Moorebank, Proposed Intermodal Terminal - Heritage Assessment

The findings of the Brooks and Associates report (2002) need to be read in conjunction with the final

divestment strategy for the DNSDC site.

rchaeological potential

The following assessment of archaeological potential within the DNSDC site is based on documentary
research, an analysis of available plans and aerial photographs of the site, and a site inspection.
Archaeological potential is the likelihood of intact archaeological deposits being present, and is assessed
through a consideration of the durability of the material that makes up these deposits and the subsequent

ground disturbance that may have impacted on them.
Military sanitary depot

Before the construction of the 5th Aust. BOD in 1944, the only development to have occurred within the
SIMTA site was a sanitary depot that was labelled near the eastern boundary of the site in a 1943 plan.
The plan was created as part of a proposal for a new sanitary depot, to allow the closure of the existing
depot before the construction of the 5th Aust. BOD. Documentation related to the original depot is very
sparse and there was no available information about its date of construction, the specific nature of its
operation, or the manner in which it was decommissioned. An aerial photograph from 1943 shows that
the depot consisted of a partially cleared area, which encompassed a few irregular pits that appear to
have been holding water at the time of the photograph. The photograph does not show any sign of formal
infrastructure. It is assumed that the pits would have been filled when the depot ceased operation,

however, it is not known what material was used as fill.

The area of the former sanitary depot was used as an open parking and storage space during WWII and
was not built upon until the 1990s, when two large warehouse buildings and an associated bitumen car
parking area were built on the site. It is likely that fill deposits within the former sanitary depot pits are
present beneath the current buildings and bitumen surface, however, it is not known what these deposits
may consist of. It is possible that the pits were simply filled with dirt or sand, but they may also have

been filled with discarded structural material or other refuse such as metal, glass, and ceramic.

Any artefacts contained within the fill deposits would be out of context and, due to the lack of
documentary evidence related to the depot, the provenance of this material would be unknown.

Consequently, it would be difficult to formulate and answer pertinent research questions based on this
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material. It is not anticipated that potential archaeological deposits associated with the former sanitary

depot would be of high research significance.

5t Aust. B.O.D.

Plans of the site dating from the 1950s to the 1980s show that numerous structures were previously
situated throughout the site in locations that have undergone little or no subsequent development. These
include structures of various sizes and types, and their locations are marked in Figure 30. It is possible
that structural material related to these former buildings exists beneath the ground surface, and this
material would be likely to consist of concrete slabs and/ or brick footings. The concrete slab éf one
former store building is still clearly visible and is used as an open-air storage area (Figure 30). The
historical plans also indicate the presence of water mains and sewerage pipelines throughout the site, as

well as numerous latrines which may have contained refuse deposits.

Because the layout of buildings at the site has remained largely unchanged, the connecting roads are still
located in the same places. It is possible that earlier road surfaces, which are likely to have been
constructed of reinforced concrete, tar, or bitumen (Letter from Colonel Garnsey 5/4/44, NAA: SP459/1,
420/7/1153), are preserved beneath the current surfaces. The alignment of the roads and buildings also
indicate the location of the old railway sidings, one of which is still clearly visible in the southern portion

of the site.

Opverall, there is a high potential for surviving archaeological remains associated with structures and
features dating to WWIL Any archaeological remains dating to WWII have the potential to be of historical
significance as features of a military depot that has been of local and national importance for almost 70
years. However, the archaeological resource at the site is limited in nature and is unlikely to be of high

research significance.

Because the site was never occupied by the personnel who worked there, there is little potential for the
type of accumulated refuse deposits often found at occupation sites, which can provide information
regarding changing lifeways over time. It is therefore unlikely that the site would yield significant

evidence related to the personal experiences of workers at the site over the years.

Archaeological remains of former structures have the potential to be of moderate research significance, as
they may provide new evidence about the building types present throughout the site and the materials

from which they were constructed.
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The water mains and sewerage pipes known to exist within the site are of low research significance as the
locations of these pipes are already known from documentary evidence and the pipes themselves would
be unlikely to make a significant contribution to the existing knowledge of the site.

Figure 30: Locations of former buildings (purple) in undeveloped areas of the DNSDC site (based on a 1966 plan
of the site). Inset shows surviving slab of former store building. (Base map - Google Earth)

Impact Assessment

Specific details regarding the potential impacts of the SIMTA proposal on the DNSDC site have not yet
been finalised and so this assessment of impacts is preliminary. The SIMTA proposal is likely to involve
the demolition or removal of some or all of the WWII buildings, the construction of new buildings, and
landscape modification through the installation of new water, sewerage, trade waste, and power

infrastructure. These changes would have a major impact on the heritage significance of the site.
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The DNSDC site is of national significance as an extremely rare complex of WWII era military buildings
that have remained in use by Defence until the present day. In particular, the 18 WWII period
warehouses are rare and representative examples of the unique aesthetic and technical characteristics of
military buildings of this time, and their locations and orientations also indicate the alignments of former

roads and rail sidings through the camp.

The SIMTA proposal is likely to involve the demolition and/or removal of some or all of the heritage
buildings and will have a significant detrimental impact on the heritage value of the site. The absence of
the buildings would impact the relationships that currently exist between the different buildings, the
historical road and rail alignments, and the broader landscape; and the site would no longer retain any

visible physical connection to its long military history.

If some of the buildings are relocated and preserved elsewhere (possibly for adaptive reuse), then these
structures would retain some of their heritage value. However, the Burra Charter (Article 9.1-9.3) states
that the physical location of a place is part of its significance and that relocation is generally unacceptable
unless it is the sole means of ensuring the survival of a heritage item. When a building is moved it should
be moved to an appropriate location and given an appropriate use, although it is important to note that
the preservation of some buildings in other locations would not mitigate the detrimental impacts to the

heritage value of the DNSDC site itself.

The construction of the proposed intermodal terminal is also expected to involve widespread subsurface

impacts, which would affect known and potential archaeological resources.

Table 3 describes development and mitigation options for the SIMTA site. The measures of likelihood are

classified as:

*  High - will probably occur in most circumstances.
*  Moderate - potential to occur at some time.
*  Low- unlikely to occur in most circumstances.

* Negligible - Negligible chance of occurrence.

These measures of likelihood are used in mitigation options tables for each section of the proposed

development area.

artefact artefact.net.au




Z6 abeyq

JO uonEAIRSaL ] "duedIuSis agejuay
1191} 9AI3SUOD O] 19PIO Ul 3]BJS JUILIND
sit ut duqey fexrsAyd mayy Sunrejurew

AAJOAUT PNOM SBUIP[M] [IMM

Y] jo awos 10 [ jo uogeaasaxd ayy

“Bumas sy pue Surpping

ay Jo aouedjiudis aSejuay ayy uo pedug
[ewnuiw aaey pnoys jng quawdopsap
VIIAIS 241 jo 11ed se ind aq pjnom
s2urpng ayj yorym oj sasn ayj uodn
puadap pmom asnas aagdepe jo uwog
AYL "pauleIdr aq pInom (|2dis pue aquin
aysodwod pue ‘wieaq pue jsod 1aqum)
sad &) Suippmgq a101s Yjoq jo sojdwexs
aanejussaxdai ‘“Aqpeapy -aps ay jo Arojsiy
Lreyrrw au 03 uonPauued e aszasaxd
P[MOM pUE ‘[BACWAT 10 uoijowap

[£10] PIOAR PINOM 1] "SAem mou ul

9513l 10 A[qRIMS WAL} e O} I3PIOo ul
ssurpping aiy Sunaj[e aA[oAul oM sjis
u1 sgurppmg awos jo asnai aandepe ay |

UOTEAIISUOD 1134

Mo[fe o} suIppng jo uoyeALIsaL

-a1qeonpoead 1aAa191 8 “njrs
1 s3uipping 3y jo asnas aandepy

PAPSE 2q pnas sSmpgmg up __

JO oD pue Sumes 3 e pagemosse __
SIE ), M A o anges ey

i 3o awos 2azasasd posm aps s |

<Surppng fje 30 3usos o wonesssu 2] |

oy

TIIER

a2 ST EENL
_ﬂumm .mﬂa Eﬂﬁgu

|

sanjea a8ejuay uo 333
s pue £8ajens uoneSynu jo Arewung

sor8ajens uogeSynn ajqissog

pedumi jo DurdguSic

uendo
Jo pooyiEyI]

nendo
uamdegasigg

295 V LINIS — 2jqe) suopdo suoneiynu pue juawdopaag g AqeL

JUBWISSISSY ASPIUAY - [PunLIA | epouisau] pasodoly] “quagaiooy




£g afey

nejeusesye

apqisiafagissasoe A[isea ue apraosd sou
‘SSurpping 10 a11s Ay Jo sanjea .umﬂ_aaa
ay) dazasuod Apenioe jou pnoas uondo
uoneSnu SNy | "a)1s ) 0j apew aie
safueys Aue ar0Jaq usyeIApUN Aq ppIcYS
(ay1s ayp jo nofe] oy pue ‘Saapsuony
sSutpying oy Supnpur) s g

Jo Buipionas siydesBojoyd pue fearyay

SBupimg [mm Ay

JO awos Jo asnar aandepe pue uonednins
Ayl Y wonaunfuoo ur pafojdusa

J1 DANRAYJD 180w 2q pinos uonejadiaur
fernpalyasy “ays ayl 1e Jnode] pue
sSurpnng 1awiro] sy SuistpLowaw pue
ised Aseyipur s apis ayy Sugdapal jo sem

© aq pmom uonejaidiajul eimpajigpry

‘PAEORE
U33q 3AP1 YOI SSUpImg

AUR J0 SUDIRNI] 35U 24 1T

PR 3315 33 12 pISY Spauta ) o ”

sawdod qrs s i jo Buipionas

siydesSooyd pue panpry

{sspeag]

Suipung s Suniusn 59) e
V1INIS A U SJusinsgs fernionmgs
JO uompnEsuo pue uSisap

3] WIYILM SWI anfea ASejay

Ay Jo uoneazdaaul [EIRHAIY

~SSUEPING 3 30 BrnnLeT

{due) ieygne mp gonong gusesEts

IT02 PP DR [EIES1a0 TR SISR RGOy
Apqe pue inodeg gz g Supnpan
sSuippng [ryusy o ot SpEpensed Guses
ALryapna © 52 F§00 <32 41 S A Sa g0
FOUZHINILTS [TUOGE MATW S
U1 SLOTSLAPaIS P U ES pussy patfing

P O SFUANISE PUT SIUPPGnOg
{ERLIURSTY [EG] SENS WGEG-d POt 88 JUR

IO AR I IS IASNQ AR S SR

A (Lo PRYSTUTIIP 2g PR S e

e A

UL O WSS T ST SN |
‘Peun 157 AP F0S S0 )0 SIEpITag |

S3epzay g wo pedoy prennis o 2y _

PIRC SANINNS [F o @0GRemap syg |

TmmRogRaTw ||

[FRuaisear avy |

srar greaadtigRears
Apevond
W SR TS [ WA

A O MInmIE g

“1qeta sBulpimg

AY) JO ASN 2ININJ YR PINOD jeL
SUONEIS)[B MO[[P JUlt ACLU PUe |Xajue)
afejuay o1 pajelal sanea Pajje ppnom
nq ‘sanjea afeiay 3mq jo woRUAaL

Ayl Mejipoe) pinom sEuppng sy Jo suios

san[ea agejuay uo 335)a
syt pue A897en)s uoneSynu jo Lrewwng

sai18a1esis voneSynu ajqissog

pedms jo ouedyiuSic

il

| 3% posysEyny

e

IUBLISSASSY AFLIUAY - (PUKLIDT |2 Poiuinu] pasodas] “uegaiaugy




G abed nejsupespe 12ejIe
10 3718 A1) JO sanjea adejLay aif] AIISUOD |
Aqpempae Jou pnom uondo uoyeSynu _
sy ‘s8uippng pue ays ay Jo ysed _
aYJ ILM UOI2UUO0D B uTejal pinom jey) s Aseyupe |
UoHeULIojul [enjxaiuod apraoid pnosm JURLIIP © 0 IMREA Ag pesn g of |
L3y ‘s3urppnq pajesopas jo suoneso| mau Anunuod ) sSulppng u soy Hewdesdde __
AU} JE pue )iS A Je PAY AIIM SPI0daL AL A PR 3] UORGELAP oy Agespasd
asayj jo sardod jj *pajesopas ase sGuiping uaaq asey Piym sSuppng <3 /[P pou Afsgra Pl “SousEmgRISs
Aue 210§5q uaxepapun aq poys Aue jo suogedop mausyije | snenswosdas pue spmgsae g weye
(o115 21 Jo 1o Le] A1) pue ‘SaAPSWAY) | PUE 3 A 1e PlAY SPIO0aL g O Pmom sSuippmg g §o BoGEXGES X[
sduipjing ay) Surpnpur) ausayy | s21dod yim “aps s Jo Surpaodas ,
Jo Butpiooas dyderdojoyd pue eanpry swydesSoroyd pue eanpry aderspue] sapeosq |
2y) pue ‘S (s pue peos |
‘sSutppng [LMM 2w [eIL03sIY Sufp “SSUIP(ING WRSEHIP A | amps
JO 2wos jo asnaz aandepe pue uonedo[as U233q IS0 Apuaum geu sdagsusgegs _ FEEyIy §i 20 e
241 Yim uogduniucd ur pajojduwa g Sumpedun pue Sumas feomogsRy STUBPTIG A 40
JE2AND3J33 Jsow g pom uonejardiajur s JEg Wior W Sumousas g peonpa __ | A e g g
[LIMIANPIY "3} A Je INoAe| pue | W INIS I JO SIUMUSS [eanpdns ApueoyniSis 2q s 25 SN | RIER ARG
sSupng 1aunioj ay) SuistfeHowawWw pue jo vogonnsuc pue uSisap | ap pue sSupgmg i jo sanjes by s
ised Areypiu s ap1s o) Sundapar jo fem 3 unpim swap anfea aSeyuay 24 “Sumpags X jo agey fesigd | e s anpdnpe
€ 3q prom uogeprdiur eIy | ayi jo uoperaidiu empanpsy | s o) spedion ou ag ppnose a5 gy | FpEsApogy A0y WODEARY
|
“watf} jo uoneardiam _
sanfea adejuay uo Paye wondo monde
syt pue 4A8ajens uoyeSynu jo Lewums | saajens uoneSynu apgissog pedus jo ursymSic 30 posg] suamdsia s
cos

JudwWSsISSY dSeIua - jeunusd] fepouuu] pasodoiy fuegaioogy




Gg sbed

neEupesye

10EJOLIE

10 ayis 2] Jo sanpea afejuay A aasasuod
Ajfenioe jou pnoss uondo voneSnur sy
‘1asamop] sSurppmgq pue ajs ay) jo 1sed
A YIIM UORIAUUOD B UTRJAT PINOA Jely)
HONRUIOJUL [PNIXajuod apaold ppioss
Lo sBuippng pajedofai jo sungesn) Mau
Y] 18 PUR DS DU 18 PaY 2495 SPICDDS
asayy jo sardoo jj “paesoar ate sfurpymg
Aue a105aq uaelapUn ag pnoys

(2115 2y Jo Mo fe] ayy pue “saajasiay;
sSuipping ay) Sutpnpu) as aug

30 Surpacoar siyderSojoyd pue jeanpay

sBurppng [LMM A

Jo awos Jo asnaz sandepe pue uogeaojar
ap s vonpunfuoed ur pasojdwa

J1 2A129)JA 150w aq pmos uogeiaadiajun
[RINAIYDIY "al1s A 18 Jnoke) pue
sBurpping Jawasog ay) SwsipLows pue

1sed Arejipnu s aps oy Sunpapal jo Jem

paienoga

UA3Q SARY LM SAun G

AUP §0 SUONEM] AL3L N 52

PU 31IS SU 1 PRy Spacaaz 3uj §o
sardoo yyia “aq1s aig jo Suiprona

nydessojoyd puw feanpsy

2

VIINIS 341 jO SIUADIA [RIngns |

30 uorPRIIsH pue uSisap

o) uryiia sussy Anjea aFeyusy |

anunucs o) sEaipgng mg 507 meadosdds
2g plvom i BeRRewsp o) mgeseasd

%A PUE SRS

SiTESpT pou g
23CICADEER P MHIEST 255 Lepad

PIeos SSUIPEnG S 30 UORER0LHE g

AP pUP “SUARDEETE 204 pUE el

TEPUOISY R SEImPRnG USSP MR

13U WEOT] IR SARAAER Ag DANEpS)

AR PUT <SPG A M0 SIES SRTREay

T SEITANS NG J0 Jaaee) grrasand

s Azegmmen ||

JUIISIND £ U0 DU S0 P SG 0y |

“2EEPRpIST] Sepensy |

WIDAAY F530 ARSI Jeg sdnsaenEas |

2 Sugredim pre Supas feramssy |

Anueoymeis 2q pRem 235 D0NA |

ey |

SRETIEAY 40730 A5

SRIEpEng g go

[T as[mbs go o ||

FERwennmRne) |

g

= e Al oS e

B 7q pinoa uogeppidaul jespaypsy | oy jo uoneaidisjus ey | g or soedan ot 2g pymose 2mmn Ay SETPGY, | 20G HEEERRY |

“wo jo vopeardinul ajqistajapgissanoe J

Apisea ue apraosd Jou ‘sSuipping | I

sanjea afejuay uo aj)2 u wousde M s H_

sj1 pue A8a1e135 uoneSyw Jo Arewung saifarens uoyeSyna a1gissog pedwms jo axuwanuSig _m" opesgyEyr] | wewdogasag __
e

JUBWSsassy A8zl - JPunIS ] [Epemiiaiu] pasoderg “yungateny




95 abed neBuesye 108ILIE
pajardiaut aq poys sSupjmq pajesopas 1 W pue IS W NS i _
pue 1)is 1l 2y Y1oq jo sanfea oFejuay ayy | 1e sanjea aSejuay jo uoneiaidia 1_
|

‘paaasaxd aq o sBurpping “Surpaonas
pue a1s ayj Jo souedyudis afejuay aydesBojoyd pue eanpry _
A Jo auros Moj[e pue asnuoidwod sais 12110 e sSurppng susos ___
aAndayya ue apiaoid pnos suondo Jo udyeasasasd pue uonesoEy |
UOHESHI JO UOHEUIGLIOD © “UONIOWP mﬂ..ﬁ 330 je SSuIpjing susos “Ss0§72) SUNMULIAP 1O Pue LoD |
uey) JAYIEL I9AIMOH "Paule]al aq pnom | jo asnas aandepe pue uogedoy suondo 3o uoneuguIcH A o puadap i @ -apar
sBuIpimq MM 243 Jo [[e ey Apsyun #i15 Ul SSUIP(ING s Jo Pinom ing Juetuss 3q o) i 25w 28w smd |

st 11 quawdofpaap ayj Jo a1njeu aifj uasr

asnai aandepe pue uofjeassue)

33is ) Jo sonpes Ideyuay A o) speduy |

40 MOPATHTOD V- |

“211s DASNA Y1 pue s3urpping

I} O] Paje]a1 UOHPULIOJUT [ELI0ISIY

pue ‘sueid ‘sydeiBojoyd Sunmnjeaj siajsod
10 a8eusis se yons — sfurp[mg ai ugim
uonelaxdiajur a8ejuay Joy adods azow
mofpge Aew (asnazx aandepe o3 pasoddo

se) sSutpjmg ayj jo uoneasasaid ayy

‘pasojdua aq o}
paau os[e pmom suondo uoneSnynu By
‘way) jo uonejaidiajur a|qisia/a|qissade

Aisea ue apiaoid ou ‘sSurpjing

sanfea adejuay uo 2352
s}t pue £Sajex)s uoyeSynu jo Areunung

sarSajexns uoneSnnu ajqissog

pedui jo oue>ySic

30 pooyuETy

JUBLSSISSY ITPIUAL - [PUNIA] [epouisaju) pasodotyd “yurgasoogy




16 abey nelsupEisuE 10EJILIB
“311s 2u jo sanjea afejuay sifooseypIequsnsEm | _ (e ||
3] noqe vonewsojur Sunaidiajur afejuay paunenb Enened feaSmensgee i _ eI
| |
pue Surpiodal jo sueaw e apiactd proess Ajenrdordde ve {g parnpuod §O 22T AR EAELN PRSI f O STRID

Anu se uonjeSysaaut [efojuaeyase

Aq pareSnnu aq pmoas spedur

SUOHBATIND 153] [EDIB0aTLDe

10 $IOM §0 SuLoucyy

SLFUIRI IO RULPE AP 50 Pusdap

i spedom 20 56 Suesgndic Ay

b IS SONDROEDND |

! TREWRIAOTS

“paroeduut ate Loy azojaq

san[ea afe Ly uo Uorewojul 15afjon
JAPI0 Ul 9}1S AL O] APEW 2IE SaFuBLD Aue
210J2q UM{PLIAPUN Aq PINOYs Surpiodal

anjdesfooyd pue rangpie papeiag

S DASNG M
U0 S2UNJINIS I3ie pue SSuiping
561 Myl uAIMIaG drysunnzpar

Y §0 SUIPL0IAL [PATIY

poredun 252 sEmping Sigal
U A0 JR 0] A PN S0 @ 47 TS

Y B TNIESPRSIE ARSI SN A SEoeda]

THiH] H

o fistiatel ok s ot [

"2Y15 Ay 0] apew ase safueyd {ue

210J8q USNPHIAPUN aq pjnoys Suipional
aydesSojoyd pue jeanyde papeiag

"031s DASNA M jo nodep pue sSurpymg |
Jawi10] ayj 0 saaudingas earsAyd spnyput
proys uoteiasdiajun sty ca)s v KIS
ALY} UO STUALA[S [RINPANS O UONINNSUOD
pue udisap ayj ySnouy) pajardiajm ag
PIMOYS 2118 W TIN]S 3yl Jo sonea afejuay
YL "ANs DASNG 21 pue sSuspjing

Y1 0] PAJLIAT UGTRWIOJUT [EILIOJSTL
1ofpue ‘suerd “sydesSojoyd Suunyes

s1ajsod 1o aBeuss jo asn o ySnonp

sduiprng paedoas

)

|

Il . 1
ALY AT T

| f SR il

|

sanea afejuay uo Paije
s31 pue A8a1ens voneSijiw jo Lrewuing

satfajens uoneSnuu ajqissog

eduus jo ousiySg

UOWISSASSY ABRILAY - PR [epouiiau] pasododd yuegaiao)y




Moorebank, Proposed Intermodal Terminal - Heritage Assessment

7.1.2 The School of Military Engineering

Assessment Criteria

The table below outlines a selective summary of the significance assessment detailed in the State

Heritage Register listing for the School of Military Engineering. It provides a context for the

recommendations for the section to the site to be impacted by the SIMTA proposal.

pattern of the local area’s cultural or

natural history.

Criteria Description Significance Assessment
A - Historical An item is important in the course or The site demonstrates the military
Significance

history of the area and particularly
relates to Australia's military

engineering history.

B - Associative
Significance

An item has strong or ﬁpecial
associations with the life or works of a
person, or group of persons, of
importance in the local area’s cultural or

natural history.

The site is associated with the Royal
Australian Engineers and is a
testimony to their contribution to

Australia's war campaigns.

C - Aesthetic
Significance

An item is important in demonstrating
aesthetic characteristics and/or a high
degree of creative or technical

achievement in the local area.

