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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
INTRODUCTION AND OBJECTIVES

Tim Titheradge (0407 722 666)the owner is seeking Goulburn Mulwaree Council approval for
subdivision of land parcels adjoining Sofala, a heritage listed property at 137 Brisbane Grove
Road, Brisbane Grove (Goulburn) NSW. The subject lands are: Lots 2 - 5 DP62157, Lots 10 -
14 DP976708, Lots 15 - 21 DP976708, Lots 43 - 45 DP976708, Lot 39 DP976708, Lot 54
DP976708, Lot 2 DP1180093 (the development area).

As part of the Development Application, Goulburn Mulwaree Council requires advice about the
potential of the proposal to harm Aboriginal places and objects pursuant to the National Parks
and Wildlife Act 1974.

The proponent has engaged Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd to provide this advice and
undertake an Aboriginal heritage assessment consistent with the requirements of the Due
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects.

The Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in NSW sets out
reasonable and practicable steps which individuals and organisations need to take in order to:

¢ |dentify whether or not Aboriginal objects are, or are likely to be, present in an area.
e Determine whether or not their activities are likely to harm Aboriginal objects (if present).
¢ Determine whether further assessment or an AHIP application is required.

The objectives of this assessment are:

e Conduct an Aboriginal heritage investigation and provide specialist advice about the
potential of the proposal to harm Aboriginal objects consistent with the requirements of
the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects.

e Provide a report consistent with the requirements under the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974, providing recommendations about the management of Aboriginal places and
objects that may be affected by the proposal.

CONCLUSIONS

The proponent has engaged Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd and sought advice under the Due
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects to understand whether
the works, being the further subdivision of the development area, have the potential to harm
Aboriginal objects or values protected under the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act. This
assessment has:

e Not found Aboriginal sites and objects within the development area.

e Assessed the development area as disturbed land within the meaning of the Due
Diligence Code.

e Assessed the development area as having low archaeological potential to contain
Aboriginal sites and objects.



MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

The following management recommendations are based on the above conclusions and in
accordance with Step 4 of the Due Diligence Code (2010:13). Step 4 states that where either
the desktop assessment or visual inspection indicates that there are (or are likely to be)
Aboriginal objects in the area of the proposed activity, more detailed investigation and impact
assessment will be required.

Where the assessment does not indicate that there are (or are likely to be) Aboriginal objects,
you can proceed with caution without an AHIP application.

On the basis of this assessment for Aboriginal objects and their protection under the NSW
National Parks and Wildlife Act it is recommended that:

1.This proposal does not require any further assessment relevant to Aboriginal sites or objects
protected under the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act.

2.The proponent is aware that in the event that Aboriginal objects are discovered during works,
all works in that area should cease and the proponent should contact the Office of Environment
and Heritage or qualified archaeologist to seek some determination of the discovery and how to
proceed.

3. In the unlikely event that skeletal remains be discovered during earthworks, all works should
cease and protocols consistent with Requirement 25 in the Code of Practice for Archaeological
Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales be implemented.

While the undertaking of this due diligence assessment acts as a defence against harming or
disturbing Aboriginal objects without an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP), the
undertaking of this assessment alone does not negate the need for an AHIP should Aboriginal
objects be disturbed.

Investigations for an AHIP require preparation of an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
and must also be supported by Aboriginal consultation in accordance with the process outlined
in the Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents.



1.0 INTRODUCTION AND OBJECTIVES
1.1 INTRODUCTION

Tim Titheradge (0407 722 666)the owner is seeking Goulburn Mulwaree Council approval for
subdivision of land parcels adjoining Sofala, a heritage listed property at 137 Brisbane Grove
Road, Brisbane Grove (Goulburn) NSW. The subject lands are: Lots 2 - 5 DP62157, Lots 10 -
14 DP976708, Lots 15 - 21 DP976708, Lots 43 - 45 DP976708, Lot 39 DP976708, Lot 54
DP976708, Lot 2 DP1180093 (the development area).

As part of the Development Application, Goulburn Mulwaree Council requires advice about the
potential of the proposal to harm Aboriginal places and objects pursuant to the National Parks
and Wildlife Act 1974.

