage List (WHL) and afforded protection under the
EPBC Act.
National Parks and
Wildlife Act 1974

The relevance of this Act is firstly in respect to the
protection and preservation of aboriginal artefacts.
Discovery of material on site suspected as being of
aboriginal origin must be reported and protected
pending assessment and direction by the Client’s
Representative.

No Aboriginal sites or areas of
archaeological potential have been
identified within the project site. An
Aboriginal heritage impact permit
under section 90 of the National
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 is not
required for works approved under
Part 5.1 of the EP&A Act.
.

Heritage Act 1977

This Act provides for the preservation and conservation
of heritage items such as building, works, relic, places
of historic interest, scientific, cultural, social,
archaeological, architectural, natural or aesthetic
significance.
It is an offence under this Act to wilfully and knowingly
damage or destroy items of heritage value.
Do not demolish, damage, move or develop around any
place, building, work, relic, moveable object, precinct,
or land that is the subject of an interim heritage order or
listing on the State Heritage Register or heritage listing
in a Local Environmental Plan without an approval from
the Heritage Council (NSW) or local council.
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Legislation

Relevance to this CHMP

Description

Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Heritage
Protection Act 1984
(Cwth)

This Act provides for the preservation and protection
from injury or desecration to areas and objects of
particular significance to Aboriginals. Areas and objects
can be protected by Ministerial Declaration and it is then
an offence to contravene such a declaration.

No areas or objects within the
Project have been identified as
being subject to such a declaration
and this Act is of little relevance to
the project.

Coroners Act

This Act enables coroners to investigate certain kinds
of deaths or suspected deaths in order to determine the
identities of the deceased persons, the times and dates
of their deaths and the manner and cause of their
deaths.

This Act is relevant if Human
Skeletal Remains are located within
the project area

3.1

Guidelines

Additional guidelines and standards relating to the management of Aboriginal and historic cultural
heritage include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
3.2

Code of Practice for the archaeological investigation of Aboriginal objects in NSW (OEH
2010)
Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents 2010 (OEH 2010)
Due Diligence Code of practice for protection of Aboriginal objects in NSW (OEH 2010)
Guide to investigating, assessing and reporting on Aboriginal cultural heritage in NSW
(OEH 2010)
Guide to Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit processes and decision making
Assessing Heritage Significance (NSW Heritage Office 2001)
Levels of Heritage Significance (NSW Heritage Office 2008)
Assessing Significance for Historical Archaeological Sites and Relics (NSW Heritage
Branch, Department of Planning 2009)
Investigating Heritage Significance (NSW Heritage Office 2001)
NSW Government’s Aboriginal Participation in Construction Guidelines (2007).
How to Prepare Archival Recording of Heritage Items (Heritage Branch 1998).
Photographic Recording of Heritage Items Using Film or Digital Capture (Heritage Branch
2006).
Guidelines for the Management of Human Skeletal Remains under the Heritage Act 1977
ISCA

The Project will pursue a rating under the IS Rating Scheme V1.2. This plan relates to several of
the IS credits listed below:
3.2.1
•
•

ISCA Her-1
Measures to minimise adverse impacts to heritage during construction have been
identified and implemented.
Heritage aspects relevant to this credit must be managed, reviewed or audited by a
suitably qualified professional. A suitably qualified professional is someone who has a
formal cultural heritage qualification and minimum of five years’ experience.
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3.2.2
•
•
•

ISCA Her-2
Monitoring of heritage is undertaken at appropriate intervals during construction
Monitoring and modelling demonstrates enhancements to heritage values.
Heritage aspects relevant to this credit must be managed, reviewed or audited by a
suitably qualified professional. A suitably qualified professional is someone who has a
formal cultural heritage qualification and minimum of five years’ experience.
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4.

Existing Environment

The existing environment and heritage context of the Project has been assessed in the following
background reports prepared to support the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Project:
•
•

Sydney Metro City and Southwest –Sydenham to Bankstown: Aboriginal Heritage
Archaeological Assessment, prepared by Artefact Heritage (2017a)
Sydney Metro City and Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown: Non-Aboriginal Heritage
Impact Assessment, prepared by Artefact Heritage (2017b).

Additional reports, which have been prepared for the project and have been used to support this
management plan also include:
•
•

Sydney Metro City and Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown Historical Archaeological
Assessment and Research Design by Artefact Heritage (2017c)
Sydney Metro City and Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown: Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR), prepared by Artefact Heritage (2017d)

These reports have been referenced to inform this management plan in regard to existing
environment, heritage significance and archaeological potential.
4.1

Aboriginal Heritage

Artefact Heritage (2017a) undertook a heritage assessment of the Sydney Metro City and
Southwest – Sydenham to Bankstown Project. An ACHAR was also prepared in consultation with
the RAPs (2017d). No previously registered Aboriginal sites were located within the project area.
Two areas of potential archaeological deposits (PAD) were located during the site survey for the
EIS study, but these are well outside the SMEW project area, near Belmore and Punchbowl
Stations. The remainder of the EIS project area was found to have low Aboriginal archaeological
potential and significance.
An assessment of Aboriginal archaeological potential for the rail corridor that encompasses the
SMEW area found:
The rail corridor consists of an undulating landform including slope, crest and flat landform
contexts. Large portions of the rail corridor are located through significantly modified landform
contexts, including large cuts through the underlying shale and sandstone geology.
Visibility was generally low throughout the corridor, impeded by vegetation, structures, fill, rail
track and ballast. Soil exposures occurred within areas of erosion in vehicle access tracks and
cuts. Impacts within the rail corridor are extensive, and include landform modification, subsurface
infrastructure such as gas pipelines and galvanised steel troughs, electricity and
telecommunications cables as well as rail infrastructure such as overhead wiring structures.
(ACHAR page 28)
The archaeological potential for the SMEW project area is considered to be low with a low
Aboriginal archaeological and cultural significance.
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4.2
4.2.1

Built Heritage

Heritage listings

The SMEW are to be undertaken outside the State listed (SHR) station catchment areas, no listed
stations along the alignment would be adversely impacted. A number of locally listed items would
be impacted by the SMEW. These heritage items and their registered listings are shown in Table
4-1 below. Note that the ‘stone house including interiors’ will not be directly impacted. Works will
occur adjacent to the item therefore it has been included in order to manage any indirect impacts.
Table 4-1 Heritage Listed Items in and near the Project Area
Item
Stone house,
including interiors
South Dulwich Hill
Heritage
Conservation Area
Hurlstone Park
Railway
Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks
River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks
River/Charles St)
Underbridge – Main
Line

Listings

Significance

•

Marrickville LEP 2011 (I114)

Local

•

Marrickville LEP 2011 (C29)

Local

•

RailCorp S.170 Heritage and Conservation Register
(4805737)

Local

•

Canterbury LEP 2012 (I126)

•

RailCorp S.170 Heritage and Conservation Register
(4801568)

•

Canterbury LEP 2012 (I72)

•

RailCorp S.170 Heritage and Conservation Register
(5062566)