The site reflects the changing
technologies used by the Royal

Australian Engineers.

E — Research Potential

An item has potential to yield
information that will contribute to an
understanding of the local area’s

cultural or natural history.

There is the potential to gain more
information on the site from further
architectural, archaeological and

documentary research.

An item possesses uncommaon, rare or

endangered aspects of the local area’s

cultural or natural history.

The site contains a number of war

memorabilia that are rare heritage
items that reflect Australia's military

past.

The following statement of significance is taken from the State Heritage Register listing for the site:

“The School of Military Engineering demonstrates the military history, particularly the

engineering military history of the area. The site encompasses a complex of heritage

items that are associated with the Royal Australian Engineers. It traces the evolution of

the technologies used by the RAE. Much of the war memorabilia on display is now rare.

The site is representative of the RAE's pride in their military past and present. There is

artefact
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the potential to gain more information on the site from further architectural,

archaeological and documentary research.”

Archaeological Potential

Approximately four hectares at the southern end of the main SME complex, and around 16 hectares
within the vegetated part of the complex (south of the DNSDC site), is included in the area of the
proposed rail corridor that forms part the SIMTA proposal. The southern end of the main complex is
part of the RAE golf course and has been highly disturbed through the creation of the golf course and

the existing East Hills railway line that runs along its southern boundary.

The vegetated area is located between the DNSDC site and the East Hills railway line and consists of
approximately 29 hectares of native scrub and swampy land. A railway connection, dating to the
1970s, runs through the middle of this area, between the DNSDC site and the East Hills railway line.
The proposed rail corridor encompasses roughly half of this area, from Moorebank Avenue on the

west to just beyond the existing railway connection on the east.

The proposed rail link itself would only include a narrow strip of land in the vegetated area
(approximately 672 metres long and 20 metres wide), before running along the existing East Hills

Railway corridor.

Historical documents related to the DNSDC and SME sites do not record the presence of any
structures in vegetated area before or during WWII, and plans from the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s show
that there were no structures here during this period. The absence of development was probably due
to the swampiness of the land. In c. 1970, a railway line was built through this area to link the DNSDC

site with the East Hills Railway Line. The area has low archaeological potential.
Impact Assessment

The first stage of the SIMTA proposal will involve the construction of an additional rail line which
would run through a small part of the SME complex: the vegetated area to the south of the DNSDC
site. Impacts would be limited to a small portion of the SME site, and would not have any impact on

the heritage significance of the item.

Table 4: Dévelopmeiit and mitigations options table = SME,

Development option | Likelihood | Significance of | Possible | Summary of mitigation
impact mitigation sirategy /effect on heritage
Part t-_)l"_vé;getated Hi.gﬁ No imI;a_ngts_tb - N/A o | N/A .
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Development option | Likelihood | Significance of | Possible Summary of mitigation
impact mitigation strategy /effect on heritage
portion of SME heritage
developed as part of significance.
the rail corridor.

7.2 Heritage listed items in the vicinity of the study area

itchene use

The Statement of Significance included in the State Heritage Inventory listing for Kitchener House

states that:

“Kitchener House demonstrates the military history of the Liverpool area and the links between
Australia and Britain at the turn of the 20th century. It is associated with Field Marshal Lord
Kitchener and has been the residence of various senior officers and their families for over ninety
years. The site as an example of a Federation style residence indicates a level of technical achievement
and creativity in its design and construction. It is a fine representative example of a Federation style
building set in its own gardens, it is aesthetically pleasing. Kitchener House is now one of the best
preserved Federation Bungalows in the Liverpool area. There is the potential to gain more

information on the site from further architectural, archaeological and documentary research.”

The site is located approximately 650m north of the study area and is well-screened by vegetation,
while a large modern building already blocks views to the south from the house. Longer views of the
building from Moorebank Avenue are not available because of the buildings scale, its boundary
treatment and surrounding mature trees. Therefore, the SIMTA development is not likely to
physically impact on the site or its setting and views. The demolition of the military structures at the
SIMTA site would affect a site with which Kitchener House has a long-standing historic relationship,
however the relationship between the DNSDC and Kitchener House has already been obscured

through the construction of modern warehouse buildings in the area between them.
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Figure 31: Location of Kitchener House - Kitchener House indicated by red arrow; boundary of study area
marked by blue line (Source: http://imagery.maps.nsw.gov.au)
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Table 5: Development and mitigations options table = Kitcheneér House,

‘Development | Likelihood | Significanceof | Possible | Summary of mitigation
option impact mifigation strategy /effect on heritage
Developmentof | High | Noimpactsto | N/A INna
the SIMTA site to heritage significance.
the south of

Kitchener House

The Holsworthy Group

The Statement of Significance included in the State Heritage Inventory listing states that:

é&i;tefaoi
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“The Old Army/Internment Camp Group, Holsworthy, comprises surviving guard
buildings and structures that were elements of an internment camp for Germans and
other Europeans, from 1914-19. The internment of migrants in Australia followed
Britain's foreign nationals policy during World War One and the Army/Internment
Camp Group reflects Australia's strong defence links with Britain. The Old
Army/Internment Camp Group demonstrates Australia's fear of European immigrants
during World War One and concerns that Australia's war effort and national security
were threatened by spies and invasion. The Old Army/Internment Camp Group also
reflects the impact of World War One on Australia's home front when men were interned
and their families left to fend for themselves. The Old Army/Internment Camp Group is
associated with Federation and the acquisition of its remaining buildings, in 1913, was
part of the Commonwealth Government's major program of defence construction for
Australia. The Old Army/Internment Camp Group survives as evidence of the largest
internment camp in Australia during World War One. The guard buildings and
structures are rare in demonstrating the guards' section of a World War One internment
camp in Australia and are also significant because they were constructed by the German
and other European internees. The Old Army/Internment Camp Group has important
associations for those who trained there during World War Two and who undertook
National Service Training or permanent army service there more recently, during its use
as military camp. It has similar associations for members of the World War One Light
Horse Regiments and their families and descendants. It has strong but unpleasant
associations for former internees. It has important associations for Australians as a
reminder of a period of conflict and troubled national identity, involving a deep

suspicion of non-British elements of the population.”

The Holsworthy Group is located south-east of the study area, and is separated from it by an

area of thick scrub. Therefore, the site and its views and setting will not be impacted.

Table 6: Development and mitigations eptions table - Holsworthy Group.

Iié;.e;i;)pment " Likelihood Signi_ﬁ::.ai'tc_e of

option

Possible o Summary of mitig;fion

impact mitigation strategy /effect on heritage
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sow
Development Likelihood | Significance of Possible Summary of mitigation
option ' impact mitigation .strategy feffect on heritage
Development of High No impacts to N/A N/A

the SIMTA site to heritage significance.

north of the

Holsworthy

Group.

Casula Powerhouse

The Powerhouse complex is significant as a site that demonstrates the development of Casula during
a period when industrial expansion and residential growth necessitated an interim local power
supply facility. The complex is a representative example of a power station built immediately after
WWII and represents the end of the transition from steam to electricity as a major power source (State

Heritage Inventory listing “Powerhouse Regional Arts Centre”).

The Powerhouse is separated from the study area by the Georges River and the School of Military
Engineering. Although it is located on a slope, the Powerhouse is well-screened by mature eucalyptus
trees on the south and it is highly unlikely that the building would have views of the study area.

Therefore the site will not be impacted by the SIMTA development.

Table 7: Development and mitigations options table = Casula Powerhouse,

Development Likelihood | Significance of | Possible Summary of mitigation |

option impact mitigation strategy /effect on heritage
K——— S S S, I CARS &~ /1 T . -|-values -

Qutside the N/A No impacts to N/A N/A

development heritage significance.

area.

Railway Viaducts

Both sets of viaducts are significant as they demonstrate the history of the late 20th century
development of a suburban rail network. They indicate a level of technical achievement in their

design, construction and use that reflects the evolution of rail transport to and from Sydney.

As the viaducts are level with the railway lines, and are each located at least 800 metres from the

study area, they will not be impacted by the SIMTA development.

Table 8: Development and mitigations options table - Railway Viadueis,
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L L
Development Likelihood | Significance of Possible Summary of mitigation
option impact mitigation strategy /effect on heritage
QOutside the N/A No impacts to N/A N/A
development heritage significance.
area,
lenfi arm

The Statement of Significance included in the State Heritage Inventory listing states that:

“Glenfield Farm homestead and its outbuildings are of exceptional historical significance

as one of the few surviving rural farm complexes in New South Wales dating from the

original land grant of 1810 and still capable of use for family living and limited farming

activities.

Taken as a whole, the grounds of Glenfield Farm that remain have the capability to

demonstrate both the core activities of the farm, and, to a modest degree, the planting

tastes, garden layout, and functional requirements of successive occupants. Their

approach was, for the most part, pragmatic and utilitarian - as is often the case with

dairy farms - and cumulatively the grounds have high heritage significance (sic).

The homestead and garden complex can still be appreciated to some extent in their

original relationship with the escarpment and Glenfield Creek valley, as can some of

their traditional view prospects.

The place retains its traditional prominence along the ridge from the east, as a local

landmark.”

The Conservation Management Plan (CMP) developed for the site in 2002 emphasised the importance

of the views to and from the east and recommended that they be retained intact (Mayne-Wilson &

Associates 2002:116). The recommended management of the site, according to the State Heritage

Inventory listing, includes ensuring appropriate controls on areas beyond estate to the east within the

estate’s visual catchment. In particular, the scale, height and treatment of the adjacent landfill area

(State Heritage Inventory listing “Glenfield Farm”).

The SIMTA proposal involves the construction of an additional rail line from the intermodal terminal,

across the Georges River, and through the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility, which would then

branch into two lines that would connect with the Southern Sydney Freight Line (SSFL) now in

artefact
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L

construction (Figure 32). Potential impacts to the Glenfield Farm SHR item include impacts to its

views and setting, and a possible increase in noise from activity along the proposed new rail lines and

the SSFL.

Table 9: Development and mitigations options table = Glenfield Fasm.

Figure 32: Glenfield Farm in relation to the study area and proposed rail link

e il LR At
L. | (e e

Shinly Med
: : L T ST 1)
kv s

ras T R T T

Developme:nt " Likelihood Significatl_ce of Possible Summéf? of mitigation

. L e B, miflgation | shstegyiefeconlunngt
Develop rail High Possible impacts to Adhere to If views are retained there will
corridor to the views from Glenfield | Glenfield CMP. be minimal impacts to heritage
cast of the Farm. Limit impacts on values.
Glenfield views from the

artefact ~ arefactnetau - Pagess




Moorebank, Proposed Intermodal Terminal - Heritage Assessment

Development | Likelihood Significance of Possible Summary of mitigation
option impact mitigation strategy /effect on heritage
curtilage. Farm to the east
across the rail
corridor.
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8.0 Discussion

The findings of this assessment of the SIMTA proposal have indicated that there are no heritage
constraints on proposed development within the proposed rail corridor area, or the land within the
Glenfield waste depot. This area is unlikely to contain items of non-Indigenous heritage significance

due to either an absence of historical development, or high levels of disturbance.

The SIMTA proposal would not have any impact on the heritage significance of the following

heritage items in the vicinity:

«  Kitchener House
©  The Holsworthy Group
= Casula Powerhouse

* Railway viaducts on the Southern Railway Line

The SIMTA proposal would have a significant impact on the heritage significance of the DNSDC site,
which is currently leased by the Australian Defence Force and is therefore listed on the CHL and
protected by the EPBC Act 1999. However, the SIMTA site will only be located within a
“Commonwealth Area” for as long as Defence leases the site, and once that lease expires or is
relinquished, the SIMTA site would no longer be within a “Commonwealth Area” and would need to
be removed from the CHL (s341L EPBC Act). It is possible that the site may then be considered for
listing on another heritage register, such as the National Heritage List (NHL) or State Heritage
Register (SHR). If either of these listings were to occur prior to the granting of development approval
for the SIMTA site, SIMTA would be required to fulfil additional obligations under the relevant

heritage legislation.

The ongoing heritage protection measures that will exist once Defence vacates the SIMTA site will

entirely depend on:

*  The terms of any contractual obligations between SIMTA and Defence that operate at that
point in time; and,
*  Whether the SIMTA site is subsequently listed on the NHL or SHR and thereby becomes
subject to the regulatory requirements of the relevant legislation. Different legislative
requirements will apply to the SIMTA site, depending on when development approval is sought and

which form of statutory protection the site is under at that time. However, regardless of the statutory
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context, the heritage values of the DNSDC site are known to be high and it is preferable that
significant elements of the site are conserved where possible, whether this is through the re-use of the

warehouses or the conservation of the most representative samples of the structures.

The SIMTA proposal would have a significant impact on the DNSDC site and its heritage values,
although a combination of mitigation measures would minimise this impact where practicable. The
SIMTA proposal is likely to involve the demolition and/or removal of all or some of the heritage
buildings on the DNSDC site, the construction of new buildings, and landscape modification through
the installation of new water, sewerage, trade waste, and power infrastructure. These changes would
impact on the heritage significance of the WWII buildings located at the DSNDC site, although it is
likely that these impacts would be mitigated by a combination of conservation, adaptive reuse, and

relocation of some of the WWII structures.

If buildings are to be demolished, re-use of heritage fabric within an interpretive context would be
appropriate and archival recording would be necessary. While some recording was completed in 2001
(Brooks & Associates 2002:28), updates to this record would be required. The historical landscape
context of the site should also be taken into account. Elements such as the alignment of the roads and
rail line may be preserved, or embedded through conservation or interpretation in the new

development design (Brooks & Associates 2002:28).

It is recommended that a mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC site as a whole,
once the nature of the SIMTA proposal has been more adequately defined. This strategy may be
based on the potential mitigation options outlined in Table 3 and, at a minimum, would involve
archival and photographic recording of the entire DNSDC site. At the Project Applications stage,
detailed Statements of Heritage Impact should be produced for each stage of the SIMTA proposal,

based on the information provided in this report.

It is possible that archaeological remains of former structures exist throughout the site, and these have
the potential to be of moderate research significance. Recommendations for mitigation and
management measures for areas of archaeological potential would be made within the SoHlIs for each

stage of the proposal.

The SIMTA proposal involves the construction of an additional rail line from the intermodal terminal
which would run through the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility before branching into two lines that
would connect with the SSFL close to the curtilage of Glenfield Farm. Glenfield Farm overlooks this
area, and the proposal may involve impacts to its views and setting. A SoHI for the item should be

completed for the first stage of the SIMTA proposal.
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Table 10: Summary of Heritage Issues and Actions
Area Within the study Listing Actions Required
area?
School of Military Yes Liverpool LEP None
Engineering
Glenfield Waste Depot Yes None None
DNSDC site Yes Commonwealth | Further detailed Statement of Heritage
Heritage List [mpacts at Project Application stage for
different stages of the SIMTA proposal.
Further archaeological
assessment/investigation for areas of
archaeological potential that would be
impacted.
Develop overall mitigation and
e e e S— il N management strategy. A il
Glenfield Farm No State Heritage Statement of Heritage Impacts for views

Register

and context at PA stage.
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9.0 Recommendations

On the basis of background research and a site inspection and adhering to all statutory obligations, it

is recommended that;

¢ There are no non-Indigenous heritage constraints for the land within the proposed rail
corridor, or the land within the Glenfield waste depot. The majority of these areas are heavily
disturbed and do not contain known items of non-Indigenous heritage significance.

*  There are no non-Indigenous heritage constraints on the proposal with regard to the heritage
listed items of Kitchener House, the Holsworthy Group, Casula Powerhouse, and railway
viaducts on the Southern Railway Line.

* The DNSDC site is highly significant and embodies important national heritage values, as
indicated by its inclusion on the Commonwealth Heritage List. It is necessary to conserve the
site’s heritage values where possible. The site will no longer be protected under the EPBC Act
once Defence’s lease of the SIMTA site ends. It is therefore recommended that discussions are
commenced with the appropriate heritage bodies regarding the listing of the site on the NHL
or the SHR.

* The actions necessary before heritage impacts can occur at the SIMTA site will depend on the
statutory context of the site at the time that approval is sought for each stage of the SIMTA
proposal. A SoHI should be produced for each stage of the Project Application process, and
each SoHI should address the legal status of the site and provide advice on required actions
depending on whether the site is listed on the CHL, NHL, SHR, or unlisted at the time that
approval is sought.

* Itis recommended that an overall mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC
site, which may be based on Table 3 of this report,

¢ Further archaeological assessment and possible investigation or monitoring will be required
in areas designated as having archaeological potential, where they would be impacted by the
intermodal terminal development. The SoHIs for each stage of the Project Application process
should address the necessary actions regarding areas of archaeological potential within the
development area for each stage of the SIMTA proposal.

* A Statement of Heritage Impacts should be prepared for Glenfield farm during the staged
Project Application for the rail corridor adjacent to it, as the proposed development may
impact on views and setting of this state significant site.

* If any archaeological deposit or item of heritage significance is located within the study area

and is at risk of being impacted, the NSW Heritage Council should be notified and a heritage
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consultant/archaeologist should be engaged to assess the item to determine its heri tage
significance.

*  As this project will be assessed under transitional arrangements for Part 3A of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, permits and consents will not be required
from the NSW Heritage Branch as a delegate of the NSW Heritage Council to impact on
heritage items within sections of the study area not owned or leased by the Commonwealth.

*  As part of the Project Applications stage a Statement of Commitments relating to non-

Indigenous Heritage should be produced for the study area.
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The Defence Disposal Checklist (Defence Heritage Toolkit, Guide 5)

(from <http://www.defence.gov.au/environment/heritagetoolkit.pdf>)

DEFENCE DISPOSAL CHECKLIST

Steps Finding the answer
L. Identify the values of Firstly you will need to identify the heritage values of
your site the site — check DEMS, ask the local environmeatal

officer ar lock it up on the Australian heritage database
hup:/fvwwenvironment. gov.au/egi-bin/ahdb/search.pl

* Is the place listed on the Commonmwealth Heritage List or the
National Heritage List? If so it will need to be managed under
special provisions set out by the EPBC Act, These are
to ensure the values of the site will be protected during the
sale process and afterwards,

* Is the place listed on the Regiscer of the Natdonal Estate? While
the CHL and NHL are the primary pratected listings, RNE listed

sites still need to be managed through the disposal process
under the EPBC Act

* If the place is not on the CHL or NHL, it may still have state
or local significance, and so is still covered by the EPBC Act,
and will need to have the values protected,

* In some cases there is no information on heritage values for
a site, This does not ahways mean there is none.lt doesn't have
to be listed to have values. Check with the relevant regional
environmental officer to see whether further investigation may
be required. If so, you may need to commission a heritge
assessment via the Defence Heritage Panel. For information
on this see Guide @ of the Toalkit “Defence Guide to Heritage
Management Planning”,

Remember; Heritage values can relate to:

* European built heritage (including archaeclogical potential and
intangible values such as asseciations te a person or group),

* Indigencus cultural heritage (including archasclogical
potential and intangible values associated with mivthical
or ceremonial sites),

* Natural heritage (including aesthetics and view points).
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DEFENCE DISPOSAL CHECKLIST

Steps

Finding the answer

2. [dentify the best way to
protect values @t your site

Depending on your site’s values and level of listing GF it is
listed, unlisted sites can still have values) there see different
levels of protection that can be applied. There are also differen
approgches that cen be applicd depending on the values

e whether they are angible or inangible).

+ For sites with little heritage values (hit don't reed 4 gren deal
ol protection Ce not heritsge listed, and any values not under
threat), you can use an Environmental Clearanoe Cenificate
LEGC) and document what you have done to klemify valaes,
and any prowedion regime. Soe Faatl Sheet 1
ol the Defence Heritage Toolkit [or further information
abeat BOGs.

These measures can outliced In the Conservation Management

Man or by DHEIBC I the natuee of the she is sack that no
lormal due diligence has been underaken,

o (F thwene are more values or ssues w constiden, developing
i disposal conservadon management strategy (DCMS)
o determine the best method of prowectton slurng and altes
sale Is thie bast way w ensare you affird the sie the vght
level of pretedion,

A DOMS can be as e as & puragraph o touch mone,
depeading on the reguirements of each site, These can
b done in house with the belp of Defence Heritage,
ar the relevant Environmenal offieer, or by & member
ol the Defence Terlage tanel.

Thee management of wngille valwes might indude protection
of the butllding, stte, cuniluge, precine or Jandseaping aspocts
that eeprasent the values of the she.

A DOMS might manage intangible values such as the
recognition of mythical places or the docineaiion

ol associative valuey i the values am not represered
In & physteal sie or fealupe,

A DEMS bt also indude messuties © manage hatueal
heritage or aesthetle views by providing recmmendations
foor th protection of nature reserve areas o viewsbieds ino
the site.

;rtef‘éct
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Steps

DEFENCE DISPOSAL CHECKLIST

Finding the answer

2. Identify the best way to
protect values at your site
(continued)

Tor sites with a greater requirement for profection
of its heritage values, methods of protection in the DCMS may
includa:

* advising prospective purchasers of heritage status and
providing copies of ralevant hertage management plans
to assist them with management of tha site;

¢ ensuring the contract indudes a covenant to protect the
CHL valuas of the place, as long as it can be enforced
and will offer certainty that the heritage values will be
maintained appropriately;

¢ entering into an conservation agreement with prospective
purchasers for the protection and conservation of the place;

+ entzring the place in the appropriate state, taritory or local
governmant heritage register,

¢ agrzemant with the purchassr to enter the place in tha
ippropriate state, teritory or local government heritage
registar should be sought in the event that the propery
is later scld into private ownership;

+ copsideration of the possibility of a sale or lease to another
Commonwealth agency as this allows ths place to remain
under the protection of Commonwealth baritage legislation.
Disposal to a state er local governmant authority is also
petentially bepsficial in continuing ‘public’ use of the placs;

+ for some sites, public consultation well before the sals,
and in some cases a communication strategy for the sale;

» for sites that are on the CHL, the requiremsnt to wite to
the Minister for the Environment sand Wader Resourees o
inform of the sale or lease at Jeast 40 days befovs execniing
the contract to inform him about the sale or lease, and how
the values of the place will be protected. The Minister can
respond with other suggestions on howe
to protect the place that you may n2ed to pursuz also.

Remember: The management and protection to the appropriate
Stata and local level will be the responsibility of the purchaser
as they plan and davelop the site undar the appropriata
develepment application processes that apply to tham,
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DEFENCE DISPOSAL CHECKLIST

Steps

Finding the answer

2. 1dentily the best way t
protect values at your site
denntinued)

Howewver, the EPRC Act does reguire that Commonwealth
agencies avoid adverse and significant impacts to Commonwealth
Hertage lised propenies, and avoid signilicant impacts on the
environmen (of which heritsge is 2 pant) for unlisted siws that
display horitage values.

[t is & requiternent that Defenos identife-the-values and whke
ipproprige sweps w satisty themselves that there will be either:

= no impad (hecause there are no veleey 1o be managed
or protected),

* no impact beciuse measures huve been induded via parchaser
direement o vid covenant in the documentation that would
e submited to the MIniswer, B ViE [SUmE ot a StEe or wrriory
levil 10 ensuee that the purctiserwibundentke-appropriste——
sleps as part of their own devslopmentapplication progess.