The proponent has engaged Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd to provide this advice and
undertake an Aboriginal heritage assessment consistent with the requirements of the Due
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects.

1.2 OBJECTIVES OF THE ASSESSMENT

The obijectives of this assessment are:

e Conduct an Aboriginal heritage investigation and provide specialist advice about the
potential of the proposal to harm Aboriginal objects consistent with the requirements of
the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects.

e Provide a report consistent with the requirements under the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974, providing recommendations about the management of Aboriginal places and
objects that may be affected by the proposal.

This advice will determine whether the proposal has the potential to harm Aboriginal objects.
1.3DEVELOPMENT AREA DESCRIPTION
The development area covers approximately 80ha of gently sloping grazing land. It has been

mostly cleared and sown with pasture crops. Some scattered trees remain. The west of the
development area hasMulwaree River frontage.

ofala and surrounding lo

t t de/opmnt aea (soué: Southern Cross Consulting Surveyors)
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VIEWS OF THE DEVELOPMENT AREA

Sofala’s outbqil_c@gs seen from the_ﬁels below sowing dense pasture grass cover.
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One of two stock dams. The excavated banks were examined for any artefacts. None were found.



2.0 PROTECTION OF ABORIGINAL HERITAGE
2.1 STATUTORY FRAMEWORK

Primary protection of Aboriginal heritage in NSW is established at the State level under the
NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 and to a lesser extent the NSW Heritage Act 1977.
The Director General of the Office of Environment and Heritage NSW (OEH and formerly
DECCW) is responsible for protecting and conserving Aboriginal objects and declared
Aboriginal places in NSW.

Aboriginal objects are defined in NPW Act as any deposit, object or material evidence (not
being a handicraft made for sale) relating to the Aboriginal habitation of the area that comprises
NSW, being habitation before or concurrent with (or both) the occupation of that area by
persons of non-Aboriginal extraction, and includes Aboriginal remains.

Aboriginal places are defined in NPW Act as a place declared under s.84 of the NPW Act
that, in the opinion of the Minister, is or was of special significance to Aboriginal culture. Such
areas need not contain any Aboriginal objects but can only be gazetted with the approval of the
Minister.

Part 6 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) provides specific protection for
Aboriginal objects and declared Aboriginal places by establishing offences of harm. Harm is
defined to mean destroying, defacing, damaging or moving an object from the land. There are a
number of defences and exemptions to the offence of harming an Aboriginal object or place.

Aboriginal heritage may also be protected under Commonwealth and Local Government
legislation being the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act and Local
Environmental Plans respectively.

2.2 AVOIDING HARM TO ABORIGINAL OBJECTS

A number of policies or guidelines are relevant to assist proponents avoid harming Aboriginal
objects in NSW. These policies are listed below in order of their consideration within a planning
context or assessment of a given proposal or activity. From this perspective the Due Diligence
Code represents the minimum level of formal assessment prescribed in policy:

e Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South
Wales (DECCW, 2010)

e Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South
Wales (DECCW, 2010)

e Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents (DECCW, 2010)

e Guide to investigation, assessing and reporting on Aboriginal Cultural heritage in NSW

The Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in NSW sets out
reasonable and practicable steps which individuals and organisations need to take in order to:

¢ Identify whether or not Aboriginal objects are, or are likely to be, present in an area.
e Determine whether or not their activities are likely to harm Aboriginal objects (if present).
¢ Determine whether further assessment or an AHIP application is required.



Section 8 of Due Diligence Code provides a generic due diligence process to be addressed by
proponents and determine the above. The basic sequential steps of the due diligence process
requires the proponent or their agent to consider the proposed activity or proposal and review
whether:

e The activity or proposal will disturb the ground surface

e The AHIMS database or other relevant databases record previously identified places

e The activity or proposal occurs in areas where certain landscape features may indicate
the presence of Aboriginal objects (on land that is not disturbed)

e Harm to Aboriginal objects or disturbance of the landscape feature can be avoided

e Desktop assessment and visual assessment is required

e Further investigation and impact assessment is required

Several of these steps will commonly require more specialised assessment and interpretation,
but especially Step 3 which is further discussed below.