Local

Local

Stone house, including interiors (taken from SHI listing)
The house at 1 Myrtle Street, Marrickville was built as Loch Lomond as the home of James Meek
Jnr circa 1870s. James Meek Snr built a stone cottage in Harriet Street in 1860 which was
subsequently demolished. Loch Lomond was built by his son to the same design but on a larger
scale. James Jnr, who married Harriet Fairburn in 1866, lived in Loch Lomond and raised their
eight children there until a new residence, Myrtle Grove, was built in 1887. The house was
occupied by C.G. Neilson in the 1920s under the name of Stonehenge.
The house is the largest of the rock faced sandstone houses found in close proximity of early
sandstone quarries in Marrickville. It has smooth faced cut stone quoins and surrounds to the
French door openings on the verandah, a slate roof and late Victorian columns. The original
detailing to the doors and windows has been lost. Modifications to the house include the addition
of security features, brick and metal boundary wall treatment along Myrtle Street and a metal and
timber lean-to addition to the west of the original dwelling.
South Dulwich Hill Heritage Conservation Area (taken from SHI listing)
The South Dulwich Hill HCA is located between Cannonbury Grove and Livingstone Road in
Marrickville/Dulwich Hill and dates to 1901-1920.
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The South Dulwich Hill HCA is suburban in character. It was within the part of the extensive
Petersham Estate that was known as the Petersham Farms, and was used for orchards and
market gardens before the first subdivision in 1901, with a second in 1907. Most lots had been
developed by 1920. The short period of development has led to a highly consistent built form that
demonstrates Marrickville’s mature twentieth century suburban cultural landscape, with detached,
single storey Federation bungalows set on low-density lots with setbacks and space for front and
rear gardens and side driveways to most properties.
The streetscape rhythms are well expressed and are enhanced by the gentle undulation in the
local topography. A high proportion of houses are substantially intact and have retained much of
their original detailing such as face brickwork, slate roofs and decorative terracotta ridge capping;
tall rough-cast chimneys, timber windows, hoods, timber verandah detailing and face brick
facades. This establishes an integrity that underlies the streetscapes in this area.
Many of the ‘Federation’ houses in the area demonstrate an important local variation to the style.
Instead of the usual steep pitched roof rising high to a cross-ridge, the houses built in this part of
Marrickville are characterised by a lower-pitched roof which rises to a long cross-ridge set at the
height of the gable-ended return. This pattern is not a common one in Sydney and is likely that a
local builder was responsible, but whatever the reason, the built forms of the houses in the HCA
demonstrate a consistency and cohesive character not seen in many other areas.
Major structural alterations and additions such as second storeys are rare, creating a roofscape
that has retained its integrity when viewed obliquely or from side streets. The alterations that have
been made include mainly the replacement of roof cladding (retaining the original roof forms);
removal of timber-framed windows and insertion of Aluminium-framed windows, the replacement
or alteration of front fences and the construction of carports and garages forward of the building
line. Many houses have undergone alterations and additions particularly in the migrant style. Most
of these have been made to the rear of properties and are not highly visible elements in the local
streetscape and include the loss of significant fabric such as timber windows and face brickwork.
Others have introduced colour schemes and applied decorative elements that are visually
prominent and intrusive in the streetscape views, although their impact could be reversed.
Evidence was also found of more recent layers, including the rendering and stripping of detail
associated with the current fashion for gentrification. Although some of these have affected the
aesthetic values of their immediate streetscape their contribution to the unity of the rhythms of the
facades and roofscapes of the Conservation Area remains.
The area also contains several notable examples of Inter-War residential flat building development,
including the blue-black brick development with Dutch detailing in Keith Street and the P&O
influenced block in Wardell Street.
Streetscapes in the area possess an open, suburban quality due to the low density and single
storey development. They are notable for their unity of built form and strong roof patterns, extensive
brick paving (part of the Depression employment relief scheme) and in the case of Margaret Street
and Cannonbury Grove, outstanding street trees, with avenue plantings of mature Ficus in the
pavement of Margaret Street and Brush Box in Cannonbury Grove.
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Fence styles vary, with a high proportion of original iron palisade fences west of Wardell Street,
and low brick walls in face brick to match the house to the east. The low height has allowed the
fences in the area to remain reasonably neutral elements in oblique views along the streetscapes
of the area. Kerbs and gutters are mainly concrete. Verges are wide, and include street planting in
a grassed strip between the footpath and carriageway.
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge (taken from SHI listing)

The Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge was designed by engineering staff, New South Wales
Government Railways and constructed by day labour. It consists of a single span, double track,
prestressed concrete girder railway bridge, with 9.85 metre clear span between brick abutments,
consisting of parallel, post-tensioned precast I-shaped concrete girders transversely posttensioned in-situ to create a homogeneous structure carrying ballasted tracks. The concrete
girders rest on concrete pad stones on top of each brick abutment. The bridge carries the double
track Bankstown Railway over Ford Avenue. It was constructed shortly after the first prestressed
bridge at Dombarton in 1962.
Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge (taken from SHI listing)

The bridge was constructed in 1916 by day labour and designed by NSW Government Railways.
It is a three span, double track, brick arch railway bridge, with 16.16 metres clear spans between
intermediate foundations and abutments. The arches are semi-circular in elevation with plain brick
spandrel walls and stone coursing above the crown of the arches. The bridge is in good condition
with some minor cracking and staining of the brickwork.
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line (taken form SHI listing)
The bridge is located on the Bankstown Line and is adjacent to the 1916 brick arch Canterbury
(Cooks River) Underbridge that is part of the goods line. The original bridge was constructed in
1895. The bridge directly adjoins the structure of the 1916 brick underbridge. The existing bridge
is a replacement bridge to the original 1895 bridge which was planned with a similar structure to
the original but with welded steel deck girders and precast concrete units on top. It was designed
by McMillan Britton & Kell and the work was undertaken in 1993.
Today the bridge has three sets of iron piers with riveted cross beams in between brick abutments.
It has a steel girder with concrete top and access walkway along the south side. The bridge was
refurbished in 1993, however it retains the original piers and abutments. The bridge is in good
condition.
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Figure 4-1 Heritage curtilages overview
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Figure 4-2 Heritage curtilage – stone house including interiors
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Figure 4-3 Heritage curtilage South Dulwich Hill Heritage Conservation Area

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture

Page 33 of 63

Southwest Metro Early Works

Construction Heritage Management Plan
SMCSWSSJ-JHL-WEC-EM-PLN-000002
Revision 7

Figure 4-4 Heritage curtilage Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
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Figure 4-5 Heritage curtilage Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line
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Figure 4-6 Heritage curtilage Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge
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4.3
4.3.1