Remember: Digposal ol a sile is considered an "action” under
the EPIG At IF the Minister responds with furtboer sugiestions
to ensure the appropriate prowaion of twe beeltage vilues,
these noed 1 be considened either s wetivitiey w be undertaken
prior o stle, or & part of your sale sgreement diselosan
docurmenaion

Il sl b not G liskesd and s the Mindser s nat @ be alertesd
In weitieg 40 days pelor o sale, the potential refeeral triggors

viill need to be consdderad as part of the assessiment process, Thie
suctess of o relorrl would deperd on the appropriateness of the
MaNARLMENL Maisues cotmensurale o the lovel ol significarcs
of the sie and the potentlal mpact, the DEMS

Wil supponr vour apptoach in eanaging the potential inpuas

to well Telow b theeshold of signiftcance, The means by which
to peduee the level of slgnificanee of the impact may be any

of those hatts neted abiove for Inkance.

Remember: Appropriate fnvestigation and disdowes wo &
purchiser ensures that Mnancial visk via e sale o laer elalms
are avericded. I alse helps w suppon ke avoldance of apaas
froen & berliage poespeative, whick helps to Tulfil Defonce'y
ehligations under the TPIE Aat

}trze_fac_t-f
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Sweps

doe

DEFENCE DISPOSAL CHECKLIST

Finding the answer

3. Develop your conservation
management strategy

If you need to develop a comprehensive disposal conservation
management stratagy for your site you will need to develap

a Statement of Requirement, whenever possible for the Dafence
Heritage Panel, which should include:

L. Your cowering letter to as per standard template provided
in the Infrastructure Manual,

| €8]

. Project Outline

b

Scope af Services

artefact
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Executive Summary

Artefact Heritage, on behalf of Hyder Consulting and the Sydney Intermodal Terminal Alliance (SIMTA) (a
consortium of Qube Logistics and QR National), has undertaken an assessment of non-Indigenous heritage
for the site of SIMTA's proposed intermodal terminal facility and rail link at Moorebank, New South Wales
(NSW) (SIMTA proposal).

Status of proposed action
SIMTA seeks approval under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth)
(EPBC Act) for the development of the SIMTA proposal, and this document has been prepared to address

the requirements of the “Guidelines for the Content of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement” (EIS
Guidelines) issued on 28 June 201 2.

Separately, planning approval for the SIMTA proposal is also being sought from the NSW Minister for
Planning and Infrastructure (NSW Minister) at State level under the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979 (NSW) (EP&A Act). Non-indigenous heritage impacts associated with the SIMTA proposal will

also be addressed in each application for planning approval for each stage of works.

SIMTA proposal

The SIMTA proposal includes the construction of an intermodal terminal facility located within the current
Defence National Storage and Distribution Centre (DNSDC), which would provide container freight
distribution and warehousing facilities and would be linked to the Southern Sydney Freight Line (SSFL) via a
proposed new rail link. Stage |A of the SIMTA proposal includes all works within the proposed rail corridor,
as well as an area of approximately eight hectares in the south-western corner of the DNSDC. Stage | A
would involve the demolition of existing buildings within the Stage| A area of the DNSDC, excavation,
construction, the installation of new infrastructure services, the creation of additional rail connections, and
the erection of a new bridge over the Georges River to carry the proposed new railway line parallel to the
existing East Hills railway line. It would also involve enabling works in some parts of the DNSDC that do not

fall within the Stage | A footprint.

The SIMTA proposal is proposed to be undertaken as a staged development, and this report includes a
detailed Statement of Heritage Impact (SoHl) for Stage IA, while also assessing potential impacts to
Commonwealth Lands and matters of National Environmental Significance (NES) for the SIMTA proposal as

a whole, in order to fulfil the EIS Guidelines.

The SoHI for Stage |A has been included in this report given that the proposed enabling works for Stage |A

will occur (subject to planning approval) while the DNDSC site is leased to the Department of Defence.
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The SIMTA proposal footprint includes two heritage listed items. The DNSDC is currently listed on the

Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL) and is protected under the EPBC Act, while the proposed new rail link

passes through a small part of the School of Military Engineering (SME) complex, which is listed under the

Liverpool Local Environmental Plan (LEP) 2008 and is protected under the Heritage Act 977 (Heritage Act)

and the EP&A Act. Glenfield Farm, listed on the State Heritage Register (SHR) and the Liverpool Local

Environmental Plan (LEP), is located adjacent to the proposed rail corridor. The curtilage of Glenfield Farm

is located around 50 metres from the western extent of the proposed new rail link, while the house and

farm buildings are located approximately 220 metres from the proposed rail line.

din

On the basis of background research and a site inspection and adhering to all statutory obligations, it is

found that;

There are no items of known or likely heritage significance within the proposed Stage | A rail
corridor area. The vegetated portion of the SME complex to the south of the DNSDC was not
subject to historical development, while the remainder of the land has been significantly disturbed
through the creation of the RAE golf course, East Hills railway line, and the Glenfield Waste

Disposal facility.

The proposed rail corridor would not have a significant impact on the Glenfield Farm SHR item, as
views from the item have already been compromised by the creation of the Glenfield Waste

Disposal facility and the ongoing construction of the SSFL.

The DNSDC is highly significant as a largely intact network of WWill-era buildings, roads, drains,
and rail sidings. It embodies important national heritage values, as indicated by its inclusion on the
Commonwealth Heritage List, and it is necessary to conserve the site's heritage values where
possible. The Stage | A area of the DNSDC does not contain any WWIl-era buildings, but does

include historical road and drain alignments and contributes to the overall significance of the site.

The statutory context of the DNSDC is expected to change in the near future, when Defence
ceases to lease the site (anticipated to occur in 2017) and it is no longer protected as a
"Commonwealth area” under the EPBC Act. The future management of the site's heritage values
will then be guided by any subsequent listing on other heritage registers such as the National
Heritage List (NHL) or State Heritage Register (SHR). If the site is listed on any heritage registers it
would become subject to the regulatory requirements of the relevant legislation. The actions
necessary before heritage impacts can occur at the SIMTA site will depend on the statutory context

of the site at the time that approval is sought for each stage of the SIMTA proposal.
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*  Specific details regarding the potential impacts of the SIMTA proposal on the DNSDC have not yet
been finalised, but the SIMTA proposal is expected to involve the demolition or removal of some
or all of the WWII buildings, the construction of new buildings, and landscape modification through
the installation of new water, sewerage, trade waste, and power infrastructure. These changes
would have a major impact on the heritage significance of the site. The SIMTA proposal would
impact on the relationships that currently exist between the different buildings, the historical road
and rail alignments, and the broader landscape; and the site would no longer retain any visible

physical connection to its long military history.

*  Within the Stage | A area of the DNSDC, heritage impacts are expected to include the removal of
the original road and open drain alignments, possible impacts to potential archaeological material
associated with former structures, impacts to underground water mains and sewerage lines dating
to the 1940s, and significant impacts to the setting and context of three WWIl-era buildings located

close to the north-eastern corner of the Stage | A area (Buildings 6, 10 and | 1).

*  Archaeological remains of former structures may exist throughout the DNSDC (including the Stage
| A area). Such remains have the potential to be of moderate research significance, as they may
provide new evidence about the building types present throughout the site and the materials from

which they were constructed.
Recommendations
In light of these findings, the following recommendations are made:
Commonwealth Lands

*  There are no non-Indigenous heritage constraints for the land within the SIMTA rail corridor area

including the SME land and the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility.

* There are no constraints on the SIMTA proposal with regard to Glenfield Farm. However, it is
recommended that a commitment should be made by SIMTA to plant screening vegetation to
soften the appearance of the rail lines adjacent to Glenfield Farm, if this is not done as part of the

SSFL mitigation measures.

* A Statement of Heritage Impacts (SoHI) should be produced for each stage of the planning
application and approval process, and each SoHI should address the legal status of the site and
provide advice on required actions depending on whether or not the site is listed on another
heritage register or environmental planning instrument at the time that approval is sought. This
report includes the SoHI for Stage 1A of the SIMTA proposal. Each SoHI should also include

recommendations regarding specific mitigation and management measures for each stage of the

artefact artefact.net.au Page iii



Stage 1A

SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

L ]

SIMTA proposal, including consideration of built heritage, views and setting, and archaeological

resources.

A mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC as a whole, once the nature of the
SIMTA proposal has been more adequately defined. This strategy may be based on the potential
mitigation options outlined in Table 8, and, at a minimum, would involve archival and photographic
recording of the entire DNSDC. This recording should be completed for the whole site before

Stage | A commences.

Because approval is being sought at the present time, while the entire area is still leased by
Defence, the approvals process will need to meet the requirements of the EPBC Act 1999. The
Commonwealth EIS, of which this report forms part, must be submitted to the Australian
Government Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities (the

Minister) for approval.

Archival recording in accordance with the DNSDC mitigation strategy (to be developed) would be

undertaken prior to works commencing.

Archaeological monitoring should be conducted for a representative sample of the sites of former
structures that would be subject to proposed subsurface impacts for Stage | A, Monitoring should
be undertaken by a suitable archaeologist with Excavation Director Criteria qualifications, who
would assess the likely significance of any archaeological deposits encountered, and provide advice
regarding appropriate further action. A draft archaeological research design for the monitoring is
provided in Appendix A. If highly significant remains were identified during monitoring, it might be
appropriate to conduct further monitoring for additional sites of former structures or test

excavations.

Possible vibratory impacts to the three WWII-era buildings located adjacent to the Stage 1A area
should be monitored in accordance with any recommendations made in the Construction Noise
and Vibration Management Plan that will be developed prior to the commencement of

construction.

A Heritage Management Plan in adherence to NSW Heritage Council guidelines should be prepared

as part of the Construction Environmental Management Plan for the Stage | A proposal.

If unexpected finds are located during works the NSW Heritage Council would be notified and an
archaeological consultant engaged to assess the significance of the finds. Further archaeological

work or recording may be recommended.

artefact artefact.net.au ) F’age-_iv



SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

)

Contents
1.0 Introduction and background |
I.1 Background to the report 2
111 Scope and limitations 2
1.2 The SIMTA proposal 4
1.3 The study area 8
I.4 Report authorship 9
2.0 Assessment methodology I
3.0 Legislative framework 13
31 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) ........cccvvmmrreemrreessssnnnns | 3
32 The Heritage Act 1977 13
33 Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act) 14
331 Liverpool Local Environmental Plan 2008 15
332 Liverpool Development Control Plan 2008 I5
34 Implications of Legislation I5
34.1  Legal status of heritage items on the SIMTA site 15
3.42 Management responsibilities for heritage items 15
343 Conclusion 16
4.0 Historical context 17
4.1 Early settlement 17
42 The military at Liverpool 17
5.0 Register listings 29
6.0 Commonwealth Lands - DNSDC 33
6.1 Description 33
6.2 Archaeological potential 35
6.2.1 Military sanitary depot 36
6.22 5% Aust. BOD 38
6.3 Assessment of significance 40
6.4  Assessment of potential impacts 44
6.5 Potential mitigation measures 44
6.5.1 Built heritage 44
6.5.2 Archaeological resources 45
70  Stage |A assessment 50

a_ljtefact.net‘al_.l

a.rtefa.bt '



il DNSDC - Stage | A area

7.1.1
7.1.2
7.1.3
7.14
7.1.5
7.1.6

7.2.1
¥.2.2
723
724

7.3 Glenfield Farm

7.3.1
732
7.33
7.34

8.0 Summary

2.0 Recommendations

SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

50

Description 50
Archaeological potential 54
Adjacent WWIl-era buildings 57
Assessment of significance 57
Assessment of impact 59
Potential mitigation measures 65
7:2 The School of Military Engineering (SME) 66
Description 66
Archaeological potential 69
Assessment of significance 71
Assessment of impact 73
74

Description 74
Assessment of significance 75
Assessment of impact 75
Potential mitigation measures 79
7.4 Glenfield Waste Disposal facility — archaeological potential 79
8l

85

88

10.0 References

Appendix A Draft Archaeological Research Design for Stage | A Monitoring

;rtefact

P—age vi



SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

L
Figures
Figure 1: SIMTA proposal footprint (does not include rail corridor surrounding proposed rail link) ................9
Figure 2: Components of the study area. 10
Figure 3: Accommodation huts, Oct 1916 (Source: AWM, ID No: C01205) 18
Figure 4: Plan of the Liverpool Manoeuvre Area c.1915 (Source: Brooks & Associates 2002:7) .......oooocvvsvrerneen | 9

Figure 5: Plan of Liverpool Camp, 1917 (Source: Liverpool City Council
http://ebranch.liverpool.nsw.gov.au/electronicbooks/Subdivisionplans.pdf) 20

Figure 6: 1917 plan showing Liverpool camp, the Remount Depot, the Veterinary Section, and the
Holsworthy internment camp (Source: Ludlow & Snowden 1993:56) 21

Figure 7: Detail of No. | Sub depot on corner of Anzac Rd and Moorebank Avenue 16/9/43 (Source: NAA:

SP459/1, 420/7/1153) 22
Figure 8: Plan of Liverpool military area 6/10/1943, red arrows indicate the Liverpool camp area, the
AFVTTC base, and the School of Military Engineering (Source: NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153) ....c.vvveeeennnn23
Figure 9: Plan of proposed layout of Moorebank Ordnance Depot 25/4/44 (Source: NAA: SP459/1,
420/7/1153) 25
Figure 10: 5th Aust. BOD exterior view of No. 9 Bulk (Crane Served) Technical Store Shed, 23/1/46
(Source: AWM, ID No. 124623) 26
Figure | I: Aerial photograph showing the Ordnance Depot/DNSDC in 1951 (Source: Brooks & Associates
2002:9) 27
Figure 12: Current aerial photograph of the DNSDC (Six Viewer). 28

Figure 13: Liverpool LEP heritage map showing the area of the overall SIMTA proposal and the area of Stage
I A, in relation to locally listed heritage items (Sheet HER_013). 32

Figure 14: Building 7, at the centre of the DNSDC - a typical WWII composite timber and steel crane-

served warehouse building 34
Figure 15: Building 75 (northern end) 34
Figure 16: Interior of Building 75, showing original timber post and beam construction 35
Figure 17: Railway line opposite Buildings 17 and 18 35
Figure 18: Overlay of 1943 plan and current aerial photograph showing location of former sanitary depot

(National Archives 420/7/1153). 37
Figure 19: 1943 aerial photograph showing former sanitary depot (Department of Lands). ..............cccoorereen. 37
Figure 20: Locations of former buildings (purple) in undeveloped areas of the DNSDC (based on a 1966 plan

of the site). Inset shows surviving slab of former store building. Base map = Google Earth.................39
aftefact - m—art_ef_a;czn_et.au o = ﬁége vii



SIMTA EIS — Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

see
Figure 21: Stage | A area in relation to extant WWII buildings (shaded) 51
Figure 22: WWill-era Building 10 (adjacent to the north-eastern corner of the Stage |A area)........................52
Figure 23: Modern Building 16 (adjacent to the mid-section of the Stage | A area) 52

Figure 24: Looking north along the eastern side of the proposed Stage | A area, with WWiII-era Building | |

on right. 52
Figure 25: Northern end of modern Building 19 (located within the Stage | A area). 52
Figure 26: 1940s open drain running north-south through Stage | A area. 53
Figure 27: Road running north-south through Stage |A area (west of Building 16). 53
Figure 28: Bitumen storage area within Stage |A area. 53
Figure 29: Southern portion of Stage |A area, facing south. 54
Figure 30: 1958 plan of Stage| A area (Moorebank 2 B.O.D. Area 25/8/1958, National Archives

CENI 149/FOLDER 64). 55
Figure 31: c. 1966 plan of Stage | A area (2 B.O.D. Moorebank road resurfacing, National Archives

NDL67/484/FOLDER 74). 55
Figure 32: 1967 plan of Stage | A area (detail from plan of proposed East Hills railway line, National Archives

C4177/FOLDER64). 56
Figure 33: 1977 plan of Stage | A area (National Archives C4177/FOLDER64). 56
Figure 34: 1981 plan of Stage | A area (National Archives C4177/FOLDER64C). 57
Figure 35: Stage | A area in relation to existing structures at DNSDC 62
Figure 36: Proposed enabling works (north to left of page) 63
Figure 37: Stage | A area in relation to the sites of former structures (Base map — Google Earth)..................64

Figure 38: Stage | A area in relation to water mains and sewerage lines (1958 plan National Archives
CENI 149/FOLDER 64). 65

Figure 39: Detail of Item 57 on Liverpool LEP Heritage Map (Sheet HER_013) 67

Figure 40: The locations of features included in ltem 57 of the Liverpool LEP (Base map — Six Viewer)........68

Figure 41: Detail of plan dating to 1967 showing former sewer farm at the southern end of the SME site

(National Archives C4177/FOLDERé64). 69
Figure 42: 1952 plan showing area to south of DNSDC (Mitchell Library a4123001). 70
Figure 43: 1977 plan showing area to south of DNSDC (National Archives C4177/FOLDER64). ....................70
Figure 44: Existing rail link running through vegetated area. Facing south-west. 71
Figure 45: At southern end of vegetated area — example of swampy ground. 71
;gf;ct - | artefact.net.;u_ - Iga_gem



SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

Figure 46: Slabs of concrete and other structural material within vegetated area. 71
Figure 47: Pile of bricks, roof tiles and other material. 71
Figure 48: SME heritage curtilage (shaded green) in relation to SIMTA proposal 73
Figure 49: Detail of Glenfield Farm (Item 14) from Liverpool LEP Heritage map (Sheet_013)........ccccoccoon....... 74
Figure 50: View toward Glenfield Farm from the eastern side of the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility ..........74
Figure 51: Glenfield Farm SHR curtilage (shaded green) in relation to SIMTA proposal. 77
Figure 52: View from Glenfield Farm barn toward study area 78
Figure 53: View toward study area from the rear of Glenfield Farm house. 78
Figure 54: View toward study area from upstairs window of Glenfield farm house. 78

Figure 55: 1906 plan with Glenfield Waste Disposal facility area outlined in pink (Mitchell Library al 528523).

80
Figure 56: 1952 plan with Glenfield Waste Disposal facility area outlined in pink (Mitchell Library a4123001).

80
Figure 57: Disturbance within the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility ..........c.cceeeeerrererrvnennn. 80
Tables
Table I: Fulfilment of EIS requirements 3
Table 2: Fulfilment of Stage | A Project Application Requirements 3
Table 3: Land parcels affected by the SIMTA proposal 5
Table 4: Indicative staging for the SIMTA proposal 7

Table 5: Heritage items located in the vicinity of the SIMTA proposal that were assessed in the 201 | report

(Artefact Heritage 201 1)

29

Table é: Heritage items within and near the study area - Liverpool LEP

31

Table 7: DNSDC ~ Assessment of Significance

40

Table 8: SIMTA site — development options, impacts to built heritage and possible mitigation strategies......46

Table 9: Stage | A area of DNSDC - Assessment of Significance

58

Table 10: Stage | A area of DNSDC - SoH|

6l

Table I1: Development and mitigations options table - Stage | A DNSDC.

66

'é.i'tefact : N é&efact.net.au

Page ix



SIMTA EIS — Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

LA N ]

Table 12: SME — Assessment of Significance

73

Table |3: Development and mitigations options table — DNSDC south.

Table 14: Glenfield Farm - SoH|

76

Table 15: Development and mitigations options table — Glenfield Farm

79

Table 16: Development and mitigations options table — Glenfield Waste Disposal facility

Table 17: Summary of Heritage Issues and Actions

80

83

artefact.net.au



SIMTA EIS — Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

1.0 Infroduction and background

The Sydney Intermodal Terminal Alliance (SIMTA) is a consortium of Qube Logistics and QR National. The SIMTA
Moorebank Intermodal Terminal Facility (SIMTA proposal) is proposed to be located on the land parcel currently
occupied by the Defence National Storage and Distribution Centre (DNSDC) on Moorebank Avenue, Moorebank,
south west of Sydney. SIMTA proposes to develop the DNSDC occupied site into an intermodal terminal facility
and warehouse/distribution facility, which will offer container storage and warehousing solutions with direct rail
access to Port Botany. Construction of the rail connection from the SIMTA site to the Southern Sydney Freight

Line (SSFL) will be undertaken as part of the first stage of works for the SIMTA proposal.

The Commonwealth Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities
(Commonwealth Minister) has determined that the SIMTA proposal is a controlled action requiring assessment

and approval under the EPBC Act before it can proceed. The relevant controlling provisions are:
(1) Listed threatened species and communities (sections 18 and I8A, EPBC Act); and

(2) Commonwealth land (sections 26 and 27A, EPBC Act).

The SIMTA site (owned by SIMTA) is located in the Liverpool Local Government Area. It is 27 kilometres west of
the Sydney CBD, |7 kilometres south of the Parramatta CBD, 5 kilometres east of the M5/M7 Interchange, 2
kilometres from the main north-south rail line and future Southern Sydney Freight Line, and 0.6 kilometres from

the M5 motorway.

The SIMTA site, approximately 83 hectares in area, is currently operating as a Defence storage and distribution
centre. The SIMTA site is legally identified as Lot | in DP1048263 and zoned as General Industrial under Liverpool
City Council LEP 2008. The parcels of land to the south and south west that would be utilised for the proposed
rail link are referred to as the rail corridor. The proposed rail corridor covers approximately 75 hectares and
adjoins the Main Southern Railway to the north and south. The rail line is approximately 3.5 kilometres in length,

20 metres in width (variable width) and includes two connections to the SSFL, one south and one north.

The proposed rail corridor is owned by third parties, including the Commonwealth of Australia, RailCorp, private
owners and Crown Land held by the Department of Primary Industries, and would link the SIMTA site with the
SSFL. Existing uses include vacant land, existing rail corridors (East Hills Railway and Main Southern Railway),
extractive industries, and a waste disposal facility. The rail corridor is intersected by Moorebank Ave, Georges
River and Anzac Creek. Native vegetation cover includes woodland, forest and wetland communities in varying
condition. The proposed rail corridor is zoned partly ‘SP2 Infrastructure (Defence and Railway)' and partly 'REI -

Public Recreation’. The surrounding Commonwealth lands are zoned 'SP2 Infrastructure (Defence)'.
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This technical document has been prepared to address both the Commonwealth EIS Guidelines as issued under
the EPBC Act dated (28 June 2012).

The SIMTA proposal will be undertaken as a staged development and approval is being sought from the
Commonwealth Minister for the SIMTA proposal. Staged planning approvals will also be sought at State level under
the EPBC Act in conjunction with approval from the NSW government for the development of Stage | A under the
EP&A Act. The proposed first stage of works is Stage | A, which comprises the rail link connection to the SSFL and
the on-site rail sidings within the DNSDC. The Stage |A area is approximately 7.25 hectares in area and would
contain gantries for unloading freight from trains, container storage areas, a truck loading and unloading area and

administrative ancillary facilities.

On obtaining approval from the Commonwealth and State government agencies, construction documentation is to
be completed and modifications to existing buildings and services would commence as soon as possible to allow

for demolition and construction of Stage | A.