The Due Diligence Code (2010:12) discusses the common association between certain
landscape features and the presence of Aboriginal objects as a result of Aboriginal people's
use of those features. The Code defines the following landscape features (on land that is not
disturbed land) and distance thresholds as indicating the likely presence of Aboriginal objects:

Within 200m of waters, or

Located within a sand dune system, or

Located on a ridge top, ridge line or headland, or
Located within 200m below or above a cliff face, or
Within 20m of or in a cave, rock shelter, or a cave mouth

Consequently, if the proposal or activity is within the defined proximity thresholds to one of
these landscape features (on land that is not disturbed) then the code considers that there is a
probability that Aboriginal objects will occur within the area or are likely.

Due diligence may also be addressed through other forms of assessment providing they meet
the basic requirements set out above. A Review of Environmental Factors or other assessment
under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act) may also meet the
requirements of the Due Diligence Code of Practice.

While the undertaking of a due diligence process or equal assessment process acts as a
defence against harming or disturbing Aboriginal objects without an Aboriginal Heritage Impact
Permit (AHIP), the undertaking of these activities does not negate the need for an AHIP should
Aboriginal objects be disturbed.

An application for an AHIP must be supported by a consultation process set out in the
Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents 2010 and an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage assessment that meets the Guide to investigation, assessing and
reporting on Aboriginal Cultural heritage in NSW.

The Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in NSW also
provides standards and methods for how this investigation has been conducted and reported.



2.3 ABORIGINAL CONSULTATION

Aboriginal consultation was not undertaken as part of this assessment. Section 5 of the Due
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects states that consultation with
the Aboriginal community is not a formal requirement of the due diligence process. However,
proponents may wish to consider undertaking consultation if it will assist in informing decision-
making (Due Diligence COP 2010: 3).

2.4 ABORIGINAL HERITAGE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (AHIMS)

A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System or AHIMS register was
undertaken. A basic search of the property address 137 Brisbane Grove Road, Brisbane Grove
showed no previously recorded Aboriginal sites in or near the address (see below). An
extensive search was, however, prompted by David Kiernan, Goulburn Mulwaree Council’s
Senior Strategic Planner.

ill“!; AHIMS Web Services (AWS)

NSW Search Result Your ReflPO Number : Sofala 137 Brisbane Grove
SRR Client Service ID : 651706
Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd Date: 17 January 2022

5 Wangara St
Aranda Australian Capital Territory 2614

Attention: Peter Kabaila
Email: peterkabailal@gmail.com

Dear Sir or Madam:

AHIMS Web Service search for the following area at Address : 137 BRISBANE GROVE ROAD BR
GROVE 2580 with a Buffer of 50 meters, conducted by Peter Kabaila on 17 January 2022,

The context area of your search is shown in the map below. Please note that the map does not accurately
display the exact boundaries of the search as defined in the paragraph above. The map is to be used for
general reference purposes only.

A search of Heritage NSW AHIMS Web Services (Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System) has shown
that:

0|Aboriginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.

(=]

Aboriginal places have been declared in or near the above location. *

A basic AHIMS search of the property address 137 Brisbane Grove Road, Brisbane Grove showed no previously
recorded Aboriginal sites in or near the address.
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The extensive AHIMS search of utilising Lot 2 DP 1180093- the large lot adjacent the river- with
a search buffer of 1km included the whole development area as well as a large area around it.
It revealed a total of 12 Aboriginal sites (see below). All these registered sites are outside the
development area and would therefore not be harmed by the proposed subdivision.

(713
AW AHIMS Web Services (AWS)

Nsw Search Result Your Ref/PO Number : Sofala 2/1180093 1km
SOVIERMENT Client Service ID : 651527
Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd Date: 14 January 2022
5 Wangara St

Aranda Australian Capital Territory 2614
Attention: Peter Kabaila

Email: peterkabailal @gmail.com

Dear Sir or Madam:

The context area of your search is shown in the map below. Please note that the map does not accurately
display the exact boundaries of the search as defined in the paragraph above. The map is to be used for
general reference purposes only.
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A search of Heritage NSW AHIMS Web Services (Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System) has shown
that:

12|Aboriginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.