Non-Aboriginal Archaeology

Defined areas of Archaeological Potential within SMEW area

SMEW will be undertaken within portions of two areas of defined archaeological potential as
outlined in the AARD. These areas are in the vicinity of Marrickville and Canterbury Railway
Stations (outside their listed curtilages). A detailed history, assessment for archaeological potential
and significance is included in the AARD and is summarised below. Note that a temporary
generator will be installed within the AMZ at Belmore Station, but no subsurface works will be
undertaken therefore further discussion is not required as archaeological remains would not be
impacted.
Marrickville Railway Station
The SMEW area includes a portion of the rail corridor to the east of Marrickville Railway Station
which was assessed in the AARD as having a moderate-high potential for locally significant
archaeology associated with the development of rail infrastructure. A former air raid shelter was
also identified and depending on intactness has the potential to reach the threshold of local
significance. The area to be impacted by the SMEW is designated in the AARD partly requiring an
AMS and possibly archaeological management such as monitoring, while a portion would be
managed under the Unexpected Finds Procedure.
The AARD assessed that there would be nil to low potential for archaeological remains associated
with nineteenth century farming. Any remains are unlikely to have research value. There is
moderate to high potential for archaeological remains associated with the late nineteenth and early
twentieth century development of the Bankstown rail line, Marrickville Station and the Earlwood
tramline, although they are likely to be truncated. These archaeological remains have potential to
reach the threshold for local heritage significance, depending on the intactness. Potential
archaeological remains of the WWII air raid shelter would be of local significance for research
potential, associative and technical significance, and for demonstrating the historical and physical
elements of Sydney’s defence and protection response to World War II.
Canterbury Railway Station
The SMEW area includes a portion of the rail corridor to the east of Canterbury Railway Station
which was assessed in the AARD as having a low potential for locally significant archaeology
associated with the development of rail infrastructure and the early settlement of the township
associated with the Canterbury Sugar Company. The area to be impacted by the SMEW is
designated in the AARD as being managed under the Unexpected Finds Procedure as remains
are likely to have been impacted by the construction of the rai line.
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The AARD found that there is nil to low potential for archaeological remains associated with
nineteenth century farming to be present. Any remains are unlikely to have research value. There
is moderate to high potential for remains of structures associated with the Canterbury Sugar
Company works and outbuildings. These would have high research value and associative and
historical significance at a local or State level depending on nature and intactness, although
remains of State significance are unlikely to be present in the SMEW area and are more likely
outside the rail corridor as identified in the AARD. Archaeological remains associated with the
historical development of the Bankstown rail line, Canterbury Station and Canterbury Park
Racecourse may be present. Depending on the intactness of the remains, potential archaeological
remains could reach the threshold for local significance.
4.3.2

Archaeological potential of the remainder of the SMEW area

The rail corridor and station catchments not specified as having archaeological potential were
found to have nil-low potential to contain significant archaeological remains in the AARD. The
majority of the SMEW will be undertaken in these areas.
Figure 4-7: Archaeological potential at Marrickville Station
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Figure 4-8: Archaeological potential at Canterbury Station
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5.

Construction Risk Assessment

Impacts of the Project are described in Table 5-1, Table 5-2 and the aspects and impacts register in the CEMP.
Management measures to address these identified risks are included in Section 6.

Table 5-1 Aboriginal Heritage – Aspects, Impacts and Risks
Activity

Aspect/s

Subsurface excavations for noise walls and Excavation
CSR construction

Impact/s
Finding/disturbance
to
and/or
destruction of unexpected burials,
human remains or other Aboriginal
objects.

Table 5-2: Built heritage – Aspects, Impacts and Risks
Activity

Aspect/s

Impact/s

Installation of GST within curtilages of heritage Installation and minor excavations Visual impacts, impacts to fabric
items including Cooks River Bridge, Foord
Street Bridge and South Dulwich Hill Heritage
Conservation Area
Construction of retaining walls at the Cooks Construction of walls
River bridge

Visual impacts, impacts to fabric

Construction of noise walls

Finding/disturbance to and/or
destruction of unexpected
archaeological remains

Construction of walls

Construction and use of compound sites and Installation and operation
laydown areas

Temporary visual impacts to listed
items

Temporary works

Pedestrian control and access, Temporary visual impacts to listed
installation of hoarding, fencing items
and other temporary works such
as
temporary
generator
installation

Utilities and drainage works

Excavation, vibration and soil Temporary visual impacts to listed
compaction due to the use of items
heavy machinery, cutting and
filling, installation of fencing
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Table 5-3 Non-Aboriginal Archaeology– Aspects, Impacts and Risks
Activity

Aspect/s

Impact/s

Subsurface excavations for noise walls, Excavation
retaining walls, and CSR construction

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance

Installation of GST within curtilages of heritage Excavation
items including Cooks River Bridge, Foord
Street Bridge and South Dulwich Hill Heritage
Conservation Area

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance

Construction of retaining walls at the Cooks Excavation
River bridge

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance

Construction of noise walls

Excavation

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance

Construction and use of compound sites and Excavation
laydown areas

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance.
Laydown area in Canterbury AMZ
will not require subsurface impacts
so no impacts to archaeology.

Temporary works

Excavation

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance.
Installation of temporary generator
near Belmore Station within the
AMZ will not require subsurface
impacts
so
no
impact to
archaeology.

Utilities and drainage works

Excavation.

Disturbance to and/or destruction of
non-Aboriginal
archaeological
deposits of local significance
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6.

Management Measures

This section describes the overall approach and principles associated with managing and
mitigating Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal cultural heritage risks of the Project. The management
measures are based on the mitigation measures compiled from the relevant requirements of the
Project Approval as modified, REMMs, requirements from the Design and Construction Deed,
Scope of Works and Technical Criteria (SWTC), relevant elements of Metro’s Construction
Environmental Management Framework and the requirements and standards of JHLOR.
The following sections discuss management measures as required under the Conditions of
Approval, REMMS, SWTC and other relevant Metro documents which are referenced in text.
6.1
6.1.1

Aboriginal archaeological management

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

An ACHAR was prepared by Artefact Heritage (2017d) as part of the Preferred Infrastructure
Report (PIR) which forms part of the Approved Project as modified. Comprehensive
Aboriginal consultation was undertaken as part of the preparation of the ACHAR, including
an Aboriginal Focus Group (AFG) meeting. All RAPs who responded through consultation
were in support of the proposed archaeological management methodology included in the
ACHAR.
The ACHAR identified two areas of PAD that are outside the SMEW area, near Belmore and
Punchbowl Stations. The ACHAR required that the rest of the Sydenham to Bankstown
corridor would be managed under the Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure. The
ACHAR would be implemented in accordance with REMM AH2.
6.1.2

Human remains

If suspected human remains are identified, the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan
would be implemented in accordance with E15, E16 and E17.
Works will immediately cease in that area. The discoverer will immediately notify machinery
operators so that no further disturbance of the remains will occur, as well as notify the
foreman/site supervisor, principal contractor, project archaeologist and Sydney Metro
Environmental Representative. The Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan will be
enacted. Preliminary notification to the NSW Police will be undertaken by the Sydney Metro
Environmental Manager.
Once confirmation is received from the technical specialist that the remains are of human
origin, there are three possible statutory pathways to follow based on the assessment. Refer
to the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan.
No works to recommence until clearance is provided by OEH and/or the NSW Police as
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan
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6.1.3

Unexpected finds

Following the discovery of new finds of Aboriginal objects – works will cease in the
immediate area and the area secured. Assessment of the site/object and subsequent
management of the site will be carried out in accordance with the Sydney Metro Unexpected
Finds Procedure. The use of the Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure would satisfy
the requirement in E15, E16 and E17 to include measures to manage an unexpected find in
the CHMP.
All new sites will be recorded on standard AHIMS site cards and lodged with OEH.
6.1.4

Clearance

A written clearance confirmation would be provided by the project archaeologist to JHLOR once
Aboriginal archaeological management has been completed in an area. This would be signed off
by Metro before works commenced. Construction would continue under the Unexpected Finds
Procedure.
6.1.5

Reporting

Upon completion of any unexpected finds reporting and required mitigation measures, post
excavation reporting in accordance with the OEH Aboriginal requirements will be undertaken
within two years of the completion of SMEW archaeological works. The post-excavation report
to be prepared by the Aboriginal archaeologist in consultation with the RAPs. RAPs would
review the draft report prior to finalisation.
6.2
6.2.1

Built Heritage Management

General

Impacts to built heritage as a result of the SMEW would be minimal. They are generally limited to
the following:
•