1.1 Background to the report

In 2011, Artefact Heritage was commissioned by Hyder Consulting on behalf of SIMTA, to conduct an assessment
of non-Indigenous heritage to support SIMTA's Concept Plan Application for the SIMTA proposal, lodged with the
NSW Minister under Part 3A of the EP&A Act. That assessment was an overall assessment for the entire project.
The SIMTA proposal is proposed to be undertaken as a staged development, and Artefact Heritage was
commissioned to produce a detailed Statement of Heritage Impact (SoHl) for Stage |A, while also assessing
potential impacts to Commonwealth Lands and matters of National Environmental Significance (NES) in order to
fulfil the EIS requirements. The EIS requirements and the Stage | A Project Application will be addressed in

separate sections of this report.
I.1.1  Scope and limitations
Section 6.0 provides an assessment of the potential impacts of the overall SIMTA proposal across Commonwealth

land and on matters of NES. The assessment is limited by the information available to date. This assessment is

based upon the EIS Guidelines provided by the Commonwealth that were issued in June 2012.

This assessment will address the EIS requirements for the SIMTA proposal, as follows in Table |:
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Table I: Fulfilment of EIS requirements

EPBC Act EIS Requirements for Whole of Site

Where addressed

Identify, describe and map places or items of historical heritage value on
Commonwealth owned or leased land. Describe the significance of the value to

people or groups associated with those places

Section 6.1-6.3

Identify places and items within land owned or leased by the Commonwealth Section 6.0
with historical heritage significance that could be impacted directly or indirectly

by the proposed action.

Provide a comprehensive heritage assessment of the impacts the proposed Section 6.4

action will have on any items with historical heritage values.

Section 7.0 assesses the potential impacts of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal on items of heritage significance and

recommends whether further action is required to fulfil statutory heritage obligations. This assessment will also

fulfil the future Stage | A Project Application Requirements for non-Indigenous heritage for the Stage | A Project

Application, at State level, as follows in Table 2:

Table 2: Fulfilment of Stage |A Project Application Requirements

Where impacts to National, State or locally significant historical

heritage items are identified, the assessment shall:

Where addressed

Outline the proposed mitigation and management measures (including

measures to avoid significant impacts and an evaluation of the effectiveness of

Section 7.1.6/Section 6.5

the mitigation measures) generally consistent with guidelines in the NSW S
Heritage Manual (1996). Section 7.3.4
Be undertaken by a suitably qualified heritage consultant, Section 1.4

Include a Statement of Heritage Impact for all heritage items (including a

significance assessment).

Section7.1.4-7.1.5
Section 7.2.3-7.24

Section 7.3.2~7.3.3
Consider impacts from vibration, demolition, archaeological disturbance, Section 7.1.5
altered historical arrangements and access, landscape and vistas and Section 7.2.4
architectural noise treatment. Section 7.3.3
Where archaeological excavation is required, demonstrate that an appropriate | Appendix A

archaeological assessment methodology, including research design (where
relevant) has been undertaken to guide physical archaeological test excavations

and include the results of these excavations.
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1.2  The SIMTA proposal

The SIMTA proposal is for the construction of an intermodal terminal facility, which would be linked to the SSFL
and would provide container freight distribution and warehousing facilities. The intermodal terminal would be
located within the current DNSDC, and it is assumed that the SIMTA proposal would involve the demolition or
removal of some or all of the existing structures within the site. Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal includes all works
within the proposed rail corridor, as well as an area of approximately eight hectares in the south-western corner
of the DNSDC (Figure I). Enabling works are also proposed to be undertaken both prior to and in conjunction
with the construction of the Intermodal Terminal within the Stage 1A area. The purpose of the enabling works is
to provide the tenant, DNSDC, with replacement infrastructure on its retained leasehold area that is necessary to

its ongoing operations.

Within the SIMTA site, Stage | A would involve the demolition of existing structures and pavements, stripping of
top soil and earthworks including excavation and filling, the installation of utilities, the construction of pavements,
slabs, buildings, a rail siding and gantry rail, and kerbs and gutters. Within the rail corridor, the proposal would

involve the construction of a new rail link with a 20 metre wide easement, and a crossing over the Georges River.
The four key components of the SIMTA proposal are described briefly in the sections below.
Rail Corridor and Rail Link

The proposed rail link is proposed to connect to the Southern SSFL, approximately 500 metres south of Casula
railway station. It would then extend south, then east, crossing Georges River from the south-east corner of the
Glenfield Waste Disposal Centre. The rail link would then continue east within the East Hills rail corridor, before

heading north into the SIMTA Site.

The proposed rail link would be constructed over the following parcels of land (Table 3 provides details for each

land parcel):
*  SSFL rail corridor on the western side of the Georges River.
*  Glenfield Waste Disposal Centre on the western side of the Georges River.
= East Hills rail corridor.

*  Irregular shaped portion of land owned by RailCorp and located to the east of the intersection between

Moorebank Avenue and the East Hills Railway Line.
*  lLand to the south of the DNSDC owned by the Commonwealth.

The proposed rail link would include the following infrastructure:

*  Culvert crossing of Anzac Creek.

artefact artefactnetau - Page 4




SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

*  Acrossing under Moorebank Avenue in proximity to the existing grade-separated crossing which

supports the existing East Hills Railway Corridor.
= Bridging the Georges River.
The indicative rail link alignment is shown in Figure 2.

Table 3: Land parcels affected by the SIMTA proposal

Dirpersitesd Plan Property Address/Desaription

1 1048263 Noorebank Avenue, Moorebank (SINMTA Site)

3001 - 1125930 hoorebank Avenue, Moorebank
(land immadiately south and south-west of SIMTA Site,
including School of Milivary Engineering)

1 825352 Railway land and ta the narth of East Hills Raitway Line

2 525348

1 1061150

1 1061150

1 7iaml

8 833818 Privately owned land north of East Hills Rallway Line, east of

Cumbariand & South Paszanger Line and Southarn Sydney

? 338 Frelght line and wast of Gearget River

51 51588

52 517510

104 11438y

103 1143827

81 1155882

4 1130087 umwmr_ﬂm Gaorgey River, horth of tha abave privataly
aovivad lanat

5 §33518 Railway land along thared railway line = Cumbariand & South

101 11437 Basienger Ling ana Seurhern Syamey Fraight Line

i 1l

t;\;mmu Baok  Number 381 Wi Soutiarn Rall Cormiser

NA Ty Qoo Bivar iCronin Land)

Intermodal Terminal

The intermodal terminal is proposed to be located on the western part of the site, adjacent to Moorebank Avenue

and away from the nearest residential properties. Key elements include:

*  Five rail tracks of approximately 650 to 1,200 metres in length, including four permanent and one

temporary siding.
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*  Container hardstand of approximately 90,000m2 located on both sides of the rail tracks to be used for

container sorting and storage.

*  Terminal administration offices and ancillary operational facilities of approximately 2,100m>

¢ The intermodal terminal is proposed to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week to enable continuous

receipt and dispatch of freight, accommodating a wide range of servicing demands. It will be serviced by

world class and leading practice intermodal facilities including:

—  Automatic gantry systems
— Modern container handling equipment
— Modern control tower and support facilities

—  State-of-the-art rolling stock

The final selection of mobile and static equipment will be made at the detailed application stage for the rail

terminal, taking into account compliance with the criteria established by way of the Concept Plan approval,

including noise levels, visual impacts and air quality.

Warehouse and Distribution Facilities

Approximately 300,000m? of warehouses with ancillary offices are proposed to be constructed to the east of the

intermodal terminal. The proposed warehouses are to be sited and designed to provide a physical barrier between

the intermodal terminal and the nearest residential properties to assist with mitigating the potential acoustic and

visual impacts of the rail activities. These warehouses include:

*  Intermodal Terminal Warehouse and Distribution Facilities (Terminal Warehouses) —approximately

100,000m’ of warehouse floorspace will be located immediately adjacent to the intermodal terminal.

These buildings will be designed for cross-dock operations and are anticipated to be occupied by large

logistics operators dispatching goods in short turn-around times and with limited freight break-down.

*  Large Format Warehouse and Distribution Facilities - approximately 200,000m? of warehouse floorspace

will be located on the eastern part of the SIMTA site, east of the Terminal Warehouse facilities. These

buildings will have perimeter loading docks and are anticipated to be occupied by logistics operators who

require larger areas for operations, hold stock for longer periods and/or undertake larger amounts of

freight-breakdown before dispatching.

Each of the warehouses will be serviced by the central internal road system. The road system design and location

of the car park to the east of the large format warehouse buildings are proposed to maximise the separation of

staff and freight vehicle movements and minimise potential vehicle conflicts.
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Ancillary Terminal Facilities

A range of ancillary support facilities are proposed within the SIMTA Intermodal Terminal Facility to meet the

needs of employees and visitors to the site. The final composition of these facilities will be based on demand and

will be privately operated by individual tenants, however, it is anticipated that a total floorspace of approximately

8,000m? will be provided and the uses are likely to include:

=  Site management and security offices.

*  Retail and business service centre, potentially including a convenience store, banking facilities and post

office.

*  Meeting rooms/conference facilities available for hire by individual tenants.

¢ Sleeping facilities for drivers.

* A café/restaurant.

A centralised staff car parking area provided adjacent to the ancillary facilities will enable separation of heavy

vehicle movements from private vehicle movements, particularly around the intermodal terminal warehouses.

Staging

The SIMTA Moorebank Intermodal Terminal Facility is proposed to be constructed in three stages, with the

different stages as outlined in Table 4.

Table 4: Indicative staging for the SIMTA proposal

Stage 1= Stage 1 shall include: Commencement:
Construction  Construction of the rail link between the SIMTA site and the 2013
of the SSFL. Completion:
inten modal Establishment of hardstand for container storage. End-2014
:Z;:;::J and Construction of freight truck loading and circulating area.
Construction of a control tower and maintenance shed.
Construction of access driveways and internal circulation roads
required to service the intermodal terminal.
Provision/ upgrade of stormwater infrastructure and utility
services required to service the intermodal terminal.
Landscaping.
Possible construction of some warehousing.*
artefact N artefact.net.au Page_i"_
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Stage 2 - Stage 2 shall comprise construction of the central portion of the Commencement:
Construction  intermodal terminal warehousing and distribution facilities and Subject to market
of the south-eastern portion of the Large Format Warehousing and  demand
warehouses  Distribution Facilities, including: Completion:
and Circulation roads required to service the proposed warehouses. Mid-2019
d"'s{"fi_’”f’b” Staff and visitor car parking spaces required to service the
facilities proposed warehouses.

Landscaping treatments within the development areas.

Provision/ upgrade of stormwater infrastructure and utility

services required to service the Stage 2 warehouses.

Stage 3 - Stage 3 (the final stage) shall include: Completion:

Extension of  Extension of the intermodal terminal from 650 metres to 1,200 Mid-2022
the metres in length.

intermodal Construction of the remaining warehouse and distribution
terminal and  faciities.

ot
c?mp oton Construction of the ancillary terminal facilities in the north-east
9 corner of the site.

warehouses

and Completion of the circulation roads.

distribution Staff and visitor car parking spaces required to service the
facilities additional warehouses.

Completion of the landscaping treatments.

Provision/ upgrade of stormwater infrastructure and utility
services requires to service the additional warehouses,

1.3 The study area

The study area is located at Moorebank, on either side of the Georges River in the Liverpool LGA, and

incorporates a number of overlapping components that will be referred to throughout this report.

Part of the SIMTA proposal area, which will be referred to as the DNSDC, is currently leased to the Department
of Defence (Defence) and used as a Defence storage and distribution centre. The proposed intermodal terminal
would be constructed over the majority of the DNSDC, in an area referred to as the SIMTA site. The SIMTA site
is legally identified as Lot | in DP1048263 and does not include two small areas of land at the northern and
southern ends of the DNSDC operation area. To the south and south-west of the SIMTA site is the SIMTA rail
corridor area, which includes the rail link that would be constructed as part of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal,
within a 20 metre wide corridor surrounding the centre line of the rail link. The remainder of Stage 1A would
occur within the south-west corner of the SIMTA site (Figure 2), which is itself encompassed by the current

DNSDC.
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Section 6.0 of this report assesses the potential heritage impacts of the SIMTA proposal across the DNSDC, which
is leased by Defence and is consequently within a “Commonwealth area”, while Section 7.0 addresses the potential

impacts of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal.

1.4 Report authorship

Archaeologist Adele Anderson and Principal Archaeologist Dr Sandra Wallace prepared this report. The
assistance of Rebecca Sommer and Shannon Blackmore of Hyder Consulting is acknowledged in supplying relevant

plans and other information.

Figure 1: SIMTA proposal footprint (does not include rail corridor surrounding proposed rail link).
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Figure 2: Components of the study area.
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2.0 Assessment methodology

This assessment was based on the overall assessment of non-Indigenous heritage for the SIMTA proposal,
previously undertaken by Artefact Heritage for SIMTA's Concept Plan Application, lodged at a State level under
the EP&A Act in early 2012. The previous assessment included an initial search of heritage registers and
documentary research, followed by a site survey to ground truth the desktop assessment and to identify and

inspect any visible heritage items.

Heri i rch

Previously identified heritage items in the study area were located through a search of heritage registers, including:

o  National Heritage List.
e  Commonwealth Heritage List.
e  State Heritage Register.
e  State Heritage Inventory.
e Section |70 Registers.
e Liverpool Local Environmental Plan 2008.
e Liverpool Development Control Plan 2008.
D n R r
Documentary research was conducted to investigate the general history of the locality, as well as the history of the

study area itself, and of identified heritage items within it. The following libraries and archives were consulted:

e Liverpool Library, Local Studies Collection.

e National Library of Australia.

Maps (accessed through http://www.nla.gov.au/digicoll/maps.html).
Newspaper archives (accessed through http://trove.nla.gov.au/ndp/del/searchladv=y ).

e  Department of Lands.
Parish Map Preservation Project.
Aerial Photographs.

Spatial Information Exchange.

National Archives of Australia.

®  Australian War Memorial digital collection (http://www.awm.gov.au/search/collections/).

Site Surve

A site survey was undertaken for the 2011 assessment by Sandra Wallace and Adele Anderson (Artefact) on 13
July 2011, This survey focused on the SIMTA site and also included the southern part of the School of Military

Engineering. A second site survey was undertaken for the current assessment on 30 May 2012 and || July 2012.
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This survey focused on the Stage | A area of the SIMTA site, the proposed rail corridor area, and on potential
impacts to the views and setting of the Glenfield Farm SHR item. The Glenfield Waste Disposal facility was visited,
along with the section of the SIMTA site to the south of the DNSDC. Photographs were taken of all buildings and
significant features within the SIMTA site and the vegetated area to the south of the DNSDC, of views toward

Glenfield Farm from the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility, and of views from Glenfield farm toward the study area.
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3.0 Legislative framework

At a Federal level, the key piece of legislation relevant to the current study is the EPBC Act, a summary of which is

provided below.
3.1 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)

The EPBC Act provides a legal framework to protect and manage nationally and internationally important flora,
fauna, ecological communities and heritage places. These are defined in the EPBC Act as matters of national
environmental significance. Under the EPBC Act, nationally significant heritage items are protected through listing

on the Commonwealth Heritage List or the National Heritage List.

According to the EPBC Act, a person must not take an action that has, will have, or is likely to have, a significant
impact on any of the matters of environmental significance without approval from the Australian Government
Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities (the Minister). An action is defined as
a project, a development, an undertaking, an activity or a series of activities, or an alteration of any of these things.
If a proposed action is likely to have a significant impact on a nationally significant heritage item, a referral must be

made to the Minister to seek approval.

The Commonwealth Minister has determined that the SIMTA proposal is a controlled action requiring assessment

and approval under the EPBC Act before it can proceed. The relevant controlling provisions are:
(1 Listed threatened species and communities (section 18 and 18A); and
(2) Commonwealth land (section 26 and 27A).

In addition, for completeness, the following pieces of relevant State legislation are also noted. Separate planning
approvals are being sought for the SIMTA proposal at State level at which point the application of NSWV legislation
will be further considered and impacts assessed. A summary of these Acts and the implications for the SIMTA

proposal follow.
3.2 The Heritage Act 1977

The NSW Heritage Act 1977 (the Heritage Act) is the primary item of State legislation affording protection to items
of environmental heritage (natural and cultural) in NSW., Under the Heritage Act, items of "environmental
heritage” include places, buildings, works, relics, moveable objects and precincts identified as significant based on

historical, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological, architectural, natural or aesthetic values. State significant items
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are listed on the NSW SHR and are given protection under the Heritage Act against any activities that may damage

an item or affect its heritage significance.

The Heritage Act also protects 'relics', which can include archaeological material, features and deposits. Section

4(1) of the Heritage Act (as amended 2009) defines ‘relic’ as follows:
“relic means any deposit, artefact, object or material evidence that:

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

settlement, and
(b) is of State or local heritage significance.”
Section 139[I] of the Heritage Act states that:

“A person must not disturb or excavate any land knowing or having reasonable cause to suspect that
the disturbance or excavation will or is likely to result in a relic being discovered, exposed, moved,
damaged or destroyed unless the disturbance or excavation is carried out in accordance with an

excavation permit.”

Permits to disturb or excavate ‘relics’ are issued by the NSW Heritage Council or a Delegate of the NSW
Heritage Council under Section 140 (for relics not protected by an SHR listing) or Section 60 (for relics protected

by an SHR listing) of the Heritage Act. Exemptions to these permits may be applicable under certain conditions.

The Heritage Act also requires all government agencies to identify and manage heritage assets in their ownership
and control. Under Section |70 of the Heritage Act, government instrumentalities must establish and keep a
register which includes all items of environmenal heritage listed on the SHR, in an environmental planning
instrument, or which may be subject to an interim heritage order that are owned, occupied or managed by that
government body. Under Section 170A of the Heritage Act all government agencies must also make sure that all
items entered on its register are maintained with due diligence in accordance with State Owned Heritage

Management Principles approved by the Minister on advice of the NSW Heritage Council.
3.3 Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act)

The EP&A Act establishes the framework for cultural heritage values to be formally assessed in the land use
planning and development consent process. The EP&A Act requires that environmental impacts are considered
before land development; including impacts on cultural heritage items and places as well as archaeological sites and
deposits. The EP&A Act also requires that local governments prepare planning instruments (such as LEPs and
Development Control Plans [DCPs]) in accordance with the EP&A Act to provide guidance on the level of
environmental assessment required. The current study area falls within the boundaries of the Liverpool LGA and is
within the area covered by the Liverpool LEP (2008) and Liverpool DCP (2008). As the SIMTA proposal is seeking
approval under Part 4 of the EP&A Act, the Minister is not obliged to consider LEP or DCP requirements. For
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completeness, the heritage provisions of these local planning instruments are outlined below and their application

will be fully considered as part of any future application for planning approval at State level.

3.3.1 Liverpool Local Environmental Plan 2008

The aim of the LEP in relation to heritage, as stated in section 1.2 (g) is to conserve, protect and enhance the
environmental and cultural heritage of Liverpool. The LEP lists items of heritage significance within the LGA and

specifies conditions of development consent within heritage listed area.

3.3.2 Liverpool Development Control Plan 2008

The Liverpool Development Control Plan (DCP) aims to conserve the heritage significance of heritage items and
heritage conservation areas of Liverpool including associated fabric, setting, curtilage and views, and to conserve
archaeological sites (DCP page 69). The DCP states that development applications relating to heritage items or
places in the vicinity of a heritage item, require a Statement of Heritage Impact (DCP page 70). It also addresses
the importance of setting, stating that development in the vicinity of a heritage item should retain significant views
to and from the item, retain original landscaping, and provide an adequate area around the place to allow

interpretation of the item (DCP page 73).

Part 2.4 of the DCP specifically addresses development on the Moorebank Defence Lands and states that an
appropriate curtilage should be maintained around Kitchener House. In order to retain an appropriate visual
setting, the scale and character of new development along Moorebank Avenue should respect that of Kitchener

House, should not intrude within its curtilage, and should be screened by planting (DCP page 24).
3.4 Implications of Legislation

341 Legal status of heritage items on the SIMTA site

The DNSDC is listed on the Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL) and is currently protected under the EPBC Act.
However, items can only be included on the CHL while they are located within a “Commonwealth Area” (s341C
(2) EPBC Act). The SIMTA site will only be located within a "Commonwealth Area” for as long as the Department
of Defence leases the site, and once that lease expires or is relinquished, the SIMTA site would no longer be within
a “Commonwealth Area” and would need to be removed from the CHL (s341L EPBC Act). It is possible that the
site may then be considered for listing on another heritage register, such as the National Heritage List (NHL) or
State Heritage Register (SHR). If either of these listings were to occur prior to the granting of development
approval for the SIMTA site, SIMTA would be required to fulfil additional obligations under the relevant heritage

legislation.

34.2 Management respensibilities for heritage iterms
The EPBC Act imposes obligations on the Commonwealth to prepare Heritage Management Strategies (HMSs) and
Heritage Management Plans (HMPs) for places on the CHL that it “owns o controls” (s341S and 5341 ZA EPBC
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Act). The DNSDC is one such place, as Defence is considered to “control” a place if it has rights under a lease or
license to occupy or use the place and to take actions in relation to the place that could potentially have an impact
on its heritage values. The Commonwealth is required to act in accordance with the HMSs and HMPs to minimise

adverse impacts to the heritage values of listed places (s341V and s341ZC EPBC Act).

Defence has prepared a HMS which establishes Defence's overall approach to heritage management, however, it is
not known whether a HMP has yet been prepared for the DNSDC. Even if a HMP does exist for the DNSDC, the

obligation to comply with the plan will only apply to Defence while it leases the SIMTA site.

343 Conclusion

Before works begin on each stage of the SIMTA proposal, Defence will have vacated the relevant areas of the site.
However, because approval under the EPBC Act for the SIMTA proposal is being sought at the present time, while
the entire area is still leased by Defence, and because proposed enabling works for Stage | A of the proposal would
occur within part of the DNSDC while it is still leased by Defence, the approvals process will need to meet the

requirements of the EPBC Act 1999.

The Commonwealth EIS, of which this report forms part, must be submitted to the Australian Government
Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities (the Minister) for approval. Approval

is separately being sought from the NSW Government for the Stage | A project application, under the EP&A Act.

aﬁefactnet.au
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4.0 Historical context

4.1 Early settlement

The first land parcels in the Liverpool area were granted in 1798. In 1810 Governor Macquarie founded Liverpool
and named it after the Earl of Liverpool. The road connecting Liverpool to Sydney was completed in 1813 and

settlement grew rapidly. The rich soils on the floodplain of the Georges River provided for a growing agricultural
industry. In the 1860s many small farmers moved away from the river after a particularly large inundation and the
area became open to larger scale agriculture such as dairy farming. Up until the mid-twentieth century agriculture

co-existed with suburban areas in the Liverpool region.
4.2 The military at Liverpool

The association of military activities with the Liverpool district began in the early 1800s, when soldiers were
stationed in the area to provide protection to early settlers and to oversee convict work gangs, and a military

barracks was constructed at the corner of George and Moore Streets (Brooks and Associates 2002:8).

During the early 1900s, the area north of the SIMTA site hosted several military training camps. These were held
annually as part of the ‘Easter Encampments', a training programme which also involved camps at Paddington and
Goulburn (The Sydney Morning Herald (SMH) 27/3/1906:6). By 1907, a military camp had been established on the
eastern side of the Georges River, with a rifle range further south. The land which is currently occupied by the
DNSDC formed part of this camp (Brooks and Associates 2002:8).