0|Aboriginal places have been declared in or near the above location. *

An extensive AHIMS search of utilising Lot 2 DP 1180093- the large lot adjacent the river- revealed a total of 12
Aboriginal sites within 1000m radius.None of the registered sites are in the development area

Site cards for each of the registered sites were then obtained. The site cards document the
nature of each registered site and the circumstances which resulted in it being recorded. They
result from three surveys:
e Rex Silcox’s 1983 survey of the Goulburn bypass route. This was mainly above a gully to
the north of Marian Hill. This is the main cluster of recordings.
e Lyn O’Brien’s 2018 due diligence survey of a property off Tait St (2 site recordings).
o Matthew Barber’s due diligence survey of a property off Sloane St (1 artefact in imported
gravel).
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All these registered sites are well outside the development area and therefore will not be
harmed by the development proposal. The site card descriptions are tabled below.

Summary of recorded sites (from site cards provided by AHIMS)

Site ref Location Stone Area Details

artefacts

51-6-0013 | Along bank | 2 1sgm Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
of gully north Goulburn Bypass Route”. 2 silcrete
of Marian Hill artefacts.

51-6-0014 | Along bank 4 40 m Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
of gully north length of | Goulburn Bypass Route”. 4 artefacts.
of Marian Hill bank

51-6-0015 | Along bank 2 5m Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
of gully north length of | Goulburn Bypass Route”. 2 silcrete
of Marian Hill bank artefacts.

51-6-0016 | Along bank 7 25x2m | Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
of gully north Goulburn Bypass Route”. 7 quartz
of Marian Hill artefacts.

51-6-0017 | Along bank 5 20 x 20 Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
of gully north m Goulburn Bypass Route”. 4 artefacts over
of Marian Hill 20 x 20 m area plus one silcrete core 50 m

up slope.

51-6-0018 | Along bank 17 80 m Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
of gully north length of | Goulburn Bypass Route”. 17 artefacts.
of Marian Hill bank

51-6-0019 | On hill slope | 30 50 x 40 Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
north of m Goulburn Bypass Route”. 30 artefacts.
Marian Hill

51-6-0020 | On hill slope | 13 30 x40 Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
north of m Goulburn Bypass Route”. 13 silcrete
Marian Hill artefacts.

51-6-0021 | Ploughed >100 300 x Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
levee bank 100 m Goulburn Bypass Route”. Estimated
adjacent to density one per sq. m. Test excavation
east bank of found a range of stone materials and range
Mulwaree R of tool types across different time periods.

51-6-0844 | Off Tait St. 7 40 x 40 Lyn O’Brien. (T 0403 021296). “Past

m Traces 2018 — Tait St. Due Diligence
Report.” 7 artefacts. Erosion exposures in
redeposited soils above a stock dam on
drainage line.

51-6-0845 | Off Tait St. 19 50 x 50 Lyn O’Brien. “Past Traces 2018 — Tait St.

m Due Diligence Report.” 19 silcrete and
flaked glass artefacts. Ground exposed by
stock resting around a tree.

51-6-0869 | Off Sloane St | 1 Isolated Matthew Barber.2020 (T 0407 485018).
Goulburn find. “NGH Goulburn Rezoning AboriginalDue

Diligence.” 1 silcrete artefact in imported
gravels.

12
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Discussion of the registered sites

Registered sites 51-6-0013 to 51-6-0021 (gully near Marion Hill and levee bank)

Rex Silcox’s 1983 survey of the Goulburn bypass route was undertaken during the historic
1979-1983 Eastern Australian drought. The dought resulted in severe wind erosion, resulting in
stone artefacts being exposed by erosion features such as the gully north of Marion Hill and its
eroding hillslopes.