•
•

6.2.2

Possible minor to negligible impacts to identified areas of potential for locally significant
archaeology around Marrickville and Canterbury railways stations (outside station
curtilages)
Minor impacts to the fabric of three locally significant rail/road bridges as a result of GST
installation, bridge repair, maintenance and retention wall construction.
Negligible visual impacts to five listed items that are located within, or in the vicinity of the
SMEW
Design Requirements

Design requirements are outside the scope of this CHMP but should follow REMM NAH1 for
avoidance of impacts and NAH2 and NAH3 in regard to the sensitivity of design to heritage
items. The obligations to addresses these REMMs are retained by Sydney Metro in the staging
report.
Artefact Heritage are the nominated heritage specialists will work with the design team where
required to provide advice and guidance to minimise heritage impact.
6.2.3

Conservation Architect

Work methodologies undertaken where significant fabric will be directly impacted will be carried
out with the oversight of a conservation architect in accordance with REMM NAH20.
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6.2.4

Archival Photographic Recording

Archival photographic recording would be undertaken according to the methodologies of the
following documents as specified in E10, E12 and NAH13:
•

NSW Heritage Council guideline “Photographic Recording of Heritage Items Using Film
or Digital Capture” (2006); and

•

NSW Heritage Office publication “How to Prepare Archival Records of Heritage Items”
(1998).

Because of the minor impacts of the SMEW, archival recording required for the project area
would be limited to:
•
•
•

Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge

The Heritage Archival Recording Report will be prepared within two years of completion of
SMEW archival recording in accordance with condition E12.
6.2.5

Heritage Interpretation

A Heritage Interpretation Strategy has been prepared for Sydney Metro City & Southwest by
Metro (February 2018). A separate strategy therefore not required for SMEW. Due to the minor
nature of works a Heritage Interpretation Plan would not be required for SMEW. Sydney Metro
have taken on this obligation.
6.2.6

Heritage Engineer

As the listed items to be directly impacted are road/rail bridges a heritage engineer wold be
consulted in regard to any significant structural issues (where required).
6.2.7

Exclusion zones

Exclusion zones, including hoarding, screening or mapped no go zones would be provided
where SMEW are to be undertaken in close proximity to heritage items, or significant elements of
items that are not to be impacted. In accordance with NAH16 this applied at a minimum to:
•
•
•
•
6.2.8

Stone house, including interiors
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line
Heritage memo

SMEW would not generally be undertaken in the vicinity of heritage items, apart from those listed
below. An impact assessment memo which outline potential impacts and protection measures for
significant fabric would be prepared in accordance with NAH17 for the following items:
•
•
•
•
•

Stone house, including interiors
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line
South Dulwich Hill Heritage Conservation Area

The memo would be prepared during design phase and would include assessment of impacts to
elements and significant fabric. The memo would be provided for information to Sydney Metro.
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It is noted that only the exterior of the item Stone house, including interiors will be included as there are no impacts to
the interiors associated with the works.

6.3
6.3.1

Non-Aboriginal Archaeological Management

Archaeological Zoning

The AARD divided the project into archaeological management zones based on archaeological
potential and construction impacts. These management zones are the high level framework on
which site specific archaeological management documents are based.
Archaeological management zone mapping in Figures 6.1 and 6.2 is based on a ‘traffic light’
coding:
•

Red (Zone 1): Direct impact to significant archaeology. Archaeological investigation
required prior to any construction impacts (bulk excavation etc.).

•

Amber (Zone 2): Potential impact to significant archaeology. Prepare Work Stage
Specific Archaeological Method Statement (AMS) once construction methodology and
impacts are known. Archaeological investigation is likely required.

•

Green (Zone 3): Unlikely to contain significant archaeology. Construction to proceed with
unexpected finds procedure as nil-low potential for significant archaeological remains.

6.3.2

Archaeological Management

Archaeological management would be undertaken in accordance with the works specific AMS
documents and in accordance with the archaeological zoning plan and AARD (Figures 6.1 and
6.2).
6.3.3

Archaeological Method Statement

An AMS would be prepared for the SMEW, including management for works within the defined
areas of archaeological potential near Marrickville and Canterbury Stations that would be
impacted, as well as the procedure for managing unexpected archaeological finds across the
remainder of the corridor. The AMS would include detail on archaeological potential and
significance based on the AARD with additional information related to the subject site as
required. It would also include a methodology for archaeological management such as
archaeological monitoring or test/salvage excavation in accordance with the AARD approved
methodology. In accordance with NAH12 the AMS would also include a methodology for analysis
of heritage items, archaeological and artefact management strategies and a sieving strategy
All AMS documents would be prepared in consultation with the Heritage Council of NSW (or its
delegate).
6.3.4

Excavation Directors

Before excavation of archaeological management sites, the Proponent must nominate a
suitably qualified Excavation Director who complies with the Heritage Council of NSW’s
Criteria for Assessment of Excavation Directors (July 2011) to oversee and advise on
matters associated with historic archaeology and advise the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment and the Heritage Division of OEH.
The nominated Primary Excavation Director is Dr Iain Stuart, Secondary Excavation Director
is Jenny Winnett, with Duncan Jones as Site Director. The Excavation Director will have
input into any AMS for areas where local or State significant archaeology is to be impacted.
Roles and responsibilities are discussed in table 7-1.
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6.3.5

Unexpected finds

Unexpected non-Aboriginal archaeological finds would be managed under the Sydney Metro
Unexpected Heritage Finds Procedure.
An archaeological find would be unexpected if it was not identified in the AARD or the AMS
as a class or type of possible remain, or if it was identified as locally significant but was
assessed, after identification, as being of State significance.
The Sydney Metro Unexpected Heritage Finds Procedure complies with Section 146 of the
Heritage Act 1977, Notification of discovery of relic:
A person who is aware or believes that he or she has discovered or located a relic (in any
circumstances, and whether or not the person has been issued with a permit) must: (a) within
a reasonable time after he or she first becomes aware or believes that he or she has
discovered or located that relic, notify the Heritage Council of the location of the relic, unless
he or she believes on reasonable grounds that the Heritage Council is aware of the location
of the relic, and (b) within the period required by the Heritage Council, furnish the Heritage
Council with such information concerning the relic as the Heritage Council may reasonably
require.
Notification under s146 would only be required if the relic was unexpected.
6.3.6

Clearance

A written clearance confirmation would be provided by the Primary Excavation Director to
JHLOR once archaeological management has been completed in an area. This would be
signed off by Metro before works commenced. Construction would continue under the
Unexpected Finds Procedure.
6.3.7

Human Remains

If suspected human remains are identified, the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan
would be implemented in accordance with E15, E16 and E17.
Works will immediately cease in that area. The discoverer will immediately notify machinery
operators so that no further disturbance of the remains will occur, as well as notify the
foreman/site supervisor, principal contractor, project archaeologist and Sydney Metro
Environmental Representative. This requirement will form part of the site induction. The Sydney
Metro Exhumation Management Plan will be enacted. Preliminary notification to the NSW Police
will be undertaken by JHLOR.
Once confirmation is received from the technical specialist that the remains are of human origin,
there are three possible statutory pathways to follow based on the assessment. Refer to the
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan.
No works to recommence until clearance is provided by OEH and/or the NSW Police as per the
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan
Dr Denise Donlon is the nominated forensic anthropologist for the Project. She would be
consulted in the event of a discovery of expected human remains.
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6.3.8