In January 1910, manoeuvres were held at the Liverpool camp for the inspection of Lord Kitchener, who was
visiting Australia to give advice regarding the development of the national defence forces (Brooks and Associates

2002:8). The Daily Telegraph described the area used for the manoeuvres:

“The camp was pitched upon the paddocks to the left of the railway station on the ground that has
been similarly occupied in recent years and which is nearly all included in the military manoeuvre
area which the Commonwealth Government is endeavouring to secure ... the training ground
embraces a stretch of country extending from Liverpool, on the southern line, across Heathcote on
the lllawarra system, and it provides not only very fair opportunities for moving large bodies of
troops in tactical exercises, but also has within its limits well equipped ranges for artillery and

infantry shell and ball practice.” (The Daily Telegraph 7/1/1910:7)

Kitchener recommended that large, central training grounds should be established in each State (SMH
19/2/1910:12). His visit resulted in the acquisition of large areas of land around Liverpool by the Government, for

use as permanent military training camps. The land was resumed in stages over the following years and included
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the acquisition of 883 acres near Holsworthy in 1912 for the establishment of a Remount Depot and a Veterinary
Hospital for horses, followed by 16,868 acres in 1913, which included the study area (Brooks and Associates
2002:4).

World War One

By 1913, the Liverpool camp accommodated 2000 troops in tents (SMH 3/1/1913:10), and during WWI it became
the main training centre in New South Wales. In a plan dated to 1915 (Figure 4), Liverpool Camp is shown located
between the Georges River and Moorebank Avenue, extending around 1.5 kilometres south from lllawarra Road,
which was located in roughly the same position as the present Newbridge Road. To the east of the camp was an
area marked ‘Stores', which encompassed part of the current DNSDC, while east of the storage area was a rifle

range.

Initially, new recruits were encamped in long lines of tents on the eastern bank of the river, though these had been
replaced with huts by the end of 1916 (Figure 3). A detailed plan of the camp from July 1917 (Figure 5) shows that
it was well established and included a large number of huts, kitchens, and mess buildings, as well as a saw mill, four
church buildings, a post office, bank, power house, Y.M.C.A building, hospital buildings, nurses quarters, and
buildings for the Salvation Army and the Red Cross.

Units that trained at the camp during the WWI included the Engineer and Field Mining companies, the field

hospital, infantry and reinforcement units, and the artillery and light horse units.

Figure 3t Accommodation huts, Oct 1916 (Source: AWM, 1D No: €01205)

01508
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Figure 4: Plan of the Liverpool Manoeuvre Area c.1915 (Source: Brooks & Associates 2002:7)
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In 1913, a2 Remount Depot had been established at Holsworthy, approximately four kilometres south-east of the
Liverpool camp. The Remount Branch of the Australian Military Forces had been established in 1911 and was
responsible for purchasing, breaking in, and caring for military horses. Initially, the Remount Depot at Holsworthy
mainly supplied horses for artillery and transport, but during WWI it provided mounts for the enlisted Light
Horsemen who came from other parts of NSW and Queensland to enrol, train, and embark from Sydney. By
1914, a Veterinary Section was also established at Holsworthy, to care for the horses (Figure 6) (Ludlow &
Snowden 1991:64-5).

Also located at Holsworthy was a large internment camp for ‘enemy aliens’ and prisoners-of-war, which became
known as the German Concentration Camp. The area occupied by the camp was never clearly defined, but
measured approximately |.5 kilometres by one kilometre, and was located south of the Remount Depot and
Veterinary Section (Godden Mackay Logan 1995:2/1).

Figure &: 1917 plan showing Liverpool camp, the Remount Depot, the Veterinary Section, and the Holsworthy
internment camp (Source: Ludlow & Snowden 1993:56)
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Internees from the German Concentration Camp assisted in the construction of new railway lines to link the
different military establishments at Liverpool and Holsworthy (Ludlow & Snowden 1993:62). The Government

wanted the new lines to service the Liverpool camp, the Artillery Range to its east, ordnance and ammunition
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stores two miles from the main camp, the Remount Depot, Veterinary Section, and German Concentration Camp
(Ludlow & Snowden 1993:60). Construction of the line began in February 1917 and was completed in January
1918, with additional sidings added in the following years. First the Ordnance Store Siding opened in April 1919,
followed by the Ammunition Stores ‘Siding on Anzac Parade, opened in October 1920 (Ludlow & Snowden
1993:60-1).These rail sidings were located to the north of the SIMTA site.

World War Two

The facilities at Liverpool and Holsworthy continued to be used for military training during the interwar years,
although on a much reduced scale, before the beginning of WWII necessitated the nation-wide expansion of sites
associated with defence training, manufacture, and storage. In the Liverpool area there was an enormous
expansion of army installations, with about 40,000 troops in-training at Liverpool, Holsworthy, and Ingleburn

(Department of Defence ‘History of the 5th Brigade’ http://www.army.gov.au/HQSBDE/Unit_History.asp.

Accessed: 16/7/11)

The School of Military Engineering was established to the south of Liverpool camp in 1939, immediately after the
declaration of war. During the war 7,450 students were trained at the school (Liverpool Library Local Studies
pamphlet ‘The Army at Liverpool’). By 1943, the area of Liverpool camp between the Georges River and Moorebank
Avenue accommodated the Armoured Fighting Vehicle Trade Training Centre (AFVTTC), and the Australian
Electrical and Mechanical Engineers (AEME), while a sub depot had been established on the southern corner of
Moorebank Avenue and Anzac Road (Figures 7 and 8).

Figure 7t Detail of No. | Sub depot on eorner of Anzac Rd and Moorebank Avenue 16/9/43 (Source: NAA:
SP459/1, 420/711183)
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Figure 8: Plan of Liverpool military area 6/10/1943, red arrows indicate the Liverpool camp area, the AFVTTC
base, and the School of Military Engineering (Source: NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153)
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In September 1943, it was proposed that Ordnance Stores should be established at Moorebank for the 5%

Australian Base Ordnance Depot (5 Aust. BOD) and by December a plan for the proposed layout of the Ordnance

Depot had been drawn up. In January 1944, urgent approval was sought for the construction of four of the

proposed storehouses (Numbers 10, 11, 12 and 13) due to a shortage of storage facilities in the area (Letter from
Quarter-Master General | [/1/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/ 153). Approval was granted in February, and these buildings

formed the first construction phase of the depot, now known as the DNSDC (Letter from Quarter-Master General
16/2/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153). A plan from April 1944 (Figure 9) shows the proposed layout of the

completed depot, which was to include;

17 stores (400’ x 150" in size).

Two crane served stores (400" x 150) (for example see Figure 10).

19 offices attached to each store (40’ x 20').

One transit store (500" x 83'4”),

Office acc. inside transit store.

One cinematograph store (60" x 40").

Two inflammables stores (100" x 50").

20, 000 square feet of equipment shelters.

One traffic control building (18’ x 17'8").

One strong room (50' x 50').

One Depot Administration building in three blocks (135'4" x 111’ combined size).
One combined garage, service station, fire station, P.O.L store, Tpt office (97" x 25").
One SW guard house (60" x 20").

One case making building (3,750 square feet).

Seven men’s latrines.

Three AWAS latrines,

Three AWAS latrines and rest rooms.
(NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153)

It was intended that the depot would have an ongoing role in peace-time as well as war-time (Letter from Colonel
Garnsey 5/4/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153).

a_atrtefact
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In April 1944, the AFVTTC transferred to the Ingleburn army camp and the vacated Liverpool camp buildings to
the west of Moorebank Avenue were then used to accommodate the personnel of 5 Aust. BOD, as well as the 8
Australian Advanced Workshops of the AEME, who had been transferred from Bathurst. By 1945, the Australian
Women's Army Service (AWAS) was also housed there (NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153).

Figure 10: 5th Aust. BOD exterior view of No. 9 Bulk (Crane Served) Technical Store Shed, 23/1/46 (Source:
AWM, ID No. 124623)

—

124623

Aerial photographs of the DNSDC show that little change occurred between the late 1940s and early 1990s, when
five of the original 20 store buildings (in the south-west corner) were demolished and replaced with larger modern
buildings (Figures || and 12). The remaining |5 store buildings were also reclad at this time, with modern steel

sheeting replacing the original asbestos walls and new concrete floors laid (Brooks and Associates 2002:8).

In the early 1990s, the site became the DNSDC, as part of a reorganisation of defence supply services and
warehousing arrangements. The DNSDC is the central warehouse for Australia's armed services, and also includes

maintenance and engineering facilities (Brooks and Associates 2002:9).
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Figure | I: Aerial photograph showing the Ordnance Depot/DNSDC in 1951 (Source: Brooks & Associates
2002:9)
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Figure 12: Current aerial photograph of the DNSDC (Six Viewer).
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5.0 Register listings

Statutory registers provide legal protection for heritage items. In NSW the Heritage Act, and the EP&A Act give
legal protection. The SHR, the s.170 registers, and heritage schedules of LEPs are statutory listings. Places on the

National Heritage List and the Commonwealth Heritage List are protected under the EPBC Act.

The heritage assessment for SIMTA's Concept Design Application under the EPBC Act identified nine heritage
listed items located either within the overall project footprint or in its vicinity. Of these, only the DNSDC is listed
on the Commonwealth Heritage List, and this site will be addressed in detail in Section 6.0. Most of the remaining
items are located well outside the project footprint for the SIMTA proposal and will not be addressed further
within this report. Details for these items are provided in Table 4, as well as a summary of potential impacts to

each item from the SIMTA proposal as a whole (as evaluated in the previous assessment).

One further item, the Holsworthy Group (Liverpool LEP 2008, Commonwealth Heritage List), is located
immediately south of the rail corridor portion of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal. However, the significant
historical features included in the item’s heritage listing are separated from the proposed project footprint by a
thick expanse of scrub. The SIMTA proposal would have no direct impacts on the heritage significance of the item,
nor would it affect the item's setting or views. As there will be no impacts to the Holsworthy Group, this heritage

item will not be discussed further in this report. Details for the item are provided in Table 5.

The overall assessment completed by Artefact Heritage in February 2012 for the Part 3A Concept Plan Application
at State level concluded that there would be no direct impact on the fabric, setting, or views of Kitchener House
as a result of the SIMTA proposal. The views and setting of the house have already been significantly compromised
by other industrial development nearby, and views from the house toward the SIMTA site are obstructed by
modern industrial buildings. However, the house does have a historic relationship with the DNSDC which would
be impacted by the demolition or removal of WWIl-era buildings on the DNSDC. Kitchener House would not be
negatively impacted by Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal and is not located on Commonwealth lands, so it will not
be discussed further in this report.

Table 5: Heritage items loeated in the vieinity of the BIMTA proposal that were assessed in the 2011 report
(Artefact Heritage 201 1)

Suburb Item Lot/DP Register listings Potential for impacts
from overall SIMTA
proposal

Casula Casula Powerhouse Lots | and 2, DP 106957; | Liverpool LEP 2008 No impacts.

(former power station) Lot |, DP 1115187
Casula Railway viaduct N/A Railcorp s. 170 register No impacts.
Located 300 m south of
Casula Powerhouse, Main
Southern Railway Line
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Suburb Item Lot/DP Register listings Potential for impacts
from overall SIMTA
proposal

Casula Two railway viaducts NIA Liverpool LEP 2008 No impacts.

Located near

Woodbrook Reoad, Main

Southern Railway Line

Moorebank Kitchener House Lot 1001, DP 1050177 Liverpool LEP 2008 No direct impact on
(formerly ‘Arpafeelie’) fabric, setting, or views.

However, the historic
relationship with the
DNSDC would be
affected.

Holsworthy Holsworthy Group, Lot I, DP 825745; Part Liverpool LEP 2008 No impacts.

including powder Lot 820, DP 101 1240; Lot
magazine and former 2, DP 1048198; Part Lot Commonwealth Heritage
officers’ mess, corporals’ | 32, DP 848597; Part Lot List
club, internment camp, 10, DP 1091209
Holsworthy railway
station lock-up/gaol,
German concentration
camp
m Ith Heri i

The Commonwealth Heritage List, established under the EPBC Act, is a list of natural, Indigenous and historic

heritage places which are either entirely within a Commonwealth area, or outside the Australian jurisdiction and

owned or leased by the Commonwealth or a Commonwealth Authority. These include places connected to

defence, communications, customs and other government activities that also reflect the development of the nation.

To be entered on the Commonwealth List, a place must have 'significant' heritage value to the nation. Items on the

list are under statutory protection.

The DNSDC, which encompasses the SIMTA site, is listed on the Commonwealth Heritage List. Although it is no longer

owned by the Commonwealth, the site is under lease to Defence and will remain protected under the EPBC Act 1999 until

this lease expires.

The Holsworthy Group is also listed on the Commonwealth list, but would not be impacted by the SIMTA proposal, as

discussed above, and will not be addressed further in this report.

National Heritage List

On | January 2004, a new national heritage system was established under the EPBC Act. This led to the

introduction of the National Heritage List, which was designed to recognise and protect places of outstanding

heritage value to the nation. It includes natural, historic and Indigenous places that are of outstanding national

heritage value to the Australian nation.

No sites in or near the study area are included on the National Heritage List.
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Section |70 Registers

Section 170 of the Heritage Act requires government agencies to keep a register of heritage items. A s170
Register is a record of the heritage assets owned or managed by a NSW government agency. Relevant s|70

Registers were checked (Sydney Water, RMS, Railcorp).

A railway viaduct listed on the Railcorp s170 Register is located to the north-west of the study area (see Table 4). However,
this item is located well outside the study area and would not be impacted by the SIMTA proposal. It will not be discussed
further in this report.

The State Heritage Register

The SHR is a list of places and objects of particular importance to the people of NSW and is administered by the
Heritage Branch of the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH). The register lists a diverse range of over
1,500 items, in both private and public ownership. To be listed, an item must be deemed to be of heritage

significance for the whole of NSW.
Glenfield Farm, located adjacent to the study area, is listed on the SHR.
Liv al Envir n (LEP) 2

The Liverpool LEP includes a list and maps of items/sites of heritage significance within the LGA. A number of
items (see Table 4) are located in the vicinity of the study area but will not be addressed further in this report as

they would not be impacted by Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal and are not located on Commonwealth lands.

One item, the School of Military Engineering (SME) (also called the Australian Army Engineers Group) falls within the rail
corridor portion of the Stage |A area, while Glenfield Farm is located adjacent to the rail corridor portion of the Stage 1A

area. Table 6 provides details for the SME and Glenfield Farm, as included in the LEP heritage schedule.
Figure 13 shows the area of the SIMTA proposal in relation to locally listed heritage items.

Table 6 Heritage items within and near the study area - Liverpool LEP

Suburb Item Within the Lot/DP Significance LEP
study area? Item
number
Moorebank Australian Army Engineers Yes, southernend | Lots 3001-3005, DP Local 57
Groupl/ School of Military only 1125930
Engineering (SME)
Casula Glenfield Farm Group, including No. Lots | and 2, DP State 14
' homestead, barn (former dairy 1126484
and stables)
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Figure 13: Liverpool LEP heritage map showing the area of the overall SIMTA proposal and the area of Stage

IA, in relation to locally listed heritage items (Sheet HER_013).
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6.0 Commonwealth Lands - DNSDC

This section of the report provides an assessment of the potential impacts of the overall SIMTA proposal on the
DNSDC, which is leased by Defence and is consequently located on Commonwealth lands. This assessment is
based on the previous Artefact Heritage report (2012), however, some of the findings of this assessment differ
from the previous report because newly released documents at the National Archives have enabled a more

thorough understanding of the history of the site,

6.1 Description

The DNSDC is a rectangular block of land covering approximately |08 hectares. The site is bounded by Anzac
Road on the north, Moorebank Avenue on the west, Greenhills Avenue to the east, and an area of natural

bushland on the south and east. The main entrance to the site is located midway along Moorebank Avenue.

The site includes a number of large storage sheds (for example, Figures 14 and 15), along with smaller ancillary,
administration, and workshop buildings. Among these structures are twenty timber post and beam buildings dating
to WWIL. Fifteen of these are of timber post and beam construction, with nine internal bays (Figure |6). They
retain their original timber structure, though they have been reclad with modern steel sheeting, and have new
concrete floors. Three of the buildings are composite timber and steel warehouses which have three bays of
timber post and beam construction on either side of a central raised bay. The central bay has a steel frame to
support an overhead gantry crane. The final two buildings are the smaller Quartermaster's Store, with five bays of
timber post and beam construction, and the Carpentry Workshop, which are timber framed and three bays wide.
Both the Quartermaster’s Store and the Carpentry Workshop are constructed of Oregon, an American wood
(Brooks and Associates 2002:10).

A number of buildings were constructed within the DNSDC in the mid-late 1990s (Figure 35). These include a
cluster of buildings in the south western corner of the site and a number of buildings in the northern section of the
site. These buildings do not share the same high heritage values as the WWII structures. Even so, as these
buildings are within the DNSDC curtilage as listed on the Commonwealth Heritage Register, the relationship of

these buildings to others in the military complex could have some heritage value.
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Figure |4: Building 7, at the centre of the DNSDC - a typical WWII composite timber and steel crane-served
warehouse building
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Figure 16: Interior of Building 75, showing original timber post and beam construction

6.2 Archaeological potential

The following assessment of archaeological potential within the DNSDC is based on documentary research, an
analysis of available plans and aerial photographs of the site, and a site inspection. Archaeological potential is the
likelihood of intact archaeological deposits being present, and is assessed through a consideration of the durability
of the material that makes up these deposits and the subsequent ground disturbance that may have impacted on

them.
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An assessment of archaeological potential should also include a consideration of the research significance of
potential archaeological deposits. In 1984, Bickford and Sullivan examined the concept and assessment of
archaeological research potential; that is, the extent to which archaeological resources can address research
questions. They developed three questions which can be used to assess the research potential of an archaeological

site:

*  Can the site contribute knowledge that no other resource can?
*  Can the site contribute knowledge that no other site can?
» s this knowledge relevant to:

- General questions about human history?

- Other substantive questions relating to Australian history?

- Other major research questions?

In its guidelines for Assessing Significance for Historical Archaeological Sites and ‘Relics’, the NSW Heritage Branch has
since provided a broader approach to assessing the archaeological significance of sites, which includes
consideration of a site’s intactness, rarity, representativeness, and whether many similar sites have already been
recorded, as well as many other factors. This document also acknowledges the difficulty of assessing the
significance of potential subsurface remains, because the assessment must rely on predicted rather than known

attributes (NSW Heritage Branch 2009).

The following section provides an assessment of archaeological potential and research significance for the different

phases of development on the SIMTA site.

6.2.1 Military sanitary depot

Before the construction of the 5" Aust. BOD in 1944, the only development to have occurred within the SIMTA
site was a sanitary depot that was labelled near the eastern boundary of the site in a 1943 plan (Figure 18). The
plan was created as part of a proposal for a new sanitary depot, to allow the closure of the existing depot before
the construction of the 5" Aust. BOD. Documentation related to the original depot is very sparse and there was
no available information about its date of construction, the specific nature of its operation, or the manner in which
it was decommissioned. The 1943 plan does indicate that the depot belonged to the Army, and differentiates it
from the nearby Liverpool Council sanitary depot, suggesting that it is likely to have only contained waste from the

nearby Liverpool military establishments.

An aerial photograph from 1943 (Figure |19) shows that the depot consisted of a partially cleared area, which
encompassed a few irregular pits that appear to have been holding water at the time of the photograph. The
photograph does not show any sign of formal infrastructure. It is assumed that the pits would have been filled

when the depot ceased operation, however, it is not known what material was used as fill.
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The area of the former sanitary depot was used as an open parking and storage space during WWII and was not

built upon until the 1990s, when two large warehouse buildings and an associated bitumen car parking area were

built on the site. It is likely that fill deposits within the former sanitary depot pits are present beneath the current
buildings and bitumen surface, however, it is not known what these deposits may consist of. It is possible that the
pits were simply filled with dirt or sand, but they may also have been filled with discarded structural material or

other refuse such as metal, glass, and ceramic.

Any artefacts contained within the fill deposits would be out of context and, due to the lack of documentary
evidence related to the depot, the provenance of this material would be unknown. Consequently, it would be
difficult to formulate and answer pertinent research questions based on this material. It is not anticipated that

potential archaeological deposits associated with the former sanitary depot would be of high research significance.

* Boundary of SIMTA
Mite

B sanitary depot (prior
to construction af
Drdnance Depot In
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622 5™ Aust. BOD

Plans of the site dating from the 1950s to the 1980s show that numerous structures were previously situated
throughout the site in locations that have undergone little or no subsequent development. These include
structures of various sizes and types, and their locations are marked in Figure 20. It is possible that structural
material related to these former buildings exists beneath the ground surface, and this material would be likely to
consist of concrete slabs and/ or brick footings. The concrete slab of one former store building is still clearly visible
and is used as an open-air storage area (Figure 20). The historical plans also indicate the presence of water mains
and sewerage pipelines throughout the site, as well as numerous latrines which may have contained refuse

deposits.

Because the layout of buildings at the site has remained largely unchanged, the connecting roads are still located in
the same places. It is possible that earlier road surfaces, which are likely to have been constructed of reinforced
concrete, tar, or bitumen (Letter from Colonel Garnsey 5/4/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153), are preserved
beneath the current surfaces. The alignment of the roads and buildings also indicate the location of the old railway

sidings, one of which is still clearly visible in the southern portion of the site.

Overall, there is a high potential for surviving archaeological remains associated with structures and features dating

to WWIL

Research significance

Any archaeological remains dating to WWII have the potential to be of historical significance as features of a
military depot that has been of local and national importance for almost 70 years. However, the archaeological

resource at the site is limited in nature and is unlikely to be of high research significance.

Because the site was never occupied by the personnel who worked there, there is little potential for the type of
accumulated refuse deposits often found at occupation sites, which can provide information regarding changing
lifeways over time. Consequently, it is unlikely that the site would yield significant evidence related to the personal

experiences of workers at the site over the years.

Archaeological remains of former structures have the potential to be of moderate research significance, as they
may provide new evidence about the building types present throughout the site and the materials from which they

were constructed.

The water mains and sewerage pipes known to exist within the site are of low research significance as the
locations of these pipes are already known from documentary evidence and the pipes themselves would be unlikely

to make a significant contribution to the existing knowledge of the site,
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Figure 20: Locations of former buildings (purple) in undeveloped areas of the DNSDC (based on a 1966 plan of
the site). Inset shows surviving slab of former store building. Base map -~ Google Earth.
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Assessment of significance

The following assessment of heritage significance of the DNSDC as a whole has been prepared in accordance with

the ‘Assessing Heritage Significance’ (2001) guidelines from the NSW Heritage Manual. Table 7 below outlines a

selective summary of the significance assessment detailed in the Australian Heritage Database entry for the site,

and the heritage assessment conducted by Brooks and Associates in 2002.

Table 7: DNSDC ~ Assessment of Significance

course or pattern of the local

area's cultural or natural history.

Criteria Description Significance Assessment
A - Historical An item is important in the The site is highly significant for its association with the development
Significance

of Australias milicary forces since the early 19t century and
particularly for its direct association with the military expansion in the
early years of WWIL. The site has played a continual role in
Australia's military infrastructure until the present day. The site is also
of local historical significance for the role it played in the early
settlement of the Liverpool area, and as an illustration of the
boundaries and alignments of the original land grants and subdivisions

in the area.

