


 

 

16 to 17), and its status as one of the ‘earliest but also the most authentic of the 
Hunter homesteads...so it's extremely rare for those values alone’ (lines 22 to 24); 
  

• Mr Howarth’s submission regarding the significance of the European heritage aspects 
of the Ravensworth Homestead complex at page 10, lines 7 to 15; 
 

• Mr Smith’s reference to the intangible values of the Ravensworth Homestead 
complex, beyond the archaeological aspects, on page 12, which Mr Smith submits 
may be lost if the heritage buildings are relocated; 
  

• Mr Smith’s reference to the authenticity and integrity of the heritage values of the 
Ravensworth Homestead complex on page 13, lines 1 to 13, which the Panel has 
taken as a submission on the value of the heritage items remaining in-situ;  
 

• Mr Howarth’s submission at page 14, lines 23 to 27, that the proposed relocation 
would diminish or eliminate the current state significance of the heritage values of the 
complex to a point where it may not meet the threshold for local listing; 
 

• Mr Meredith’s submission at page 16, line 39 to page 17, line 8 regarding the heritage 
impacts of relocation – particularly that relocation ‘diminishes the opportunity for us to 
tell the truth about the history of this country by taking it out of context…’; and 
 

• Mr Meredith’s suggestion at page 24, lines 12 to 30 that relocation of the buildings 
‘diminishes that opportunity for the truth-telling and it diminishes the opportunity for us 
to come together as Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people that live in this country’. 

 
 
Given the matters raised at that meeting, the Commission Panel requires further assessment 
of the anticipated impacts of the Project on matters relating to both Aboriginal and European 
heritage.  
 
That further assessment should respond to all matters raised by Heritage NSW and the 
Heritage Council in the 28 March 2022 meeting as well as address the following specific 
questions: 

 
1. At [274] of the Assessment Report prepared for the applications, the Department 

stated that: 
 
‘The Department and Heritage NSW are satisfied that Glencore has explored 
and identified reasonable and feasible measures to minimise the Project’s 
impacts on Aboriginal heritage value, and that the Project’s residual impacts 
are unlikely to have a significant incremental or cumulative impact on the 
Aboriginal heritage values of the region.’ 

 
At the 28 March 2022 meeting, officers of Heritage NSW spoke in detail regarding the 
impact of the Project on both Aboriginal and European heritage values.  
 
For example, at page 16, line 39 to page 17, line 8, Mr Meredith of Heritage NSW 
stated: 



 

 

 
‘What one person considers to be significant might not be significant to 
someone else but if we take that out of context and move it you don’t have the 
opportunity to learn and experience country.  

 
As the Chair of the Heritage Council mentioned, Wonnarua countries have 
significant impacts over a long period of time. There is not a lot of in situ 
material. I was speaking to Aboriginal people on the weekend and they were 
talking about they will spend a lot of money to move the building but basically 
everybody believes that Aboriginal cultural heritage isn’t significant and, you 
know, can just be destroyed for a short term economic gain. It diminishes the 
opportunity for us to tell the truth about the history of this country by taking it 
out of context…’ 

 
The evidence given in the 28 March 2022 meeting suggests that Heritage NSW is no 
longer satisfied that the Project’s residual impacts are unlikely to have a significant 
incremental or cumulative impact on the Aboriginal or European heritage values of the 
region.  
 
Accordingly, the Panel requests that the Department provide further assessment 
clarifying how the current position of Heritage NSW affects the recommendations put 
forward in the Department’s Assessment Report and recommended conditions of 
consent. 
 
 

2. At [257] of its whole-of-government Assessment Report, the Department states that: 
  
‘Given the available mitigation measures, the Department does not believe that 
the heritage values of the homestead outweigh the social and economic 
benefits of the coal resource such that it would warrant retention of the 
heritage item in-situ…’ 

 
Given: 
 

o what appears to be a developing position on the part of Heritage NSW and the 
Heritage Council regarding the heritage values of the Ravensworth Homestead 
complex – specifically, the value of the heritage items at the complex 
remaining in-situ; and  
  

o the Department’s view with respect to the cost benefit analyses, as expressed 
in the transcript of day one of the public hearing at page 10, lines 13 to 14, that 
there is ‘quite an extreme sort of sensitivity range when you look at the 
different methodologies’, 

 
does the Department’s view, reflective of a whole-of-government assessment, remain 
that the social and economic benefits of the extraction of the coal resource still 
outweigh the heritage values of the Ravensworth Homestead complex? It would assist 
the Panel if the Department could provide additional assessment on this point. 
 