Storage of archaeological remains

Where possible artefact cleaning and preliminary cataloguing would occur on site, otherwise
artefacts would be catalogued and stored off site at the Metro facility at Rosebery. Details on
proposed sampling and analysis would be provided in the AMS document in accordance with
the AARD. Artefact’s cataloguing database would be used along with a sampling procedure
outlined in the AMS and approved by the Primary Excavation Director.
6.3.9

Analysis and reporting

A preliminary results report will be prepared within two months of completion of archaeological
work. This would be prepared under the direction of the Primary Excavation Director.
An excavation report will be prepared within two years of completion of SMEW archaeological
excavations in accordance with condition E12.
The Historical Archaeological Excavation Report will be prepared in accordance with the
standard requirements of an Excavation permit issued by the Heritage Council:
a. An executive summary of the archaeological programme;
b. Due credit to the client paying for the excavation, on the title page;
c. An accurate site location and site plan (with scale and north arrow);
d. Historical research, references and bibliography;
e. Detailed information on the excavation, including the aim, the context for the
excavation, procedures, treatment of artefacts (cleaning, conserving, sorting, cataloguing,
labelling, scale photographs and/or drawings, location of repository) and analysis of the
information retrieved;
f. Nominated repository for the items;
g. Detailed response to research questions (at minimum those stated in the approved
Research Design);
h. Conclusions from the archaeological programme. The information must include a
reassessment of the site’s heritage significance, statement(s) on how archaeological
investigations at this site have contributed to the community’s understanding of the site
and other comparable archaeological sites in the local area and any relevant
recommendations for the future management of the site information and artefacts;
i. Details of how this information about this excavation has been publicly disseminated
(for example provide details about Public Open Days and include copies of press
releases, public brochures and/or information signs produced to explain the
archaeological significance of the site).
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Figure 6-1 Archaeological Management zoning for Marrickville Station (Artefact Heritage 2017c)

Figure 6-2 Archaeological Management zoning for Canterbury Station (Artefact Heritage 2017c)
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Table 6-1 SMEW Construction, Management Action and Responsibilities, Aboriginal Heritage
Management Action

Trigger/Timing

Responsibility

Description of Management

The Environment Manager will
undertake weekly inspections and
monitoring of construction activities
to ensure compliance with the
requirements of the CoA and this
plan.

Weekly during
construction

Environmental Manager

•

Undertake weekly inspections and monitoring of construction activities to ensure
compliance with the requirements of the CoAs and this plan.

Daily inspections of controls will be
undertaken by Supervisors during
works.

Daily during
construction

Site Supervisors

•

Complete daily inspections of the controls during works.

All relevant personnel and
contractors involved in the design
and construction of the Project
must be advised of the relevant
heritage considerations, legislative
requirements and commitments.

Pre-construction

Environmental Manager

•

Ensure all personnel involved in earthworks or any type of disturbance are
appropriately trained / inducted and made aware of the cultural significance of the
area, including site identification and materials likely to be uncovered.
Personnel will be instructed to notify the Environmental Manager in the event they
identify any object which they believe to be of archaeological or cultural origin.

Aboriginal
stakeholder
identification (RAP) and contact
details in case of unexpected finds.

Pre-construction

Monitoring

Management

Archaeologist
•

Environmental Manager

•
•
•

Incident Response
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Identify RAPs (Appendix B).
Contact RAPs in accordance with the Unexpected Finds Protocol in the case of
unexpected finds of an Aboriginal object or potential Aboriginal human skeletal
remains and/or Aboriginal burials (AH1).
RAPs should be consulted prior to test or salvage excavation commencing in
accordance with the project ACHAR and should be given the opportunity to
participate in any excavation works in accordance with the ACHAR.
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Management Action

Trigger/Timing

Responsibility

Unexpected finds procedures for
Aboriginal objects.

Identification of
Environmental Manager
potential Aboriginal
heritage artefacts or
other sensitive cultural
values.

Description of Management
•
•
•
•

Unexpected finds procedures for
human skeletal remains.

Identification of a
potential burial or
discovery of skeletal
remains.

Environmental Manager

•

•
•

Where impacts are identified
outside the project area

New impact areas not
previously surveyed

Environmental Manager

•
•
•

Site clearance after archaeological
management completed

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture
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•

Following the discovery of new finds of Aboriginal objects – works will cease in the
immediate area and the area secured in accordance with the Unexpected finds
Procedure which in accordance with E15, E16, E17, AH5, NAH14 and NAH18.
Assessment of the site/object and subsequent management of the site will be carried
out in accordance with the Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Protocol and the
ACHAR (AH2).
In addition, the site will be recorded on standard AHIMS site cards and lodged with
OEH.
Upon completion of any unexpected finds reporting and required mitigation
measures, post excavation reporting in accordance with the OEH Aboriginal
requirements will be undertaken within 12 months of the completion of the Project.
Post-excavation report to be prepared by the Aboriginal archaeologist in consultation
with the RAPs.
Works will immediately cease in that area. The discoverer will immediately notify
machinery operators so that no further disturbance of the remains will occur, as well
as notify the foreman/site supervisor, principal contractor, project archaeologist and
Sydney Metro Environmental Representative (E17, NAH14, AH5, NAH19). The
Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan (E15) will be enacted. Preliminary
notification to the NSW Police will be undertaken by the Sydney Metro Environmental
Manager.
Once confirmation is received from the technical specialist that the remains are of
human origin, there are three possible statutory pathways to follow based on the
assessment. Refer to the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan.
No works to recommence until clearance is provided by OEH and/or the NSW Police
as per the protocol outlined in Section 6.3.7 of this CHMP and the Sydney Metro
Exhumation Management Plan.
Non-conformance procedures outlined in the CEMP.
Where practicable avoid additional impacts, or confirm appropriate mitigation
measures.
Ensure that consistency assessments are undertaken for any new impact areas and
approval sought from Sydney Metro. Further consultation with RAPs would be
required where a consistency assessment identifies additional impacts to Aboriginal
heritage. The consistency assessment would outline appropriate mitigation
measures.
Site clearance would be required from the project archaeologist prior to construction
commencing. This clearance would be in the form of a memo or email and would
apply to a work specific area or the project sites as a whole, depending on stage of
works.
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Table 6-2 SMEW Construction, Management Action and Responsibilities, Built Heritage
Management Action

Trigger/Timing

Responsibility

Description of Management

Monitoring
The Environment Manager will
undertake weekly inspections
and monitoring of construction
activities to ensure compliance
with the requirements of the CoA
and this plan.

Weekly during
construction

Environmental Manager

•

Daily inspections of controls will
be undertaken by Supervisors
during works.

Daily during Construction

Site Supervisors

•

Complete daily inspections of the controls during works.

Vibration monitoring

Construction

Environmental Manager

•

Vibration monitoring will be undertaken in accordance with the Construction Noise and
Vibration Management sub-plan.

General

Pre-construction and
construction

Coordinated by Metro and
Head Contractor

•

Archival recording

Pre-construction

Heritage Specialist where not
completed by Metro

All Project designs, heritage issues arising during design development and throughout the
construction period will be raised for discussion at monthly Heritage Working Group
meetings attended by relevant authorities and stakeholders.
Metro will confirm the extent of archival recording that has already been completed for the
Project. Any additional archival recording required would be conducted by the heritage
specialist in accordance with E10, E12 and REMM NAH13.
The Heritage Archival Recording Report will be prepared within two years of completion of
SMEW archival recording in accordance with condition E12.
A Heritage Interpretation Strategy has been prepared for Sydney Metro City & Southwest by
Metro (February 2018) (E13, NAH6).
A separate strategy therefore is not required for SMEW. Due to the minor nature of works a
Heritage Interpretation Plan would not be required for SMEW (E14).
Contractors will be given awareness training on Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal historic
heritage prior to commencement of their work on site. All site personnel shall undergo such
site specific induction training, which will include environmental awareness training in
addition to heritage management training.