B =~ Associative
Significance

An item has strong or special
associations with the life or
works of a person, or group of
persons, of importance in the

local area’s cultural or natural

The site has a significant association with the Australian Defence

Forces.

association with a particular
community or cultural group in
the local area for social, cultural

or spiritual reasons.

history.
C = Aesthetic An item is important in The WWII buildings demonstrate the unique aesthetic characteristics
Sipnificunce demonstrating aesthetic of military buildings constructed during the war, and a high degree of
characteristics and/or a high technical achievement.
degree of creative or technical
achievement in the local area.
D - Social An item has strong or special The site has social significance for the extensive community of
Significance

Defence personnel who have worked at the site through its history,
and for the local community of Liverpool and the broader community

of Sydney, as the location of Defence operations since 1915,

E - Research

An item has potential to yield

There is a high potential for surviving archaeological remains

Fotentist information that will contribute associated with structures and features dating to WWII. Such remains
to an understanding of the local have the potential to be of historical significance as features of a
area's cultural or natural history. | military depot that has been of local and national importance for

almost 70 years. However, the archaeological resource at the site is
limited in nature. Because the site was never occupied by the
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Criteria Description Significance Assessment

personnel who worked there, there is little potential for accumulated
refuse deposits and it is unlikely that the site would yield significant
evidence related to the personal experiences of workers at the site

over the years.

Archaeological remains of former structures have the potential to be
of moderate research significance, as they may provide new evidence
about the building types present throughout the site and the materials

from which they were constructed.

F - Rarity An item possesses uncommon, The group of 18 WWII timber post and beam store buildings at the

rare or endangered aspects of site are the only known surviving group of such buildings in NSW in

the local area's cultural or natural | Defence use. The only other known site with similar WWII timber

history. store buildings, and which remains in Defence ownership, is Bandiana,
in Victoria.
G~ An item is important in The timber post and beam store buildings have significance as
Representative | demonstrating the principal representative examples of this type of store building constructed

characteristics of a class of NSWs | during WWII for military storage purposes throughout the east coast
(or the local area's): of Australia.

- cultural or natural places; or
- cultural or natural

environments.

The following Statement of Significance is taken from the Australian Heritage Database entry for the DNSDC:

“The Defence National Storage and Distribution Centre (DNSDC) is historically highly significant. As
a military storage site it dates from 1915, and the Centre is important for its associations with the
development of Australia's military forces prior to and during the First World War and particularly
for its direct association with the military build-up in the early years of the Second World War. The
DNSDC has continued to play an important role in Australia's military infrastructure, right up to the
present time. The place also has an association with early nineteenth century settlement in the

Liverpool area.

The DNSDC contains twenty Second World War post and beam warehouses, many of which,
despite being re-clad, are good examples of their type. Particularly important are the fifteen timber
post and beam military warehouses of the nine-bay type which played such an important role during
the war and which were the widest post and beam military warehouses. Also important are the
three composite steel and timber type warehouses. Post and beam military warehouses are small in

number today, giving those at this site substantial rarity value. Additional interest is inherent in the
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fact that the buildings are understood to have been prefabricated in the United States and shipped to
Australia in the early 1940s. Further, the alignment of part of the former military railway system is

evidenced by the alignment and siting of some of the buildings and roads at the site.

The Centre is of social value for Defence personnel, for the Liverpool community and for the

broader Sydney community on account of the long-term Defence associations with the site.”

Also worth including here is an extract from a 1995 report on Department of Defence Timber Buildings from
1939-1945, which gives a clearer idea of the broader significance of WWll-era standard timber buildings, as part of

a nationwide group:

“These buildings are culturally significant as they demonstrate the versatility and self-reliance of the
Australian Government and people in a time of national emergency. Under direct military threat, the
nation embarked on total mobilisation in its own defence and as it did so, reorganised itself to make
the most efficient use of the resources at hand. While the labour force mobilised and the
organisations instigated were largely transient, the facilities constructed and used during the conflict
were not. They remain a national asset and a testament to the nation's reaction. That these facilities
were often constructed simply, ruggedly and in haste merely demonstrates the extent of emergency.
They are culturally significant due to the large public association of these buildings with times of

personal and national change and stress.

The buildings are historically significant because the forms and location of the structures depict the
strategic reality facing Australia at the time of their construction. Prior to December 1941
development was urgent but considered, and timber construction was largely limited to the scale of
building constructed before the war, that is, the timber hut building. These buildings were generally
temporary structures for the training of troops. In early 1942, construction in timber was hectic and
experimental, concentrating on south eastern Australia. Large complexes were constructed to
provide stores, airfields and war industry plant. By 1943, experimentation lessened but the pace of
building was maintained. Facilities were developed to bolster Australia's defence and to provide
forward supply bases for battles fought in the Pacific Islands. By 1944, the nation served as a storage
and staging base for advances throughout the Pacific, and the buildings of that time concentrated

around the major posts of Brisbane, Sydney, and to a lesser extent Melbourne,

The buildings have a political and technical significance as they show how standing design preferences
and practices were overthrown as part of the national reorganisation. Technologies that had
previously had little impact in Australia were used extensively, while technologies introduced by the
USA military were embraced. Unseasoned local hardwood, a material that had previously been
regarded as unsuitable for large buildings achieved primacy. The technical achievements of this period

for timber construction cannot be overstated. The longest span and most widespread timber
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structures in Australian history were constructed in this period. Almost every species of Australian

timber was placed in extreme field test.

This significance has a further facet as the timber construction forms and technologies used
throughout the war did not survive it. With demobilisation the pre-war preferences for steel
construction re-emerged and timber construction for structures larger than houses did not recover

its national popularity again until the 1960s.

Aesthetically, the truss and other construction forms produced throughout the war are unique. They
advanced the aesthetic which had lingered as a legacy from the king and queen posts forms used in
Australian buildings with the mortice and tenon construction of the later 1900s, and lack the
nostalgia invoked in the 1960s and 1970s for the farmhouse. They express themselves in true and

clean engineering layouts as was essential in a time of emergency.

These buildings, located throughout Australia, therefore have a significant heritage value as a group
that should be preserved, recognising the influences that determined the form and construction

distribution of the group” (Nolan 1995).
Previ ies
Heritage Assessment — DNSDC, Moorebank 2002

In 2002, Graham Brooks and Associates (Architects and Heritage Consultants), undertook a heritage assessment
for the DNSDC. This study focused on the built heritage of the site, but did not address its archaeological
potential. It was concluded that the site was of significant heritage value as a group of WWII buildings that should

be preserved, and recommended that:

®  The preferred conservation option for the 18 WWII timber post and beam warehouses is their continued

use.

®  There should be a detailed feasibility study for the ongoing or adaptive re-use of the timber post and

beam warehouse buildings. This should be done either by Defence or a new owner.

®  Subject to the re-use study, an acceptable conservation option for the collection of WWII timber post
and beam stores buildings could be the retention of one or more of the buildings as a representative
example, for continued use by either Defence, or adaptive re-use by others, provided that a viable re-use

of the buildings can be identified.

¢ Should the re-use of the WWII buildings not be considered prudent or feasible, then demolition of all of
the buildings would be acceptable, given the preparation of a photographic recording and measured

drawing survey of the site (Brooks and Associates 2002: 27-8).
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6.4 Assessment of potential impacts

Specific details regarding the potential impacts of the SIMTA proposal on the DNSDC have not yet been finalised
and so this assessment of impacts is preliminary only. The SIMTA proposal involves the demolition or removal of
some or all of the WWII buildings, the construction of new buildings, and landscape modification through the
installation of new water, sewerage, trade waste, access, and power infrastructure. These changes would have a

major impact on the heritage significance of the site.

The DNSDC is of national significance as an extremely rare complex of WWII era military buildings that have
remained in use by Defence until the present day. In particular, the 18 WWII period warehouses are rare and
representative examples of the unique aesthetic and technical characteristics of military buildings of this time, and

their locations and orientations also indicate the alignments of former roads and rail sidings through the camp.

The SIMTA proposal is likely to involve the demolition and/or removal of some or all of the heritage buildings and
will have a significant detrimental impact on the heritage value of the site. The absence of the buildings would
impact the relationships that currently exist between the different buildings, the historical road and rail alignments,
and the broader landscape; and the site would no longer retain any visible physical connection to its long military

history.

If some of the buildings are relocated and preserved elsewhere (possibly for adaptive reuse), then these structures
would retain some of their heritage value. However, the Burra Charter (Article 9.1-9.3) states that the physical
location of a place is part of its significance and that relocation is generally unacceptable unless it is the sole means
of ensuring the survival of a heritage item. When a building is moved it should be moved to an appropriate location
and given an appropriate use. It is important to note that the preservation of some buildings in other locations

would not mitigate the detrimental impacts to the heritage value of the DNSDC itself.

The construction of the proposed intermodal terminal is also expected to involve widespread subsurface impacts,

which would affect known and potential archaeological resources.
6.5 Potential mitigation measures

6.5.1 Built heritage

It is recommended that a mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC as a whole, once the nature of

the SIMTA development has been more adequately defined.

Table 8 outlines the different development options that may be involved, the likelihood of each option occurring,
and the likely heritage impacts of each option on the built heritage of the site; as well as offering possible measures

that could be employed to mitigate the impact of these options on the heritage values of the site.
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6.5.2 Archaeological resources

Archaeological remains of former structures may survive throughout the site. These remains have the potential to
be of moderate research significance, and it is recommended that archaeological monitoring should be conducted
for a representative sample of the sites of former structures (marked in Figure 20) that would be subject to
proposed subsurface impacts. Monitoring should be undertaken by a suitable archaeologist with Excavation

Director Criteria qualifications.

The archaeologist would assess the likely significance of any archaeological deposits encountered, and provide
advice regarding appropriate further action. If highly significant remains were identified during monitoring, it might
be appropriate to conduct further monitoring for additional sites of former structures. Because the locations of
proposed subsurface impacts are not yet known, it is not possible to specify which sites of former structures
should be monitored. An archaeological research design should be prepared for each stage of the SIMTA proposal.

The research design for Stage | A is included in Appendix A.
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SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

/.0 Stage 1A assessment

This section of the report assesses the potential impacts of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal on items of heritage
significance, although it is noted that separate planning approval from the NSW Minister will be sought for discrete
stages of the SIMTA proposal and heritage values will also be assessed in those applications. Stage | A of the
SIMTA proposal includes an area of approximately eight hectares within the heritage listed DNSDC, while a small
portion of the SME local heritage item falls within the construction/operation site for Stage | A. Adjacent to the

western portion of the construction/operation site for Stage |A is the Glenfield Farm SHR item.
7.1 DNSDC - Stage 1A area

7.1.1  Description

The portion of the DNSDC that is encompassed by Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal includes a large modern store
building (Building |9 — Figure 25) and several smaller modern structures but does not contain any extant WWII
era structures. Immediately to the east of the Stage | A area there are three large modern store buildings that
were constructed on the sites of former WWII buildings during the 1990s (Buildings 16, 17 and 18) (Figure 23),
and two WWil-era timber post and beam store buildings (Building numbers 10 and 1) (Figures 22 and 24). At its
northern end, the Stage | A area extends on either side of a modern building near the entrance to the DNSDC,
surrounding it closely on three sides. To the north of the Stage | A area is one WWII-era timber post and beam

store building (Building 6) (Figure 21).

A wide concrete road runs north-south through the Stage |A area, with driveways branching off to Buildings 10,
I'1, 16, 17, and 18 (Figure 27). The road and driveways follow the original alignments of roads first constructed in
WWIL. A 1958 plan of the site shows that the road was concrete at that time, and it is possible that the physical
fabric of the road has not been significantly altered since it was originally built. The road running east-west in front

of Building |9 was present by 1951,

There is a deep open drain running north-south through the construction/operation site for Stage |A | adjacent to

Buildings 10, |1, 16, 17, and 18 (Figure 26). This drain dates from WWII.

Opposite Building 16 is a large area sealed with bitumen and used for storing freight containers (Figure 28).
Historical plans of the site show that this area has been sealed since the 1960s, and that during the 1950s it was

surfaced with gravel.
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SIMTA EIS -~ Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

Figure 21: Stage 1A area in relation to extant WWII buildings (shaded)

KEY

E{ﬂﬁ WWII timber post and beam
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- WWII carpentry workshop

WWII QM (Quarter Master’s)
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== Stage 1A area
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F'g: '::_j‘z_:as' ; tel 'r:':;:ni:'L?:g;gé;???:::;he Figure 24: Looking north along the eastern side of the
proposed Stage |A area, with WWll-era Building | |
on right.
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Figure 26: 1940s open drain running north-south Figure 27: Road running north-south through Stage
through Stage IA area. IA area (west of Building 16).
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SIMTA EIS — Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

Figure 29: Southern portion of Stage | A area, facing south.

7.1.2  Archaeological potential

It is possible that remains of former structures exist within the Stage | A area. On plans from the 1950s, 1960s, and
1970s, two small structures are visible in the area immediately to the north of the present-day Building 19 (Figures
30-34). This area is currently undeveloped. Because the nature of the structures is unknown, it is difficult to assess

the likelihood of subsurface remains being present.

The historical plans also show that several small structures were located in what is now a grassed area to the
south of the office/canteen building at the entrance to the DNSDC. There were eight structures in plans from
1958 and 1966, three of which had been demolished by 1967. The five remaining structures were present until at
least 1981. In the absence of evidence regarding the nature of the structures, it is difficult to assess the likelihood

of structural remains surviving beneath the ground surface.

A plan of the site dating to 1958 (Figures 30 and 37) shows a number of water mains and sewerage lines running
through the Stage | A area, and it is assumed that these are still present. It is likely that these services date from
the 1940s.

Overall, there is a high potential for archaeological features within the Stage |A area.

Research significance

There is a possibility that archaeological remains of former structures could be encountered within the
construction/operation site for Stage |A, and water mains and sewerage lines dating from the 1940s are highly
likely to be present. Any archaeological remains within the Stage | A area have the potential to be of historical

significance as features of a military depot that has been of local and national importance since WWIL.
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SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

Any archaeological remains of the former structures have the potential to be of moderate research significance, as
they may provide new evidence regarding the nature and function of the buildings, and the materials from which

they were constructed.

Any water mains or sewerage pipes within the area would be of low research significance as the locations of these
pipes are already known from documentary evidence and the pipes themselves would be unlikely to make a

significant contribution to the existing knowledge of the site.

Figure 30: 1958 plan of StagelA area (Moorebank 2 B.O.D. Area 25/8/1958, National Archives
CENI149/FOLDER 64).
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Figure 31: €. 1968 plan of Stage | A area (2 B.O.D. Moorebank road resurfacing, National Archives

NDL67/484/FOLDER 74).
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L ]

Figure 32: 1967 plan of Stage 1A area (detail from plan of proposed East Hills railway line, National Archives
C4177/FOLDERG64).
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Figure 33: 1977 plan of Stage |A area (National Archives C4177/FOLDERSA).
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L ]

Figure 34: 1981 plan of Stage |A area (National Archives C4177/FOLDER64C).
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7.1.3  Adjacent WWIl-era buildings

Surrounding the north-east corner of the proposed Stage |A area are three WWII timber post and beam store
buildings. Buildings 10 and | are located approximately |0 metres east of the Stage |A project footprint and 2
metres east of the proposed enabling works, and are oriented east-west, while Building 6 is located around 40
metres north of the project footprint and is oriented north-south. Like the other WWII-era buildings on the site,

each of the buildings was reclad and roofed with modern materials during the 1990s.

The buildings are located close to the entrance to the site and partially obstructed views of the buildings are
available from Moorebank Avenue. However, because they are clad in modern materials, the historical significance
of the buildings is now mainly evident through their architectural form and interior construction, neither of which

can be appreciated by the general public from Moorebank Avenue.

Buildings 10 and I are the only surviving examples of the six WWII store buildings that were originally located in
a line along the western side of the complex. They are accessed by concrete driveways off the main road running

through the Stage 1A footprint. This road and the driveways are still on their original alignments.

7.14  Assessment of significanee
The Stage 1A area of the DNSDC is does not contain any extant WWilI-era buildings; however, it does include

original roads and a large open drain dating to WWII, and is of significance as part of the largely intact complex of

WWII defence structures and associated infrastructure represented by the DNSDC as a whole.

Table 9 provides an assessment of significance for the Stage | A area.

artefact  antefact.netau Page 57



SIMTA EIS ~ Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

L L

Table 9: Stage |A area of DNSDC - Assessment of Significance

Criteria Description Significance Assessment
A ~Historical | An item is important in the course The Stage 1A area is significant as part of the DNSDC which
Significance

or pattern of the local area's cultural

or natural history.

is of high historical significance for its association with the
development of Australia’s military forces since the early 19t
century and particularly for its direct association with the
military expansion in the early years of the Second World
War. The site has played a continual role in Australia's
military infrastructure until the present day. The site is also
of local historical significance for the role it played in the
early settlement of the Liverpool area, and as an illustration
of the boundaries and alignments of the original land grants

and subdivisions in the area.

B - Associative
Significance

An item has strong or special
associations with the life or works of
a person, or group of persons, of
importance in the local area's

cultural or natural history.

The site has a significant association with the Australian

Defence Forces.

C = Aesthetic

An item is important in

The Stage |A area does not contain any items of aesthetic

Significance . . o

demonstrating aesthetic significance.

characteristics and/or a high degree

of creative or technical achievement

in the local area.
D = Social An item has strong or special The Stage | A area is of social significance as part of the
Significance

association with a particular
community or cultural group in the
local area for social, cultural or

spiritual reasons.

DNSDC, which is significant to the extensive community of
Defence personnel who have worked at the site through its
history, and for the local community of Liverpool and the
broader community of Sydney, as the location of Defence

operations since 1915.

E - Research

An item has potential to yield

The Stage | A area has a high potential for subsurface

Fatentsl information that will contribute to an | archaeological deposits to remain. Any remains of former
understanding of the local area’s structures may be of moderate research significance for their
cultural or natural history. ability to provide new evidence regarding the nature and

function of the buildings, and the materials from which they
were constructed.

F = Rarity An item possesses uncommon, rare The Stage | A area does not include any features that are
or endangered aspects of the local rare within the DNSDC.
area's cultural or natural history.

G- An item is important in The Stage |A area does not include any features that are

Representative | demonstrating the principal significant for their representative values.
characteristics of a class of NSWs
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Criteria

Description

Significance Assessment

(or the local area's):

cultural or natural places;

-cultural or natural

environments,

7.1.5  Assessment of impact

Detailed design for the Stage | A area is expected to incorporate:

®  Modifications and /or demolition of existing buildings for the container hardstands.

®  Construction of new buildings and relocation of existing buildings and associated services modifications

associated with the existing / new buildings.

® Infrastructure services (new water, sewerage, trade waste and power) for future connection.

*  Proposed new rail corridor, container hardstand and associated services.

®  Access roads for reach stacker container handlers and B-doubles.

®  Landscape zone.

*  Enabling works to provide Defence with replacement infrastructure on its retained leasehold area.

This assessment of potential impacts will assume that Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal would involve the

demolition of all existing structures within the Stage | A area, excavation for the installation of the rail corridor and

new infrastructure services, and potential excavation for the construction of the new buildings.

The proposed enabling works (Figure 36) would include:

*  The demolition of pavements, roadways, external areas, and part of an existing stormwater channel

directly adjacent to the majority of the eastern boundary of the Stage |A area.

*  The construction of an interface corridor along the eastern boundary of the Stage | A area, including a

new stormwater channel and access road to service retained DNSDC facilities.

*  The construction of a new container hardstand area adjacent to the existing container yard located

approximately 190 metres east of the Stage | A area boundary. The new hardstand would be located

between Buildings 18 and 33.

*  The construction of a new Dangerous Goods facility approximately 200 metres east of the Stage |A area

boundary (adjacent to Building 26).

*  If necessary, modifications and upgrades would be made to the existing DNSDC road network to provide

compliant access to the new hardstand area and Dangerous Goods facility.

*  Modifications to the modern warehouse Building 16, and construction of an improved outdoor lunch area

and car park between Building |6 and WWll-era Building | 1.

artefact
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*  Modifications to the car park and external areas around the canteen facility to the north of the Stage A

area.

Impacts of Stage | A would include:

®  The removal of the original road and open drain alignments running through the Stage 1A area.

®  Possible impacts to potential archaeological material associated with the former structures that are visible

in the Stage | A area on plans dating from the 1950s to 1980s (Figure 37).

¢ Possible impacts to underground water mains and sewerage lines visible on a 1958 plan of the site, which
probably date to the 1940s (Figure 38).

®  Impacts to the setting and context of three WWll-era buildings located close to the north-eastern

corner of the Stage | A area (Buildings 6, 10 and |1) (Figure 35).

No WWill-era buildings would be directly impacted as part of the Stage|A development, however, the SIMTA
proposal would involve indirect impacts to Buildings 6, 10, and | 1, which are all WWII timber post and beam store
buildings. The proposed enabling works along the eastern boundary of the Stage | A area would be located only

around 2 metres from Buildings 10 and 11.

Construction within the Stage | A project footprint would impact on the connection between Buildings 10 and |1,
their driveways, and the main road that currently runs to the west of the buildings. The existing partial views from
Moorebank Avenue to Buildings 10 and || would also be obstructed by the proposed construction, however,
these views do not currently allow an appreciation of the historical significance of the buildings and their loss
would not significantly impact on the heritage value of the DNSDC. Because the Stage | A footprint is located close
to Buildings 10 and 11, the SIMTA proposal would also involve impacts to the views toward these buildings from
within the site, while views toward Building 6 would be unaffected. It is also possible that construction and
operations in the Stage |A area and during the enabling works could involve vibratory impacts to the adjacent
WWill-era buildings.

The enabling works that are proposed to be undertaken as part of Stage | A would involve the demolition of part

of the 1940s open stormwater channel that runs through the Stage | A area.

The construction of the proposed new container hardstand and Dangerous Goods facility would not have a
significant impact on the heritage significance of the DNSDC. These new features would not interrupt the
historical layout of WWIl-era buildings or road networks, and would be in keeping with the historical function of

the site.

The possible future modifications and upgrades to existing roads that would provide access to the area of the
proposed new hardstand and Dangerous Goods facility would be unlikely to have a negative heritage impact. These

roads have already been subject to upgrades and modifications since their construction and, provided that no
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major changes were made to their alignments, further modifications would not have any impact on the heritage

values of the site.

Overall, although it would impact on the setting and historical layout of the south-western side of the DNSDC,

Stage |1 A of the SIMTA proposal would have a relatively minor impact on the overall significance of the DNSDC.

Any archaeological remains of former structures within the Stage | A area have the potential to be of moderate

research significance and impacts to these remains would have a minor impact on the heritage value of the

DNSDC.

Table 10 provides a summary SoHlI for the Stage | A area of the DNSDC.

Table 10: Stage |A area of DNSDC - SoHI

Impact on a heritage item

Discussion

The following aspects of Stage 1A of the SIMTA proposal
respect or enhance the heritage significance of the item or

conservation area for the following reasons.

No WWill-era buildings would be directly impacted as part
of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal.

The following aspects of Stage |A of the SIMTA proposal

could detrimentally impact on heritage significance.

- The removal of the road network and open
stormwater channel in the Stage |A area, which date
from WWIL.

- Impacts on the setting and historical layout of the
south-western side of the DNSDC.

- Impacts to the setting and context of three WWII-
era buildings located close to the north-eastern
corner of the Stage | A area (Buildings 6, 10 and 11).

- Impacts to potential archaeological material
associated with former structures. These are of
moderate research significance.