This cluster of 9 recorded sites is really one site. It is a sparse scatter of lithic fragments
concentrated on the surface by vegetation loss and wind erosion. Photos of the ground
conditions show the effects of drought. As sediments eroded away and were redeposited, the
stone in the sediments stayed behind on the surface. This phenomenon, known as “lag”,
explains why stone artefact scatters were found along the eroding banks of the gully. The
scatter is not necessarily a focus of Aboriginal land use or “camp site”. It resulted from drought,
erosion and redeposition of gravels. This has been accelerated by European land use, resulting
in lag of stone material that would otherwise have existed in low densities through sediments
across the region (background density).

All 9 registered sites are outside the development area.

Site 51-6-0018 was visible during the peak of a drought in a highly eroded landscape

Registered sites 51-6-0844 to 51-6-0845 (off Tait St)

Lyn O’Brien’s due diligence survey of a property off Tait St was carried out in 2018 under
similar drought conditions.A record-breaking heatwave during the preceding spring contributed
to the drought. Rainfall to the end of September 2018 was 191mm, the third lowest ever
recorded.

Lyn O’Brien found artefacts exposed by two erosion features: redeposited soil near a stock
dam excavation (site 51-6-0844) and erosion by cattle around an isolated shade tree (site 51-6-

14



0845).These two recorded lithic scatters are not ancient “camp sites” but are erosion features
caused by dam excavation and cattle.

Both registered sites are outside the development area.

Registered site 51-6-0869 (off Sloane St)

Matthew Barber’'s 2020 due diligence survey of a property off Sloane St recorded on stone
artefact in imported gravel. This could be argued as “not a site” and aninsignificant find,
consistent with background density across the region. This registered site is outside the
development area.

Conclusion regarding the registered sites in the 1km buffer area
All the above registered sites are outside the development area and would therefore not be
harmed by the proposed subdivision.

Interestingly, none of the above site recordings are of pristine hunter-gatherer landscapes. All
the above site recordings are background density lithic material in disturbed ground (as defined
by the Due Diligence Code) concentrated on the surface by European land uses:

Gullying formed by accelerated erosion.

Erosion by cattle,

Ploughing of an excavated levee bank,

Stock dam excavation.

In the site recordings, groupings of stone artefacts were classified as “camping areas”.

These sites don’t represent ancient camping areas. They represent erosion features and
redeposited gravels. Erosion features concentrate sparsely distributed stone artefacts into one
dense layer on the ground surface.

Most erosion features on any land in Australia, when inspected at the peak of a drought, will
contain a layer of stone artefacts on the surface. To interpret such artefact clusters as camping
areas could speak to apophenia (the tendency to see meaningful patterns in random data). It
would be unsafe to draw any conclusion from such clusters.

A background density of stone artefacts should be able to be found on any landscapes.
However on the Sofala property (the development area), cropping, vegetation cover and other
farming activities have disturbed the ground surface. So any clusters of stone artefacts are
unlikely to occur on the ground surface.

15



3.0 SCOPE OF WORKS

This assessment is being conducted in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for
the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in NSW.

3.1 RATIONALE
The requirement for a due diligence assessment of this proposal arises because:

o The proposed works will disturb the ground surface (if land is not disturbed land)

e The activity or proposal occurs in areas where certain landscape features may indicate
the presence of Aboriginal objects: The development area is within close proximity to a
watercourse.

The following scope of works was undertaken with the above factors in mind. The scope of this
assessment has included a due diligence process consisting of:

Desktop Study
e Conduct register searches of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management Systems
(AHIMS).
e Review relevant background environmental research
o Assess the integrity of the land with regard to current and previous land use and how
that might affect the archaeological potential of the development area
e Provide an assessment of the archaeological potential of the development area

Field Investigation

e Undertake archaeological investigations across the proposed Development area
consistent with the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal
Objects in New South Wales to identify Aboriginal places and objects protected under
the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974

e Where appropriate, identify areas of potential archaeological deposit where Aboriginal
objects may occur in a subsurface context and may not be visible on the surface

e Detailed recording of identified Aboriginal objects and places

Reporting

e Preparation of report in accordance with OEH guidelines describing the results of the
investigation and processes above

e Preliminary assessment of significance for identified Aboriginal places and objects (as
appropriate)

e Provide appropriate recommendations regarding the management of Aboriginal places
and objects including requirements for further works and or AHIPs.