Undertake weekly inspections and monitoring of construction activities to ensure
compliance with the requirements of CoAs and this plan.

Management

•
•

Heritage Interpretation

Heritage Inductions
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Heritage Specialist / Artefact

•

Environmental Manager

•
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Management Action

Trigger/Timing

Responsibility

Description of Management
•
•

Impact assessment memo

Pre-construction and
Ongoing

Environmental Manager

•
•

Conservation Architect

Pre-construction and
Ongoing

Environmental Manager

•

Heritage Engineer

Pre-construction and
Ongoing

Environmental Manager

•

Exclusion Zone

Pre-construction and
Ongoing

Environmental Manager
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•

Toolbox meetings will also be undertaken as and when required; covering specific
environmental issues and heritage control measures as identified in this CHMP.
Personnel directly involved in implementing heritage control measures on site will be given
specific training in the various measures to be implemented.
Records of all training are to be filed in accordance with the project filing system.
An impact assessment memo which outline potential impacts and protection measures for
significant fabric would be prepared for the following items in accordance with NAH17:
Stone house, including interiors
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line
The memo would be prepared during design phase and would include assessment of
impacts to elements and significant fabric. The memo would be provided for information
to Sydney Metro.
It is noted that only the exterior of the item Stone house, including interiors will be
included as there are no impacts to the interiors associated with the works.
A heritage conservation architect could be consulted where direct impacts to significant
fabric was proposed in accordance with NAH20. This would generally be in relation to
reviewing work methodologies
Where significant impacts to bridge fabric are proposed a heritage engineer would be
consulted in regards to any structural issues, where required.
Exclusion zones, including hoarding, screening or mapped no go zones would be provided
where SMEW are to be undertaken in close proximity to heritage items, or significant
elements of items that are not to be impacted. Where access is required within the
exclusion zones this would be managed by inductions. In accordance with NAH1 and
NAH16 this applied at a minimum to:
Stone house, including interiors
Hurlstone Park Railway Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River) Underbridge
Canterbury (Cooks River/Charles St) Underbridge – Main Line

Southwest Metro Early Works

Construction Heritage Management Plan
SMCSWSSJ-JHL-WEC-EM-PLN-000002
Revision 7

Table 6-3 SMEW Construction, Management Action and Responsibilities, Non-Aboriginal archaeology
Management Action

Trigger/Timing

Responsibility

Description of Management

Monitoring
The Environment Manager will
undertake weekly inspections
and monitoring of construction
activities to ensure compliance
with the requirements of the CoA
and this plan.

Weekly during
construction

Environmental Manager

•

Undertake weekly inspections and monitoring of construction activities to ensure
compliance with the requirements of CoAs and this plan.

Daily inspections of controls will
be undertaken by Supervisors
during works.

Daily during
Construction

Site Supervisors

•

Complete daily inspections of the controls during works.

Vibration monitoring

Construction

Environmental Manager

•

Vibration monitoring will be undertaken in accordance with the Construction Noise and
Vibration Management sub-plan.

Pre-construction

Environmental Manager

•

Before excavation of archaeological management sites, a qualified Excavation Director (ED)
would be nominated who complies with the Heritage Council of NSW’s Criteria for
Assessment of Excavation Directors (July 2011) in accordance with the AARD. DPI&E and
OEH shall be advised of the nominated ED.
Dr Iain Stuart has been nominated as the Primary Excavation Director and Jenny Winnett
as the Secondary Excavation Director.
Prepare a works specific AMS in accordance with the excavation methodology outlined in
the AARD (NAH12). This would be signed off by the Primary Excavation Director and would
be prepared consultation with NSW Heritage Council (or its delegate).
Non-Aboriginal archaeological management is to be undertaken in accordance with the
AARD and AMS. Zoning for the Project is shown in Figure 6-1 and Figure 6.2.
Archaeological management would be undertaken in those portions of identified
archaeological management zones near Marrickville and Canterbury Stations. Details of
required management would be outlined in the AMS.
If any potential relics are located the ED would assess significance of the find and provide
advice.
If relics are of local or State significance and are not identified in the AARD or AMS the NSW
Heritage Division would be notified under s146 of the NSW Heritage Act.

Management
Nomination of an Excavation
Director

Archaeologist
•

Preparation of AMS

Construction

Environmental Manager

•

Archaeologist
Archaeological management

Notification and management of
relics

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture

Construction

Construction

Page 53 of 63

Environmental Manager

•

Archaeologist

•

Sydney Metro

•

Archaeologist

•

Southwest Metro Early Works

Construction Heritage Management Plan
SMCSWSSJ-JHL-WEC-EM-PLN-000002
Revision 7

Management Action

Trigger/Timing

Site clearance after archaeological
management completed

Construction

Archaeological reporting

Construction

Heritage Inductions

Responsibility
Environmental Manager

Description of Management
•

Excavation Director

Ongoing

Environmental Manager

•

Archaeologist

•

Environmental Manager

•

•
•

Site clearance would be required from the Primary ED prior to construction. This clearance
would be in the form of a memo or email and would apply to a work specific area or the
project sites as a whole, depending on stage of works.
Archaeological reporting and find management would be undertaken in accordance with the
AARD.
The Excavation Report will be prepared within two years of completion of archaeological
program in accordance with condition E10, E11 and E12. The Excavation Director would
oversee preparation of the report.
All site personnel shall undergo site specific induction training, which will include
environmental awareness and heritage management training. Toolbox meetings will also be
undertaken as and when required; covering specific environmental issues and heritage
control measures as identified in this CHMP.
Personnel directly involved in implementing heritage control measures on site will be given
specific training in the various measures to be implemented.
Records of all training are to be filed in accordance with the project filing system.

Incident Response
Unexpected finds procedure for
non-Aboriginal artefacts and relics.

During construction

Environmental Manager

•

Unexpected finds procedures for
human skeletal remains.

Identification of a
potential burial or
discovery of skeletal
remains.