- Probable impacts to underground water mains and
sewerage lines visible on a 1958 plan of the site,
which probably date to the 1940s. These are of low

research significance.

The following sympathetic solutions have been considered

and discounted for the following reasons.

n/a
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LN

Figure 35: Stage |A area in relation to existing structures at DNSDC
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Figure 37: Stage | A area in relation to the sites of former structures (Base map - Google Earth).

E Stage 1A area

B Sites of former
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Figure 38: Stage |A area in relation to water mains and sewerage lines (1958 plan National Archives
CENI149/FOLDER 64).
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7.1.6 Potential mitigation measures

Itis impractical to offer mitigation measures for Stage | A without taking into consideration the probable impacts
to the remainder of the DNSDC as part of the subsequent stages of the SIMTA proposal. Rather than attempting
to provide separate mitigation measures for the Stage |A area, it is suggested that a mitigation strategy should be
developed for the DNSDC in its entirety, once the nature of the SIMTA proposal has been more adequately
defined. This strategy may be based on the potential mitigation options outlined in Table 7 of this report. At the
least, mitigation should involve archival and photographic recording of the entire DNSDC, including the Stage |A

area. This recording should be completed for the whole site before Stage | A commences.

Potential vibratory impacts to the WWill-era buildings adjacent to the Stage | A area should be monitored, in
accordance with any recommendations made in the Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan that will

be developed prior to the commencement of construction.

Archaeological remains of former structures may be present within the Stage | A area. The remains of former
structures have the potential to be of moderate research significance, and it is recommended that archaeological
monitoring should be conducted for a representative sample of the sites of former structures (marked in Figure
37) that would be subject to proposed subsurface impacts. Monitoring should be undertaken by a suitable

archaeologist with Excavation Director Criteria qualifications.

The archaeologist would assess the likely significance of any archaeological deposits encountered, and provide

advice regarding appropriate further action. If highly significant remains were identified during monitoring, it might
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be appropriate to conduct further monitoring for additional sites of former structures. A draft research design for

this monitoring is included in Appendix A.

Table || summarised development and mitigation options for Stage | A.

Table | I: Development and mitigations options table - Stage |A DNSDC,

Development | Likelihood | Significance ofimpact | Possible mitigation Summary of mitigation
option strategies strategy /effect on heritage
values
Demolition of High Impacts to the heritage Archival recording of the | Detailed archival and
existing significance of the site as | relationship between the | photographic recording should
structures in a whole would be low if 1990s buildings and other | be undertaken before any
the Stage |A only the 1990s buildings structures and features changes are made to the site in
area, were impacted. on the DNSDC. order collect information on
heritage values before they are
impacted.
Subsurface High The significance of the Monitoring of works Impacts would be mitigated by
impacts. impacts will depend on conducted by an archaeological investigation as
the nature of remains appropriately qualified they would provide a means of
identified within the areas | heritage recording and interpreting
of archaeological consultant/archaeologist. | information about the heritage
potential. values of the site.
Construction of | High Moderate impact on the | Archival and Archival and photographic
new buildings. setting of three WWII- photographic recording recording would document the
era buildings (6, 10, and of the Stage |A areaand | existing historical layout of the
1), and significant impact | the settings of Buildings 6, | area and would create a record
to the historical layout of | 10, and I1. of the heritage values of the site
the Stage |A area. before it is disturbed.
Overall, construction in
this area would have a
fairly minor impact on the
significance of the
DNSDC as a whole.
7.2 The School of Military Engineering (SME)
7.2.| Deseription
General

The School of Military Engineering is listed on the Liverpool LEP (2008) under its alternate name, the Australian
Army Engineers Group (Item 57). This listing notes that the site includes the Royal Australian Engineers (RAE)
Memorial Chapel, RAE Monument, Major General Sir Clive Steele Memorial Gates, and The Cust Hut. According
to the LEP Heritage map, Item 57 also encompasses most of the land surrounding the DNSDC, between the East

Hills railway line and Anzac Road, as well as a building on the north side of Anzac Road (Figures 39 and 40). This

;rtefact
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building is not specifically mentioned in the LEP, and is listed separately in the State Heritage Inventory as an ‘Army

Building (Former)'.

Figure 39: Detail of item 57 on Liverpool LEP Heritage Map (Sheet HER_013)

The main complex of the SME covers approximately 220 hectares between the Georges River and Moorebank
Avenue. The SME is accessed from Moorebank Avenue and within its grounds is a group of heritage items
associated with the Royal Australian Engineers, including the Royal Australian Engineers monument, the Plant
Hangar, and the Memorial Chapel. Located at the south of the site is the Royal Australian Engineers golf course,

which overlooks the East Hills rail line. The site is currently in use for army training.

The former army building north of Anzac Road is a long, rectangular corrugated iron shed. This building is some
distance from the study area and has no views to or from the study area. Consequently, it will not be impacted by
the SIMTA proposal.
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Figure 40: The locations of features included in Item 57 of the Liverpool LEP (Base map ~ Six Viewer).
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The rest of the land encompassed by Item 57 on the Liverpool LEP listing consists mostly of bushland. Since this
land was part of Liverpool's military precinct from 1915 and has remained undeveloped since the 1940s. Plans of
the military precinct during the 1940s and 1950s do not show any structures in this area. To the north, between
the SIMTA site and the residential development at Wattle Grove, is an area that was used as a rifle range from

WWI. Two structures that were visible on an aerial photograph from 1943 are still present within this area.
SIMTA rail corridor area

Approximately four hectares at the southern end of the main SME complex, and around |6 hectares within the
vegetated part of the complex (south of the DNSDC), is included in the area of the proposed rail corridor that
forms part of Stage |A of the SIMTA proposal. The southern end of the main complex is part of the RAE golf
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course and has been highly disturbed through the creation of the golf course and the existing East Hills railway line

that runs along its southern boundary.

The vegetated area is located between the DNSDC and the East Hills railway line and consists of approximately 29
hectares of native scrub and swampy land. A railway link, dating to the 1970s, runs through the middle of this area,
between the DNSDC and the East Hills railway line (Figure 44). The proposed Stage |A rail corridor encompasses

roughly half of this area, from Moorebank Avenue on the west to just beyond the existing railway link on the east.

The proposed rail link itself would only include a narrow strip of land in the vegetated area (approximately 672

metres long and 20 metres wide), before running to the west within the existing East Hills Railway corridor.

7.2.2 Archaeological potential

The southern portion of the main SME complex has low archaeological potential. A plan of the site dating to 1967
(Figure 41) shows that this area was partly occupied by a sewer farm and an associated access road or track,
however, it is unlikely that these features would have left any significant material traces. The creation of the sewer
farm would probably have disturbed any surviving archaeological material related to the WWI occupation of the
Liverpool Military Camp. Furthermore, the area underwent major landscape modification in the creation of the
Royal Australian Engineers Golf Course, and the construction of the adjacent railway line. This area has low

archaeological potential.

Figure 41: Detail of plan dating to 1967 showing former sewer farm at the southern end of the SME site
(National Archives C4177/FOLDERéS4).

st Hill

artefact artefact.net.au Page 69



SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

Historical documents related to the DNSDC and SME sites do not record the presence of any structures in
vegetated area before or during WWII, and plans from the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s show that there were no
structures here during this period (Figures 42 and 43). The absence of development was probably due to the
swampiness of the land (Figure 45). During the 2012 site survey, numerous piles of dumped rubbish were found
through the area, most of which were located along a track about 90 metres south of the southern boundary of
the DNSDC (Figures 46 and 47). These piles consisted mainly of structural material such as bricks and concrete,
but also included broken up bitumen slabs, beer bottles, and various metal objects. None of the visible material
appeared to pre-date the mid-20" century and it is likely it was dumped in the area by Defence following the
demolition of former structures and roads within the DNSDC. Because this material is disturbed and out of
context, it has low research significance and does not warrant further investigation. It is not likely that intact

archaeological deposits are present within this part of the study area.

Figure 42: 1952 plan showing area to south of DNSDC Figure 43: 1977 plan showing area to south of
(Mitchell Library a4123001). DNSDC (National Archives C4177/FOLDERS4).
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Figure 44: Existing rail link running through vegetated Figure 45: At southern end of vegetated area -
area. Facing south-west, example of swampy ground.

Figure 46: Slabs of concrete and other structural Figure 47: Pile of bricks, roof tiles and other material.
material within vegetated area,

723 Assessment of significanee
Assessment Criteria

The table below outlines a selective summary of the significance assessment detailed in the NSW Heritage Office

database entry for the item. It provides a context for the recommendations for the section of the site to be

impacted by the SIMTA proposal.
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Table 12: SME - Assessment of Significance

pattern of the local area’s cultural or natural

Criteria Description Significance Assessment
A - Historical An item is important in the course or The site demonstrates the military
Significance

history of the area and particularly relates

aesthetic characteristics and/or a high
degree of creative or technical achievement

in the local area.

history. to Australia's military engineering history.
B.- Associative An item has strong or special associations The site is associated with the Royal
Significance with the life or works of a person, or group | Australian Engineers and is a testimony to
of persons, of importance in the local area's | their contribution to Australia's war
cultural or natural history. campaigns.
C = Aesthetic An item is important in demonstrating The site reflects the changing
Significance

technologies used by the Royal Australian

Engineers.

E = Research Potential

An item has potential to yield information
that will contribute to an understanding of

the local area’s cultural or natural history.

There is the potential to gain more
information on the site from further
architectural, archaeological and
documentary research. (This criterion
applies to the main complex of the SME,
but is not applicable to the portion of the
SME that falls within the study area. This
portion is of low research potential due
to an absence of historical development
over most of its area, and high levels of
disturbance in those parts that were

developed in the past.)

F = Rarity

An item possesses uncommon, rare or
endangered aspects of the local area's

cultural or natural history.

The site contains a number of war
memorabilia that are rare heritage items

that reflect Australia's milicary past.

Statement of Significance

The following statement of significance is taken from NSW Heritage Office database entry for the site:

“The School of Military Engineering demonstrates the military history, particularly the engineering

military history of the area. The site encompasses a complex of heritage items that are associated

with the Royal Australian Engineers. It traces the evolution of the technologies used by the RAE.

Much of the war memorabilia on display is now rare. The site is representative of the RAE's pride in

their military past and present. There is the potential to gain more information on the site from

further architectural, archaeological and documentary research.”
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However, it should be noted that while the SME as a whole is of heritage significance and the main complex is of
some research potential, the small portion of the site that falls within the Stage | A area does not possess

significant heritage values and is of low research potential.

7.24 Assessment of impact

Stage |A of the SIMTA proposal involves the construction of an additional rail line which would run through a
small part of the SME complex: the vegetated area to the south of the DNSDC. Impacts would be limited to a

small portion of the SME site, and would not have any impact on the heritage significance of the item (Figure 48).

Figure 48: SME heritage curtilage (shaded green) in relation to SIMTA proposal

=== Entire SIMTA site
m— Stage 1A area and proposed rall link T
Proposed rall corridor area

Holsworthy
Group

Table 13: Development and mitigations options table = DNSDE south,

Development Likelihood Significance of Possible mitigation | Summary of mitigation strategy
option impact strategies leffect on heritage values
Southern section of | High No impacts to heritage | N/A N/A

SME developed as significance.

part of the rail

corridor.
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7.3 Glenfield Farm

7.3.1 Description

Glenfield Farm is listed on the SHR and is of exceptional historical significance as one of the few surviving rural
farm complexes in New South Wales dating from the original land grant of 1810 and still capable of use for family
living and limited farming activities. The buildings on the property are located to the western part of the listed area
on top of a ridge and contain a |4 room homestead, a dairy, coach house/barn and privy. The land to the east of
the site consists of former rural pastures and the original site fencing (NSVW Heritage Office n.d. “Glenfield Farm”).
The curtilage of the item extends down to the Southern railway line, and is located only around 50 metres from
the western extent of the proposed new rail link (Figure 49). The house and farm buildings are located

approximately 220 metres from the proposed rail line (Figure 50).
The house overlooks the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility and the Southern railway line.

Figure 49: Detail of Glenfield Farm (Item 14) from Liverpool LEP Heritage map (Sheet _013)

d“—w—gm.#ﬂh

Figure 50: View toward Glenfield Farm from the eastern side of the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility

Glenfield Farm
barn Glenfield Farm

house
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7.3.2 Assessment of significance

The Statement of Significance included in the NSW Heritage Office database entry for the item states that:

“Glenfield Farm homestead and its outbuildings are of exceptional historical significance as one of the
few surviving rural farm complexes in New South Wales dating from the original land grant of 1810

and still capable of use for family living and limited farming activities.

Taken as a whole, the grounds of Glenfield Farm that remain have the capability to demonstrate both
the core activities of the farm, and, to a modest degree, the planting tastes, garden layout, and
functional requirements of successive occupants. Their approach was, for the most part, pragmatic
and utilitarian - as is often the case with dairy farms - and cumulatively the grounds have high

heritage significance (sic).

The homestead and garden complex can still be appreciated to some extent in their original
relationship with the escarpment and Glenfield Creek valley, as can some of their traditional view

prospects.
The place retains its traditional prominence along the ridge from the east, as a local landmark.”

The Conservation Management Plan (CMP) developed for the site in 2002 emphasised the importance of the views
to and from the east and recommended that they be retained intact (Mayne-Wilson & Associates 2002:116). The
recommended management of the site includes ensuring appropriate controls on areas beyond the estate to the
east within the estate's visual catchment. In particular, the scale, height and treatment of the adjacent landfill area
(NSW Heritage Office n.d. “Glenfield Farm”).

7.3.3 Assessment of impact

Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal involves the construction of a rail link from the intermodal terminal, across the
Georges River, and through the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility, which would then branch into two lines that
would connect with the SSFL now in construction (Figure 51). Potential impacts to the Glenfield Farm SHR item
include impacts to its views and setting, and a possible increase in noise from activity along the proposed new rail
lines and the SSFL.

The historic structures on the site are located around 220 metres from the south-western branch of the proposed
new rail line that would connect with the SSFL, which is currently under construction. Although there is some
screening vegetation located within the property, some view lines do exist from the house and barn over the study
area, and these vistas were assessed to be significant in the 2002 CMP for the property (Mayne-Wilson &
Associates 2002:1 16). These vistas have already been considerably compromised by the creation of the Glenfield
Waste Disposal facility, the construction of the Southern railway line and, particularly, the recent erection of a

concrete flyover (known as the Glenfield flyover) to carry the SSFL over the Southern railway line (Figures 52-54).

artefact artefact.net.au Page 75




SIMTA EIS - Non-Indigenous Heritage Assessment

The built heritage assessment undertaken as part of the SSFL Environmental Assessment did not take into
consideration the impact of the SSFL on the historically significant views from Glenfield Farm (Caldis Cook Group
2005:42).

As the views from the property have already been compromised by railway development, it is considered unlikely
that the additional rail links proposed as part of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal would further impact on the

heritage significance of the item.

It is possible that the increased numbers of freight trains travelling along the SSFL and proposed connecting rail
lines as a consequence of the intermodal terminal would result in an increase in noise levels. However, existing
noise levels from the Southern railway line have already somewhat compromised the historical character of the
site, and it is unlikely that the increase in noise levels and train frequency due to the SIMTA proposal would make a
significant difference. The Noise Impact Assessment would provide further information on possible impacts of

increased noise levels.
Table 14 provides a summary SoHlI for Glenfield Farm.

Table 14: Glenfield Farm - SoM|

Development adjacent to a heritage item

Discussion

How is the impact of the new development on the

heritage significance of the item or area to be minimised?

The SIMTA proposal would not have a significant negative
impact on the current heritage value of Glenfield Farm, as
views from the site toward the study area have already

been compromised by existing development.

Why is the new development required to be adjacent to

the heritage item?

The SIMTA proposal is required to be adjacent to the
heritage item because it involves the construction of new
rail lines that will connect with the SSFL currently being

constructed near the south-eastern boundary of the item.

How does the new development affect views to, and from,
the heritage item? What has been done to minimise

negative effects?

The construction of two new rail lines as part of the
SIMTA proposal is likely to have some negative impact on
the views from the heritage item. However, these views
have already been significantly compromised by existing
development and it is unlikely that the additional rail links

would substantially exacerbate the existing situation.

Is the new development sympathetic to the heritage item?

In what way?

No.

Will the additions visually dominate the heritage item?

How has this been minimised?

The proposed additional railway lines would not visually

dominate the heritage item.

Will the public, and users of the item, still be able to view

and appreciate its significance!

At present, the most publically accessible views of the item
are from Leacocks Lane, to the north-west of the house.
The public will continue to be able to view and appreciate

the significance of the site from this location.
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Figure 51: Glenfield Farm SHR curtilage (shaded green) in relation to SIMTA proposal.
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Figure 52: View from Glenfield Farm barn toward study area.

Southern Sydney Freight
Line construction

Figure 53t View toward study area from the rear of Glenfield Farm house.

Southern Sydney Freight
Line construction
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7.34 Potential mitigation measures

It is possible that measures employed as part of the SSFL project to mitigate the visual impact of the Glenfield
flyover may also reduce the potential impacts of the SIMTA proposal. However, the visual assessment report for
the SSFL only included general design strategies such as the use of screening vegetation and terracing or earth
mounding to soften the impact of the flyover (Caldis Cook Group 2006: 25). The Statement of Commitments for
the SSFL does not include any measures specifically intended to mitigate the visual impact of the Glenfield flyover.
It is therefore recommended that a commitment be made by SIMTA to plant screening vegetation to soften the

appearance of the rail lines from Glenfield House, if this is not done as part of the SSFL mitigation measures.

Table 15: Development and mitigations options table - Glenfield Farm

Development Likelihood [ Significance of Possible mitigation | Summary of mitigation
option impact strategies strategy /effect on heritage
values
Two new rail High Minor impact on views | Screening vegetation Screening vegetation would
links built adjacent from Glenfield Farm, should be planted to | mitigate the potential impact of the
to Glenfield Farm. however, these views soften the appearance | SIMTA proposal on views from
have already been of the rail lines from Glenfield Farm.
compromised by Glenfield Farm (if not
existing development. done as part of the
SSFL project).

7.4  Glenfield Waste Disposal facility - archaeological potential

The proposed Stage | A rail corridor area runs through the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility, which is located to

the west of the Georges River.

Historical plans show that a number of structures were once present within the area now occupied by the waste
disposal facility (see Figures 55 and 56). However, the creation of the facility has caused major subsurface
disturbance (see Figure 57), and this part of the study area has no archaeological potential. The construction of the
proposed rail lines within this area would have no direct impacts on any heritage items or potential archaeological

resources, though there may be impacts to the views from Glenfield Farm, as discussed above (Section 7.3.3).
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Figure 55: 1906 plan with Glenfield Waste Disposal Figure 56: 1952 plan with Glenfield Waste Disposal
facility area outlined in pink (Mitchell Library facility area outlined in pink (Mitchell Library
al528523). a4123001).
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Table |6t Developrent and mitigati

ois options table = Glenfield Waste Disposal facility

Development Likelihood Significance of Possible mitigation | Summary of mitigation strategy
option impact strategies leffect on heritage values
Construction of rail | High No impacts to heritage | N/A N/A
links through waste items or potential
disposal facility. archaeological material,
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8.0 Summary

The findings of this assessment have indicated that there are no heritage constraints on the SIMTA proposal within
the proposed rail corridor area (included in Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal). This area is unlikely to contain items
of non-Indigenous heritage significance due to either an absence of historical development, or high levels of
disturbance. The heritage listed DNSDC and Glenfield Farm would be impacted to varying degrees by the SIMTA

proposal.
Ith Lands — enti SD

The SIMTA proposal would have a significant impact on the heritage significance of the DNSDC, which is currently
leased by the Australian Defence Force and is listed on the CHL and protected by the EPBC Act 1999. However,
the SIMTA site will only be located within a *Commonwealth Area” for as long as Defence leases the site, and
once that lease expires or is relinquished (anticipated to occur in 2017), the SIMTA site would no longer be within
a "Commonwealth Area” and the DNSDC would need to be removed from the CHL (s341L EPBC Act). It is
possible that the site may then be considered for listing on another heritage register, such as the National Heritage
List (NHL) or State Heritage Register (SHR). If either of these listings were to occur prior to the granting of
development approval for the SIMTA site, SIMTA would be required to fulfil additional obligations under the

relevant heritage legislation.

However, regardless of the statutory context, the heritage values of the DNSDC are known to be high and it is
preferable that significant elements of the site are conserved where possible, whether this is through the re-use of

the warehouses or the conservation of the most representative samples of the structures.

The SIMTA proposal would have a significant impact on the DNSDC and its heritage values, although a
combination of mitigation measures would minimise this impact where practicable. The SIMTA proposal is likely to
involve the demolition and/or removal of all or some of the heritage buildings on the DNSDC, the construction of
new buildings, and landscape modification through the installation of new water, sewerage, trade waste, and power
infrastructure. These changes would impact on the heritage significance of the WWII buildings located at the
DSNDC site, although it is likely that these impacts would be mitigated by a combination of conservation, adaptive

reuse, and relocation of some of the WWII structures.

If buildings are to be demolished, re-use of heritage fabric within an interpretive context would be appropriate and
archival recording would be necessary. While some recording was completed in 2001 (Brooks & Associates
2002:28), updates to this record would be required. The historical landscape context of the site should also be
taken into account. Elements such as the alignment of the roads and rail line may be preserved, or embedded

through conservation or interpretation in the new development design (Brooks & Associates 2002:28).
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It is recommended that a mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC as a whole, once the nature of
the SIMTA proposal has been more adequately defined. This strategy may be based on the potential mitigation
options outlined in Table 8 and, at a minimum, would involve archival and photographic recording of the entire
DNSDC. At the Project Applications stage, at State level, detailed Statements of Heritage Impact will be produced
for each stage of the SIMTA proposal, based on the information provided in this, and previous, reports. This

report provides the SoH| for Stage | A.

Itis possible that archaeological remains of former structures exist throughout the site, and these have the
potential to be of moderate research significance. Recommendations for mitigation and management measures for

areas of archaeological potential would be made within the SoHls for each stage of the SIMTA proposal.
S 1A ar f DN

No WWIl-era buildings would be directly impacted as part of Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal and associated
enabling works; however, there would be significant impacts to the setting and context of three WWI|-era
buildings located close to the north-eastern corner of the Stage | A area. It is also possible that construction and
operations within this area could involve vibratory impacts to the adjacent WWI|-era buildings. The setting and
historical layout of the south-western side of the DNSDC would be impacted through the removal of the original
road and open drain alignments, and subsurface impacts may affect potential archaeological remains of former

structures.

As the Stage | A area is still leased by Defence, and because the proposed enabling works for Stage |1 A would
occur within part of the DNSDC while it remains under lease by Defence, the approvals process will need to meet
the requirements of the EPBC Act 1999. The Commonwealth EIS, of which this report forms part, must be
submitted to Commonwealth Minister for approval. Separate approval must also be sought from the NSW

Minister for the Stage | A project application, under the EP&A Act.

Rather than attempting to provide specific mitigation measures for the Stage |A area in isolation, this report has
suggested that a mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC as a whole, once the nature of the
SIMTA development has been more adequately defined. This strategy may be based on the potential mitigation
options outlined in Table 8, and, at a minimum, would involve archival and photographic recording of the entire

DNSDC. This recording should be completed for the whole site before Stage | A commences.