e Prepare detailed mapping as necessary identifying the location of the Aboriginal sites or
sensitive areas of high potential

e Preparation of AHIMS site cards for any new sites discovered

16



4.0 LANDSCAPE CONTEXT

According to the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New
South Wales (DECCW 2010: 8), the purpose of reviewing the landscape context is to assist in
the determination or prediction of:

e the potential of the landscape, over time, to have accumulated and preserved objects

e the ways Aboriginal people have used the landscape in the past, with reference to the
presence of resource areas, surfaces for art, other focal points for activities and
settlement, and

¢ the likely distribution of the material traces of Aboriginal land use based on the above

Consideration of the landscape is essential to the definition and interpretation of Aboriginal land
use across a landscape. The landscape will provide clues as to those areas of land that may
have been more intensively used by Aboriginal people in the past, and also provide the context
within which the material remains of past Aboriginal occupation may be preserved and
detectable (DECCW 2010:8).

4.1 LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT AREA

The development area is farm fields above the Mulwaree River. It covers approximately 80ha
of gently sloping grazing land. It has been mostly cleared and sown with pasture crops. Some
scattered trees remain. The eastern end of the development area is on the Mulwaree River
frontage.

The development area includes land within 200m of waters. The Due Diligence Code defines
this as a “landscape feature that is likely to contain Aboriginal objects”.

However, agricultural activities have altered this landscape. These activities have included
vegetation clearing, mechanical excavation, cultivation, cropping, grazing and tree planting.

Land clearing and cultivation in particular, have resulted in disturbance of ground surface and
churning of sediments, erosion and redeposit of soil.

The resulting landscape is one of ground surface disturbance and accelerated removal and
redeposition of surface soils.

So although the development area was undoubtedly part of the landscape used by Aboriginal
people in the past, the likelihood of artefacts being found in-situ is low.

Photos and field observations in the survey results section provide further details.

17



5.0 SURVEY AND RESULTS
5.1 SURVEY

Peter Kabaila of Black Mountain Projects,accompanied by the owner, conducted a site
inspection of the development area on Thursday 13" May 2021. The inspection was via a
series of pedestrian transects.

Exposures and erosion scars were included in the survey to ensure that any areas of
archaeological potential were inspected.

The survey focussed on areas of exposure that may reveal archaeological materials and this
methodology sometimes resulted in a meandering transect. The survey route is shown in red
on the aerial image below.

WorTioarzssl ST
%

SUBJECT LANDS:
Lots 2 - 5 DP62157 = 7-13ha
Lots 10 - 14 DP976708 - 5 x 2-15ha = 10-75ha
Lots 15 - 21 DP976708 - 7 x 2-26ha = 15-86ha
Lots 43 - 45 DP976708 - 3 x 2-26ha = 6-8ha
Lot 39 DP976708 = 2-26ha
Lot 54 DP976708 =2-26ha
Lot 2 DP1180093 = 35-56ha

Total - 80-6 hecatres &

Survy route (Iid in red
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5.2 RESULTS

Because dense growth of pasture grasses limited ground surface visibility to less than 1%, the
survey combined pedestrian transects with transport by vehicle to sample and examine
exposures on the ground.

Historically the lots around the Sofala property have been treated as farmland. The soil is
sandy loam. Under past farming practices this soil type was regarded as arable. The naturally
occurring raw stone is quartz gravel and decomposed shale which were unsuitable for
Aboriginal stone tool making. During inspection, no imported stone material was found.

Prior to the current owners, the Humes used the Garroorigang part of the property (the river
flatsin the 100 year flood line) as dairy grazing. The river flats therefore were ploughed and
cropped by the Hume family for over 100 years.

Prior to the current owners, the Sofala part of the property was owned by Wendy Taylor. The
Taylors ran Sofala as a family farming operation and ploughed it all many times and sowed
pasture crops for grazing and cereal crops for making hay for the winter.