Environmental Manager

•

•
•
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If unexpected finds are located during works the Unexpected Finds Procedure would be
followed in accordance with the Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure and E15, E16,
E17, NAH14 and NAH18. Further archaeological work or recording may be recommended.
Works will immediately cease in that area. The discoverer will immediately notify machinery
operators so that no further disturbance of the remains will occur, as well as notify the
foreman/site supervisor, principal contractor, project archaeologist and Sydney Metro
Environmental Representative (E17, NAH14, NAH19). The Sydney Metro Exhumation
Management Plan (E15) will be enacted. Preliminary notification to the NSW Police will be
undertaken by the Sydney Metro Environmental Manager.
Once confirmation is received from the technical specialist that the remains are of human
origin, there are three possible statutory pathways to follow based on the assessment. Refer
to the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan.
No works to recommence until clearance is provided by OEH and/or the NSW Police as per
the protocol outlined in Section 6.3.7 of this CHMP and the Sydney Metro Exhumation
Management Plan.
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6.4
Heritage Awareness Training (Induction)
All relevant personnel and contractors involved in the Project will be advised of the relevant
heritage considerations and legislative requirements and cultural awareness training will be
undertaken for all, including those involved with ground disturbing activities, which will include
the following as relevant:
• information on the heritage significance;
• information on the Aboriginal archaeological and cultural heritage values of the Project;
• outline the location and type of archaeological sites within the Project and give instructions not to
disturb these sites;
• provide clear information about statutory obligations for heritage in accordance with the NSW
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NP&W Act). It is important to note that failure to report a
discovery and those responsible for the damage or destruction occasioned by unauthorised
removal or alteration to a site or to archaeological material may be prosecuted under the NP&W
Act (as amended).
• how to identify stone artefacts and other Aboriginal heritage sites;
• stop works and reporting protocols for discovery of previously unknown heritage and
archaeological items;
• all relevant personnel and contractors involved in the Project will be advised of the relevant
heritage considerations, legislative requirements and recommendations in the Non-Aboriginal
Heritage Impact Assessment (Artefact Heritage 2012; 2015);
• all personnel involved with ground disturbing activities are made aware of their obligations to
avoid any impacts to non-Aboriginal heritage under the Heritage Act 1977:
- this will include information on historic heritage sites and ‘relics’ and information about statutory
obligations under the NSW Heritage Act 1977; and
- this will also include information on the potential for human skeletal remains and the
requirements of the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Procedure;
• information relating to the nature of works and potential impacts via pre-starts at the start of
activity;
• information about appropriate storage of materials, for example within designated laydown zones
and only brought in when ready to install.

All training and tool box meetings will be recorded by JHLOR. All project documentation,
including environmental compliance and training records, will be kept as objective evidence of
compliance with environmental requirements.
6.5

Unexpected Finds Procedure

If any potential significant archaeological remains or Aboriginal heritage objects, as protected
under NSW legislation, are uncovered during the works, then the Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds
procedure would be implemented.
6.6

Ongoing Notifications – Unexpected Finds

The following protocol will be followed with respect to ongoing notifications.
•

For all unexpected heritage finds the project Environmental Manager shall notify the Sydney Metro
Environmental Representative and Sydney Metro Heritage Program Manager in accordance with
the Sydney Metro Unexpected Finds Procedure.

•

Notification under s146 would only be required if the relic was unexpected and would apply to relics
of State significance.
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•

For unexpected Aboriginal archaeological finds, RAPs will be notified immediately.

•

Notification to the RAPs will occur within 1 week where changes to the Project are identified that
may have implications for Aboriginal heritage management (such as changes in design).

•

Feedback requested from the RAPs should be received within two weeks and no later than four
weeks from the date correspondence is issued.

•

The appropriate address and format for responses shall be provided as part of the request. Where
no response is issued within this timeframe, a follow-up phone call will be made by the Environmental
Manager (or project Heritage Specialist) to close out the outstanding request.

•

All notification and consultation records will be kept by JHLOR and its relevant consultants.
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7.

Roles and Responsibilities

Relevant roles and responsibilities associated with this CHMP are presented in Table 7-1. All
personnel are responsible for ensuring that heritage items are protected.
It is important to note that failure to report a discovery and those responsible for the damage or
destruction occasioned by unauthorised removal or alteration to a site or to archaeological material
may be prosecuted under the NP&W Act (as amended).
Table 7-1 Roles and Responsibilities
ROLES

RESPONSIBILITIES

Department
of
Planning,
Industry and Environment

Approval of the Heritage Management Plan

Project Director

Ensure that sufficient resources are allocated for the implementation of this CHMP

Monitor JHLOR compliance with the Heritage Management Plan

Ensure that the CEMP covers the management and mitigation measures presented
in this CHMP
Ensure that the outcomes of the visual checks/ compliance construction monitoring/
incident reporting are systematically evaluated as part of ongoing management of
construction activities
Ensure audits of construction site records/ monitoring records/ incident reports are
undertaken and findings are shared with relevant site personnel and corrective
actions are implemented
Authorise all monitoring reports and any revisions to this CHMP
Environment Manager

Oversee the overall implementation of this CHMP
Site Inductions
Ensure all relevant personnel have access to and understand the most up-to-date
copy of this CHMP
Ensure that any required actions arising from the detection of unexpected heritage
items or if works are required outside of the approved development footprint are
reported to the relevant personnel for further action and ensure that the actions are
effectively implemented
Ensure all monitoring reporting requirements are met and maintained on site

Construction supervisors
Subcontractors

Understand and implement mitigation protocols as required in the CHMP and any
other required measures during construction
Undertake relevant training to implement the requirements of this CHMP
All personnel are responsible for ensuring that heritage items are protected
All site personnel to undertake toolbox talks in relation to the reporting process for
unexpected finds.
Informing the Environmental Manager of any heritage issues as they arise.
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Environmental Representative

Receive and respond to communications from the Secretary in relation to the
environmental performance of the Project

• Receive and respond to communication from the Planning Secretary in relation to
the environmental performance of the CSSI;
• Consider and inform the Planning Secretary on matters specified in the terms of
this approval;
• Consider and recommend to the Proponent any improvements that may be
made to work practices to avoid or minimise adverse impact to the environment
and to the community;
• Review documents identified in Conditions C1, C3 and C8 and any other
documents that are identified by the Planning Secretary, to ensure they are
consistent with requirements in or under this approval and if so:
• (i) make a written statement to this effect before submission of such
documents to the Planning Secretary (if those documents are required to
be approved by the Planning Secretary), or
• (ii) make a written statement to this effect before the implementation of
such documents (if those documents are required to be submitted to the
Planning Secretary for information or are not required to be submitted to
the Secretary);
• Regularly monitor the implementation of the documents listed in Conditions C1,
C3 and C8 to ensure implementation is being carried out in accordance with the
document and the terms of this approval;
• As may be requested by the Planning Secretary, help plan, attend or undertake
audits of the development commissioned by the Department including scoping
audits, programming audits, briefings and site visits, but not independent
environmental audits required under Condition A34 of this approval;
• As may be requested by the Planning Secretary, assist the Department in the
resolution of community complaints;
• Assess the impacts of minor ancillary facilities as required by Condition A19 of
this approval;
• Consider any minor amendments to be made to the documents listed in
Conditions C1, C3 and C8 and any document that requires the approval of the
Planning Secretary that comprise updating or are of an administrative or minor
nature and are consistent with the terms of this approval and the documents
listed in Conditions C1, C3 and C8 or other documents approved by the
Planning Secretary and, if satisfied such amendment is necessary, approve the
amendment. This does not include any modifications to the terms of this
approval; and
• Prepare and submit to the Planning Secretary and other relevant regulatory
agencies, for information, an Environmental Representative Monthly Report
detailing the ER’s actions and decisions on matters for which the ER was
responsible in the preceding month. The Environmental Representative Monthly
Report must be submitted within seven (7) days following the end of each month
for the duration of the ER’s engagement for the CSSI.
Must complete project induction covering LORs’ environmental management
system.
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Primary Excavation Director

The Primary Excavation Director must be suitably qualified and be someone who
complies with the Heritage Council of NSW’s Criteria for Assessment of Excavation
Directors (July 2011) to oversee and advise on matters associated with historic
archaeology and advise the DPI&E and OEH
The Excavation Director must be present to oversee excavation and advise on
archaeological issues
The Excavation Director has the authority to advise on the duration and extent of
oversight required as informed by the provisions of the approved AARD and
Excavation Methodology
The nominated Primary Excavation Director is Dr Iain Stuart who is able to manage
State significant archaeology under the NSW Heritage Council Excavation Directors
Criteria

Secondary Excavation Director

The secondary excavation director would support the Primary Excavation Director
where needed.
The nominated Secondary Excavation Director is Jenny Winnett who is able to
manage locally significant archaeology under the NSW Heritage Council Excavation
Directors Criteria

Heritage Specialist

The Heritage Specialist will be responsible for providing advice and guidance to
manage and minimise potential impacts to any built heritage values through a variety
of means, prepare heritage impact assessment reports for built heritage and to
undertake required archival recording of the heritage items in accordance with the
approval and relevant documents.
The nominated heritage specialist Artefact Heritage

Forensic Anthropologist

The Forensic Anthropologist would respond to find of potential human remains in
accordance with the Sydney Metro Exhumation Management Plan.
The nominated Forensic Anthropologist is Dr Denise Donlon from Sydney University

8.