Potential vibratory impacts to the WWill-era buildings adjacent to the Stage | A area should be monitored, in
accordance with the Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan that would be developed prior to the

commencement of construction.

It is possible that archaeological remains of former structures exist within the Stage |A area, and these have the
potential to be of moderate research significance. It is recommended that archaeological monitoring should be

conducted for a representative sample of these sites, where they would be subject to proposed subsurface
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impacts. Monitoring should be undertaken by a suitable archaeologist with Excavation Director Criteria
qualifications, who would assess the likely significance of any archaeological deposits encountered, and provide
advice regarding appropriate further action. If highly significant remains were identified during monitoring, it may
be appropriate to conduct further monitoring for additional sites of former structures. A draft archaeological

research design for the monitoring is provided in Appendix A.
lenfiel r

Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal involves the construction of an additional rail line from the intermodal terminal
which would run through the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility before branching into two lines that would connect
with the SSFL close to the curtilage of Glenfield Farm. Glenfield Farm overlooks this area, however, because the
views from the property have already been compromised by railway development and the creation of the waste
disposal facility, it is considered unlikely that the additional proposed rail links would have further impacts on the

heritage significance of the item.

It is also possible that the SIMTA proposal could result in an increase in noise levels along the rail line near

Glenfield Farm. Possible impacts from noise would be addressed in the Noise Impact Assessment for this project.

It is possible that measures employed as part of the SSFL project to mitigate the visual impact of the Glenfield
flyover adjacent to Glenfield Farm may also reduce the potential impacts of the SIMTA proposal. However, the
Statement of Commitments for the SSFL does not include any specific measures to mitigate potential impacts on
Glenfield Farm. It is therefore recommended that a commitment should be made to plant screening vegetation to

soften the appearance of the rail lines adjacent to Glenfield Farm, as part of the SIMTA proposal.

Table |7: Summary of Heritage Issues and Actions

Area Within the Listing Actions Required
study area?
School of Military Yes Liverpool LEP None
Engineering
Glenfield Waste Yes None None
Disposal facility
DNSDC Yes Commonwealth Submit this report to the Australian Minister for
Heritage List Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and

Communities, as part of EIS for the SIMTA proposal.
Further detailed Statement of Heritage Impacts at
Project Application stage for different stages of the

SIMTA proposal.
Develop overall mitigation and management strategy.
Stage |A area of Yes Commonwealth Submit this report as part of the EIS to:
DNSDC Heritage List - Australian Minister for Sustainability, Environment,

Water, Population and Communities

- Submit SoHls for staged planning applications at
State level.

Glenfield Farm No State Heritage Register | Submit SoHIs to NSW Minister for Planning and
Infrastructure as part of staged planning applications at
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L
Area Within the Listing Actions Required
study area?
Liverpool LEP State level.
Commit to planting screening vegetation to soften the
appearance of the rail lines adjacent to Glenfield Farm.
r | A consi ions

A Heritage Management Plan in adherence to NSW Heritage Council guidelines should be prepared as part of the
Construction Environmental Management Plan for the Stage |A proposal. If unexpected finds are located during
works the NSW Heritage Council would be notified and an archaeological consultant engaged to assess the

significance of the finds. Further archaeological work or recording may be recommended.
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9.0 Recommendations

On the basis of background research and a site inspection and adhering to all statutory obligations, it is found that;

*  There are no items of known or likely heritage significance within the proposed Stage | A rail corridor
area. The vegetated area to the south of the DNSDC was not subject to historical development, while the
remainder of the land has been significantly disturbed through the creation of the RAE golf course, East

Hills railway line, and the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility.

*  The proposed rail corridor would not have a significant impact on the Glenfield Farm SHR item, as views
from the item have already been compromised by the creation of the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility

and the ongoing construction of the SSFL.

*  The DNSDC is highly significant as a largely intact network of WWill-era buildings, road, drains, and rail
sidings. It embodies important national heritage values, as indicated by its inclusion on the Commonwealth
Heritage List, and it is necessary to conserve the site's heritage values where possible. The Stage |A area
of the DNSDC does not contain any WWill-era buildings, but does include historical road and drain

alignments and contributes to the overall significance of the site.

*  The statutory context of the DNSDC is expected to change in the near future, when Defence ceases to
lease the site (anticipated in 2017) and it is no longer protected under the EPBC Act. When this occurs,
whether the site falls under statutory protection or not will depend on whether the SIMTA site is
subsequently listed on the NHL or SHR and thereby becomes subject to the regulatory requirements of
the relevant legislation. The actions necessary before heritage impacts can occur at the SIMTA site will
depend on the statutory context of the site at the time that approval is sought for each stage of the
SIMTA proposal.

*  Specific details regarding the potential impacts of the SIMTA proposal on the DNSDC have not yet been
finalised, but the SIMTA proposal is expected to involve the demolition or removal of some or all of the
WWII buildings, the construction of new buildings, and landscape modification through the installation of
new water, sewerage, trade waste, and power infrastructure. These changes would have a major impact
on the heritage significance of the site. The SIMTA proposal would impact on the relationships that
currently exist between the different buildings, the historical road and rail alignments, and the broader

landscape; and the site would no longer retain any visible physical connection to its long military history.

*  Within the Stage | A area of the DNSDC, heritage impacts are expected to include the removal of the
original road and open drain alignments, possible impacts to potential archaeological material associated

with former structures, impacts to underground water mains and sewerage lines dating to the 1940s, and
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significant impacts to the setting and context of three WWll-era buildings located close to the north-

eastern corner of the Stage | A area (Buildings 6, 10 and 1),

*  Archaeological remains of former structures may exist throughout the DNSDC (including the Stage 1A
area). Such remains have the potential to be of moderate research significance, as they may provide new
evidence about the building types present throughout the site and the materials from which they were

constructed.
In light of these findings the following recommendations are made;
Commonwealth Lands

*  There are no non-Indigenous heritage constraints for the land within the SIMTA rail corridor area

including the SME land and the Glenfield Waste Disposal facility.

®  There are no constraints on the SIMTA proposal with regard to Glenfield Farm. However, it is
recommended that a commitment should be made by SIMTA to plant screening vegetation to soften the
appearance of the rail lines adjacent to Glenfield Farm, if this is not done as part of the SSFL mitigation

measures.

* A Statement of Heritage Impacts (SoHI) should be produced for each stage of the planning application and
approval process, and each SoH| should address the legal status of the site and provide advice on required
actions depending on whether or not the site is listed on another heritage register or environmental
planning instrument at the time that approval is sought. This report includes the SoH| for Stage 1A of the
SIMTA proposal. Each SoH| should also include recommendations regarding specific mitigation and
management measures for each stage of the SIMTA proposal, including consideration of built heritage,

views and setting, and archaeological resources.

* A mitigation strategy should be developed for the DNSDC as a whole, once the nature of the SIMTA
proposal has been more adequately defined. This strategy may be based on the potential mitigation
options outlined in Table 8, and, at a minimum, would involve archival and photographic recording of the

entire DNSDC. This recording should be completed for the whole site before Stage | A commences.

*  Because approval is being sought at the present time, while the entire area is still leased by Defence, the
approvals process will need to meet the requirements of the EPBC Act 1999. The Commonwealth EIS, of
which this report forms part, must be submitted to the Australian Government Minister for Sustainability,

Environment, Water, Population and Communities (the Minister) for approval.
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Stage |A

*  Archival recording in accordance with the DNSDC mitigation strategy (to be developed) would be

undertaken prior to works commencing.

¢ Archaeological monitoring should be conducted for a representative sample of the sites of former
structures that would be subject to proposed subsurface impacts for Stage | A. Monitoring should be
undertaken by a suitable archaeologist with Excavation Director Criteria qualifications, who would assess
the likely significance of any archaeological deposits encountered, and provide advice regarding
appropriate further action. A draft archaeological research design for the monitoring is provided in
Appendix A. If highly significant remains were identified during monitoring, it might be appropriate to

conduct further monitoring for additional sites of former structures or test excavations.

*  Possible vibratory impacts to the three WWill-era buildings located adjacent to the Stage | A area should
be monitored in accordance with any recommendations made in the Construction Noise and Vibration

Management Plan that will be developed prior to the commencement of construction.

* A Heritage Management Plan in adherence to NSW Heritage Council guidelines should be prepared as

part of the Construction Environmental Management Plan for the Stage |A proposal.

*  If unexpected finds are located during works the NSW Heritage Council would be notified and an
archaeological consultant engaged to assess the significance of the finds. Further archaeological work or

recording may be recommended.
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1.0 Infroduction

1.1  Background

In 2012, Artefact Heritage, on behalf of Hyder Consulting and the Sydney Intermodal Terminal Alliance (SIMTA) (a
consortium of Qube Logistics and QR National), undertook an assessment of non-Indigenous heritage for the site
of SIMTA's proposed intermodal terminal facility and rail link at Moorebank, New South Wales (NSW) (SIMTA
proposal). This assessment included a detailed Statement of Heritage Impact (SoHI) for Stage |A of the proposal,
while also assessing potential impacts to Commonwealth Lands and matters of National Environmental Significance

(NES) for the SIMTA proposal as a whole,

The SIMTA proposal includes the construction of an intermodal terminal facility located within the current
Defence National Storage and Distribution Centre (DNSDC), which would provide container freight distribution
and warehousing facilities and would be linked to the Southern Sydney Freight Line (SSFL) via a proposed new rail
link. Stage |A of the SIMTA proposal includes all works within the proposed rail corridor, as well as an area of
approximately eight hectares in the south-western corner of the DNSDC. Stage | A would involve the demolition
of existing buildings within the Stage| A area of the DNSDC, excavation, construction, the installation of new
infrastructure services, the creation of additional rail connections, and the erection of a new bridge over the
Georges River to carry the proposed new railway line parallel to the existing East Hills railway line. It would also

involve enabling works in some parts of the DNSDC that do not fall within the Stage | A footprint.

The SoHI for Stage 1A of the SIMTA proposal identified some areas of archaeological potential within the footprint
of Stage |A, and recommended that archaeological monitoring should be conducted to mitigate the impacts of the
SIMTA proposal on those areas. This archaeological research design has been prepared to guide the proposed

archaeological monitoring.

1.2 Study area

The study area is located within the SIMTA site at Lot |, DP 1048263, on Moorebank Avenue, Moorebank. The

Stage | A footprint is located in the south-west corner of the site.

1.3  Heritage listings

The DNSDC site is listed on the Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL) and is protected under the Environment

Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).
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1.4 Methodology and limitations

The methodology used to prepare this report was consistent with NSW Heritage Office guidelines.

This report is based on documentary research and a field inspection undertaken as part of the SoH| for Stage | A
of the SIMTA proposal. It is possible that further historical research may provide additional or contradictory

information, and support a different interpretation of the available evidence.

1.5 Report authorship

Archaeologist Adele Anderson wrote this report, with management input from Dr Sandra Wallace.
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2.0 Historical context

2.1 History of the site

The site is part of a wider area that was used for military purposes from the early years of Liverpool's settlement,

although the development of the site did not begin until WWII.

The association of military activities with the Liverpool district began in the early 1800s, when soldiers were
stationed in the area to provide protection to early settlers and to oversee convict work gangs, and a military

barracks was constructed at the corner of George and Moore Streets (Brooks and Associates 2002:8).

During the early 1900s, the area north of the SIMTA site hosted several military training camps. These were held
annually as part of the ‘Easter Encampments’, a training programme which also involved camps at Paddington and
Goulburn (The Sydney Morning Herald (SMH) 27/3/1906:6). By 1907, a military camp had been established on the
eastern side of the Georges River, with a rifle range further south. The land which is currently occupied by the
DNSDC formed part of this camp (Brooks and Associates 2002:8).

By 1913, the Liverpool camp accommodated 2000 troops in tents (SMH 3/1/1913:10), and during WWI it became
the main training centre in New South Wales. In a plan dated to 1915, Liverpool Camp is shown located between
the Georges River and Moorebank Avenue, extending around 1.5 kilometres south from Illawarra Road, which was
located in roughly the same position as the present Newbridge Road. To the east of the camp was an area marked
‘Stores’, which encompassed part of the current DNSDC, while east of the storage area was a rifle range. Initially,
new recruits were encamped in long lines of tents on the eastern bank of the river, though these had been
replaced with huts by the end of 1916. Military facilities were also established at Holwsorthy during WWI, to the

east of the study area.

The facilities at Liverpool and Holsworthy continued to be used for military training during the interwar years,
although on a much reduced scale, before the beginning of WWII necessitated the nation-wide expansion of sites
associated with defence training, manufacture, and storage. In the Liverpool area there was an enormous
expansion of army installations, with about 40,000 troops in-training at Liverpool, Holsworthy, and Ingleburn
(Department of Defence ‘History of the 5th Brigade' http://www.army.gov.au/ HQS5BDE/Unit_History.asp.
Accessed: 16/7/11)

The School of Military Engineering was established to the south of Liverpool camp in 1939, immediately after the
declaration of war. During the war 7,450 students were trained at the school (Liverpool Library Local Studies
pamphlet ‘The Army at Liverpool’). By 1943, the area of Liverpool camp between the Georges River and
Moorebank Avenue accommodated the Armoured Fighting Vehicle Trade Training Centre (AFVTTC), and the
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Australian Electrical and Mechanical Engineers (AEME), while a sub depot had been established on the southern

corner of Moorebank Avenue and Anzac Road.

In September 1943, it was proposed that Ordnance Stores should be established at Moorebank for the 5th
Australian Base Ordnance Depot (5 Aust. BOD) and by December a plan for the proposed layout of the
Ordinance Depot had been drawn up. In January 1944, urgent approval was sought for the construction of four of
the proposed storehouses (Numbers 10, 11, 12 and 13) due to a shortage of storage facilities in the area (Letter
from Quarter-Master General | 1/1/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153). Approval was granted in February, and these
buildings formed the first construction phase of the depot, now known as the DNSDC (Letter from Quarter-
Master General |6/2/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153). The completed depot was proposed to include:

- 17 stores (400" x 150 in size).

- Two crane served stores (400’ x |50') (for example see Figure 10).

- 19 offices attached to each store (40" x 20').

- One transit store (500’ x 83'4").

- Office acc. inside transit store.

- One cinematograph store (60" x 40°).

- Two inflammables stores (100 x 50').

- 20, 000 square feet of equipment shelters.

- One traffic control building (18’ x 17'8").

- One strong room (50" x 50°).

B One Depot Administration building in three blocks (1354 x 111’ combined size).

- One combined garage, service station, fire station, P.O.L store, Tpt office (97 x 25').

- One SW guard house (60" x 20').

- One case making building (3,750 square feet).

- Seven men's latrines.

- Three AWAS latrines.

- Three AWAS latrines and rest rooms.

(NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153)

It was intended that the depot would have an ongoing role in peace-time as well as war-time (Letter from Colonel

Garnsey 5/4/44, NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153).

artefact artefact.net.au Page 7



SIMTA Proposal: Stage |A

In April 1944, the AFVTTC transferred to the Ingleburn army camp and the vacated Liverpool camp buildings to
the west of Moorebank Avenue were then used to accommodate the personnel of 5 Aust. BOD, as well as the 8th
Australian Advanced Workshops of the AEME, who had been transferred from Bathurst. By 1945, the Australian
Women's Army Service (AWAS) was also housed there (NAA: SP459/1, 420/7/1153).

Aerial photographs of the DNSDC show that little change occurred between the late 1940s and early 1990s, when
five of the original 20 store buildings (in the south-west corner) were demolished and replaced with larger modern
buildings. The remaining |5 store buildings were also reclad at this time, with modern steel sheeting replacing the

original asbestos walls and new concrete floors laid (Brooks and Associates 2002:8).

In the early 1990s, the site became the DNSDC, as part of a reorganisation of defence supply services and
warehousing arrangements. The DNSDC is the central warehouse for Australia’s armed services, and also includes

maintenance and engineering facilities (Brooks and Associates 2002:9).

2.2 Contextual analysis: Historical themes

The ‘Assessing Heritage Significance' guidelines included in the NSW Heritage Manual (NSW Heritage Office 2001)
highlight the importance of the relationship between a site and its historical context in the assessment process.
The NSW Historical Themes were developed by the Heritage Council of NSW to connect local issues to the

broader history of NSW and provide a context in which the heritage assessment criteria can be applied.

A consideration of these themes can aid in assessing the potential research significance of an archaeological site.

The following themes have been found to be relevant to the subject site:

Australian Theme NSW Theme
Governing Defence
Developing local, regional and national economies Industry
Developing local, regional and national economies Transport

Although much research has been conducted into Australia's military history, generally this work has been
concerned with accounts of overseas battles and has not paid particular attention to the process of military

storage and distribution in Australia, or built heritage related to that process.

The DNSDC site, including standing structures and potential archaeological evidence, would provide information
regarding Australia's military response during WWI. Such information could relate to processes of manufacture,

transport and storage, as well as the process of planning and constructing a major ordnance depot.
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3.0 Areas of archaeological potential

3.1 Archaeological potential

The SoHlI for Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal identified the sites of a number of former structures within the

Stage | A footprint.

On plans from the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s, two small structures are visible in the area immed iately to the north
of the present-day Building 9. This area is currently undeveloped. Because the nature of the structures is

unknown, it is difficult to assess the likelihood of subsurface remains being present.

The historical plans also show that several small structures were located in what is now a grassed area to the
south of the office/canteen building at the entrance to the DNSDC. There were eight structures in plans from
1958 and 1966, three of which had been demolished by 1967. The five remaining structures were present until at
least 1981. In the absence of evidence regarding the nature of the structures, it is difficult to assess the likelihood

of structural remains surviving beneath the ground surface.

A plan of the site dating to 1958 shows a number of water mains and sewerage lines running through the Stage |A

area, and it is assumed that these are still present. It is likely that these services date from the [940s.

Overall, there was assessed to be a high potential for archaeological features within the Stage |A area.

3.2 Research significance

The SoHI stated that any water mains or sewerage pipes within the area would be of low research significance as
the locations of these pipes are already known from documentary evidence and the pipes themselves would be

unlikely to make a significant contribution to the existing knowledge of the site.

Any archaeological remains of the former structures have the potential to be of moderate research significance, as
they may provide new evidence regarding the nature and function of the buildings, and the materials from which

they were constructed.
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4.0 Archaeological research design

4.1 Research questions

The archaeological monitoring would aim to address the following basic questions related to the nature of the

archaeological resource at the site:

*  What features or deposits are present?

*  What is their nature and extent?

*  How intact are they?

*  How significant are they?

*  Can they be dated?

*  How does this evidence compare to the available documentary information?

In addition, the report will also consider more complex research questions based on the relevant NSV historical

themes, identified above:

What evidence is there of the Department of Defence’s approach to manufacture, storage and

distribution during WWII and subsequent years?

Remains of former structures or artefacts near the sites of former structures may provide evidence for the
functions of those structures. Such evidence could be interpreted in relation to existing documentary information
and the extant structures and features on the site, in order to gain an improved understanding of the arrangement

of the site and the relationships between different areas of it.

Is there evidence related to building construction and infrastructure on the site during WWII, and what
does this evidence tell us about the response of Defence to the need for rapid mobilisation? Were

structures designed to be permanent or temporary?

Remains of former structures and features could provide evidence for the building materials and construction
techniques employed. Such evidence may indicate whether the buildings were intended to be permanent or

temporary, and whether they were constructed in haste as part of WWI| mobilisation efforts.
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4.2 Methodology

42.1 Background

It is proposed that the archaeological methodology for Stage | A of the SIMTA proposal will consist of monitoring
of a sample of the sites of former structures identified within the Stage |A area. The locations of former structures

within the Stage| A area are marked in purple on the following image.

Figure |: Sites of former structures in Stage 1A area
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The potential sites within the Stage | A area consist of three groups of structures: 6 small rectangular structures
located in the north-west corner of the existing grassed area to the south of the canteen building; two small
square buildings on the eastern side of the grassed area; and two small buildings to the south of the existing

container hardstand area, west of Building 16.

Itis proposed that the sample of sites to be monitored should include at least one structure from each of the
three groups. This will ascertain whether any evidence for the structures survives, and what the nature of the
structures may have been. The methods for monitoring and recording would follow best practice standards, as

outlined below.

A supervising archaeologist who is suitably qualified and experienced in historical archaeology and meets the

Heritage Council Excavation Director Criteria would be nominated.

422 Monitoring

Archaeological monitoring will occur in accordance with the construction timetable for Stage | A. The nominated
archaeologist will monitor the proposed excavation works in order to record any significant archaeological

material uncovered.

Excavation would be undertaken by the contractors in a controlled manner under the supervision of the
archaeologist, in order to determine whether archaeological remains are present. Control measures will be
determined by the archaeologist and are likely to include the removal of soil in scrapes of a set depth determined
by the archaeologist (eg. 20cm deep), using a smooth edged mud bucket. This would minimise damage to potential
archaeological deposits. The archaeologist would monitor the works and would have the authority to halt

excavations to examine the trenches.

If substantial, intact or significant archaeological features, deposits and/or relics of potentially State significance are

uncovered, construction would cease and the NSW Heritage Branch would be contacted.
42.3 Recording

If relics, features or deposits are encountered, work would stop to allow them to be inspected by the

archaeologist. The following steps would then be taken:

*  Asurvey datum would be established to record the location of the relics, features or deposits.
*  Hand excavation would be undertaken as required to better define the feature.

*  Stratigraphic units and their relationships to each other would be recorded.

*  Scaled plans, cross sections, and Harris Matrices would be drawn, as necessary.

* Al phases of monitoring and recording would be photographed with a photographic scale, and a log kept
of the photographs taken.
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* A context recording form would be completed for each stratigraphic unit, on which the unit would be
numbered, and its location, dimensions and characteristics recorded.

*  Artefacts would be bagged and labelled according to the stratigraphic unit in which they were found.

If no archaeological material is encountered during monitoring, then only a simple location plan and photographic

record of the excavation would be required to document the work.
424 Artefact processing, analysis and storage

Any artefacts recovered would be cleaned on-site, sorted according to fabric type, bagged and labelled with
contextual information, and boxed. Following the completion of works, discussions would be held between SIMTA
and the Heritage Branch to determine whether further analysis, conservation, or other measures are required,
based on an assessment of the significance of the artefacts. This discussion would also include consideration of an

appropriate repository for any artefacts recovered.

It is common during archaeological excavation for artefacts of low significance (e.g. from disturbed contexts) to be
collected. Following the analysis of the artefacts, any artefacts from disturbed contexts of that are not of Local or

State significance will be disposed of.
425 Unexpected finds procedure

If unexpected finds are encountered elsewhere within the Stage |A area when the archaeologist is not present, all
works in the immediate vicinity of the identified deposits must stop and the nominated archaeologist must be
contacted. The archaeologist will then either assess the likely significance of the find based on information sent to

them online (e.g. photos or video), or visit the site to inspect the find in person.

Based on their assessment they will then either authorise work to continue or undertake further investigation in
order to determine the significance of the find. The archaeologist will also contact the Heritage Branch to notify
them of the find. If the find is significant, the archaeologist will also seek advice from the Heritage Branch regarding

appropriate further action or required approvals.
426 Reporting

On the completion of works, the archaeologist will prepare an archaeological monitoring report, including the
results of the excavation and any artefact analysis, as well as any additional historical research undertaken to
inform an interpretation of the recorded material. This report will be prepared in accordance with the NSW

Heritage Manual and a copy will be submitted to the Heritage Branch.
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