During the late 20™ century there was a shift in farm practices from field ploughing to direct
drilling. The current owners no longer ploughed Sofala but sprayed for noxious weeds and then
resowed with rye grass. They also sprayed land near the river (part of the Hume family’s
property Garroorigang) and direct drilled with lucerne. The lucerne crop has been harvested for
hay and then grazed for the last 15 years.

The summary of past land use is:

Clearing of original old growth trees.

Farming by plough, as this land was arable.
Sewing of pasture crops into ploughed fields.
Weed spraying.

Direct drilling for resowing with pasture crops.
Construction of stock dams.

Construction of house and small sheds.
Sheep and cattle grazing.

Exposures, including excavated soil on stock dam banks, were examined for stone artefacts,
but none were found. No imported flakeable raw stone material (e.g. silcrete or chert) was
found.

Summary
The survey did not locate any Aboriginal objects or sites within the development area. No
specific areas of Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD) were identified or discernible.

Archaeologically this land surface and sediments are highly disturbed and have low
archaeological potential to contain in-situ Aboriginal artefacts.

Although in pastoral use, this is not a pristine hunter gatherer landscape but could be
characterised as a “European settler landscape”.

A search was made for Aboriginal scarred trees. None were found. No pre-European old
growth trees were found.
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The Due Diligence Code (and archaeology generally) recognises crests and land within 200m
of waters (on land that is not disturbed land) as as a landform “indicating the likely presence of
Aboriginal objects”. But in order to establish such a landform as a potential archaeological
deposit (PAD), archaeology requires evidence, such as exposed artefacts eroding out of the
landform.

Numerous ground exposures were closely examined along the survey route. The only stone
materials found were decomposed quartz,shalegravel, and one shale outcrop.Neither of these
raw stone materials are of flakeable quality. No artefacts were found eroding out of these
areas. The archaeological conclusion is that this is not pre-European ground surface but
disturbed ground. Note that relics protections would still apply under law if Aboriginal objects
are found.

.

Decomposed quartz d shale gravel

Decompos

Two local raw stone materials found in the development area, neither suitable for Aboriginal
stone tool making.
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6.0 DISCUSSION

The requirement for this Due Diligence assessment is triggered because the activity or
proposal occurs in areas where certain landscape features may indicate the presence of
Aboriginal objects (i.e. the development area is within close proximity of a watercourse).

These factors in relation to the proposed project are considered below.
6.1 DUE DILIGENCE DISCUSSION

Step 2b of the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects
(2010:12) requires the consideration of whether the development area contains landscape
features that indicate the likely existence of Aboriginal objects and is on land that is not
disturbed.

Likely and disturbed are the key concepts in the Code to understand the results of this
assessment. These concepts and the development area are discussed below.

Disturbed land

The Due Diligence Code (2010:18) defines disturbed land as the subject of a human activity
that has changed the land's surface, being changes that remain clear and observable.
Examples of disturbed land include ploughing, construction of rural infrastructure (such as
dams and fences), construction of roads, trails and tracks (including fire trails and tracks and
walking tracks), clearing vegetation, construction of buildings and the erection of other
structures, construction or installation of utilities and other similar services (such as above or
below ground electrical infrastructure, water or sewerage pipelines, stormwater drainage and
other similar infrastructure) and construction of earthworks (Due Diligence Code 2010:18).

The development area is cleared and largely devoid of native vegetation, vegetated by exotics
and exhibited a range of disturbances resulting from earthmoving machinery, rural grazing and
associated activity. The land is considered disturbed land within the meaning of the Code.

Likely

Likely is not defined within the Due Diligence Code. Likelihood of finding Aboriginal objectsis
generally discussed in terms of archaeological potential or sensitivity. An index of likelihood has
been devised and is presented below. Probability and confidence indicators are those used by
the Australian Army Intelligence Corps S2 Aide-Memoire.

Potential to contain Confidence(“likelihood”) % Probability
Aboriginal objects.
(Archaeological potential or
“sensitivity”).

Very high Almost certain/confirmed 95% or greater
High Probable 75%-95%
Moderate Likely 50%-75%

Low Possible 15%-50%
Very low Unlikely/doubtful 15% or less
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For the purposes of the Due Diligence Code, any land within 200m of waters isconsidered
likely to contain Aboriginal objects (and therefore of moderate or higher archaeological
potential), unless it is disturbed land.