Monitoring, Auditing and Reporting

Monitoring, auditing and reporting will be undertaken in accordance with the CEMP, as well as
additional requirements listed below.
The Environment Manager will undertake weekly inspections and monitoring of construction
activities to ensure compliance with the requirements of the CoA and this plan.
The Weekly Environmental Inspection Checklist will be used to maintain compliance and
effectiveness of controls.
Items that require action will be documented on the site environmental inspection. Items that
require specific and detailed action will be recorded on the Project’s Corrective Action Register.
The Site Construction Manager will be responsible for providing appropriate resources in terms of
labour, plant and equipment to enable the items to be rectified in the nominated timeframes.
Daily inspections of controls will be made by Supervisors and maintenance will be undertaken
during active site works.
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Records associated with this management plan and monitoring programme will be maintained in
accordance with Section 15 of the CEMP. Site inspections will be undertaken and maintained
within FieldView, JHLOR’s monitoring and inspection software.

9.

Review and Improvement

Continuous improvement of this plan will be achieved by the ongoing evaluation of environmental
management performance against environmental policies, objectives and targets for the purpose
of identifying opportunities for improvement. These ongoing evaluations will be conducted by
JHLOR.
The continuous improvement process will be designed to:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Identify areas of opportunity for improvement of environmental management and
performance.
Determine the cause or causes of non-conformances and deficiencies.
Develop and implement a plan of corrective and preventative action to address any nonconformances and deficiencies.
Verify the effectiveness of the corrective and preventative actions.
Document any changes in procedures resulting from process improvement.
Make comparisons with objectives.

Any revisions to the CHMP will be in accordance with the process outlined in Section 21 of the
CEMP. A copy of the updated plan and changes will be distributed to all relevant stakeholders in
accordance with the approved document control procedure.

10.

Enquiries, Complaints and Incident Management

Environmental incidents and complaints are to be investigated, documented, actioned and closed
out as per the details provided in the Community Consultation Strategy and Section 19 of the
CEMP, including those related to Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal cultural heritage.
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Appendix A
Stakeholder Consultation Feedback
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Condition of
Approval SSI 8256

Agency Consultation

Consultation
Workshop

Status

Comments

JHLOR Response

Thanks Dan,
Thank you for invitation to review the Construction Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) for
the above project.

Heritage Council

Invited 18/04/2019
Did not attend

Submitted 20/04/2019
Follow up email sent - 7/05/2019 HC confirmed under review by reply
email on 8/05/2019
Response received 21/05/2019

In accordance with the Planning Approval SSI-8256, JHLOR must produce a Construction
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and several sub-plans. Condition C3 of the
Ministers Conditions of Approval for SSI 8256 (approved 12 December 2018) requires that
the Heritage Council of NSW (or its delegate) must be consulted for the preparation of
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) sub-plans.
Our comments are based on the review of the below documents.
•
Construction Environmental Management Plan. Sydney Metro City & Southwest.
Prepared by John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture, 20 March 2019 (Revision 1.0)
•
Sydney Metro City and Southwest – Southwest Metro Early Works. Construction
Heritage Management Plan. Prepared by Artefact Heritage, 11 April 2019 (Revision 0).

Noted.

The Southwest Metro Early Works will not enter railway station precincts along the rail
alignment. Therefore, no works will occur within the State Heritage curtilages located within
the early works project area.
The submitted CHMP is considered satisfactory to guide the works required for Southwest
Metro Early Works.
Email 1
Hi Dan,

C3(d), C6
Construction
Heritage
Management Plan

I am Canterbury-Bankstown Council's heritage advisor and following up on the cross
sections recently sent to Council for the GST bracket connections to the bridges at Foord
Avenue, Hurlstone Park and the Cooks River Bridge .

City of Canterbury
Bankstown

Invited 18/04/2019
Attended 29/04/2019

Submitted 20/04/2019
Follow up email sent - 7/05/2019
Call from Allan Shooter on
14/05/2019 to request extension to
17/05/2019
Response received 20/05/2019
Further comment received
24/05/2019

I'm wondering if alternative solutions were considered when determining an appropriate
mounting system for the GST? I am not satisfied with the solution proposed at this point.
The proposal is very high and visually quite intrusive.
Can a more suitable and sympathetic alternative be considered such as ground mounting
adjacent to the tracks? Open to other suggestions.
Email 2
In response to Dan’s email below with regards to the CHMP the only additional query I
have (other than the GST comments emailed to Dan on Monday) is in relation to the South
Parade noise wall. I provided comments on it a little while back so my comments may or
may not have been passed on. Nonetheless I have copied this in below again just in case.

Email 1
JHLOR is reviewing the design to minimise visual impacts while
maintaining safe access. JHLOR is aiming to reduce the height of the GST
posts to the existing hand-rail level (or as near to this level as possible), to
maintain the current visual aspects. JHLOR will work with their Heritage
Consultant to derive a solution.
Email 2
The noise wall has been removed from the scope.

1. South Parade, Campsie Noise wall. Has this been confirmed as necessary and how
effective are they? If it is not required I’d rather not have one as I am of the view that such
elements have a significant visual impact on the setting of the railway station and the visual
curtilage of the heritage item opposite. If it is necessary can a detailed landscape plan be
considered to ‘soften’ the impact of such a wall.
Inner West Council

John Holland Laing O'Rourke Joint Venture

Invited 18/04/2019
Attended 29/04/2019
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Submitted 20/04/2019
Response received 6/05/2019

The CHMP for early works is considered broadly acceptable. I note it doesn’t address the
main construction works for SW Metro and a separate plan will be submitted.

Noted.
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Appendix B
Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs)
The list of registered Aboriginal stakeholders/Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) and associated
contact details for the Project area included below:
Stakeholder
Darug Land Observations
Darren Duncan
Murri Bidgee Mullangari Aboriginal Corporation
Tocomwall
Darug Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessments
Kamilaroi-Yankuntjatjara Working Group
Woronora Plateau Gundangarra Elders Council
Aboriginal Archaeology Service Inc
Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council
Metropolitan Local Aboriginal Land Council
Gundungurra Tribal Technical Services
Aboriginal Heritage Office
(North Sydney Council)
Tony Williams
Bilinga Cultural Heritage Technical Services
Gunyuu Cultural Heritage Technical Services
Munyunga Cultural Heritage Technical Services
Murrumbul Cultural Heritage Technical Services
Wingikara Cultural Heritage Technical Services
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