Whilst the development area includesa crest landform and land within 200m of watersand may
have acted as a focus point for Aboriginal occupation in the past, the area is also disturbed
within the meaning of the Code. This means that any Aboriginal objects that may be present
are likely to also be disturbed and unlikely to remain in-situ. It should also be noted that within
the local area there are areas far more likely to contain Aboriginal objects resulting from
Aboriginal occupation, such as raised banks along the Mulwaree River.

On the basis of this assessment and the extent of disturbance the development area is
assessed as having a low to very low potential to contain Aboriginal objects.

Photos along the pedestrian survey route showing level of disturbance:

1.The Sofala house block is planted with introduced tree species.

2.Sandy loam soil exposed in vehicle tracks to the house..

3.Typical grassed grazing land of the lots proposed for subdivision.

4.0One of two stock dams.

5. Decomposed shale gravels exposed on stock dam bank. No artefacts were found.
6.View along road reserve to Sofala in the distance.

7.The only rock outcrop was of shale.

8.Boggy flood prone land beside Mulwaree River.

9.Wombat hole showing the sandy loam soil with no raw stone materials present.
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7.0 CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1 CONCLUSIONS

Tim Titheradge (0407 722 666)the owner is seeking Goulburn Mulwaree Council approval for
subdivision of land parcels adjoining Sofala, a heritage listed property at 137 Brisbane Grove
Road, Brisbane Grove (Goulburn) NSW. The subject lands are: Lots 2 - 5 DP62157, Lots 10 -
14 DP976708, Lots 15 - 21 DP976708, Lots 43 - 45 DP976708, Lot 39 DP976708, Lot 54
DP976708, Lot 2 DP1180093 (the development area).

As part of the Development Application, Goulburn Mulwaree Council requires advice about the
potential of the proposal to harm Aboriginal places and objects pursuant to the National Parks
and Wildlife Act 1974.

The proponent has engaged Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd and sought advice under the Due
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects to understand whether
the works, being the development of the development area for further subdivision, have the
potential to harm Aboriginal objects or values protected under the NSW National Parks and
Wildlife Act. This assessment has:

¢ Not found Aboriginal sites and objects within the development area.

e Assessed the development area as disturbed land within the meaning of the Due
Diligence Code

o Assessed the development area as having low archaeological potential to contain
Aboriginal sites and objects.

7.2 RECOMMENDATIONS

The following management recommendations are based on the above conclusions and in
accordance with Step 4 of the Due Diligence Code (2010:13). Step 4 states that where either
the desktop assessment or visual inspection indicates that there are (or are likely to be)
Aboriginal objects in the area of the proposed activity, more detailed investigation and impact
assessment will be required.

Where the desktop assessment or visual inspection does not indicate that there are (or are
likely to be) Aboriginal objects, you can proceed with caution without an AHIP application.

On the basis of this assessment for Aboriginal objects and their protection under the NSW
National Parks and Wildlife Act it is recommended that:

1.This proposal does not require any further assessment relevant to Aboriginal sites or objects
protected under the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act.

2.The proponent is aware that in the event that Aboriginal objects are discovered during the
proposed works, all works in that area should cease and the proponent should contact Heritage
NSW or qualified archaeologist to seek some determination of the discovery and how to
proceed.
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3. In the unlikely event that skeletal remains be discovered during earthworks, all works should
cease and protocols consistent with Requirement 25 in the Code of Practice for Archaeological
Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales be implemented.

While the undertaking of this due diligence assessment acts as a defence against harming or
disturbing Aboriginal objects without an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP), the
undertaking of this assessment alone does not negate the need for an AHIP should Aboriginal
objects be disturbed.

Investigations for an AHIP require preparation of an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
and must also be supported by Aboriginal consultation in accordance with the process outlined
in the Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents.

7.3 ASSESSMENT STATEMENT

|, Peter RimgaudasKabaila, Heritage Consultant, confirm that:
- | have conducted a ground survey on footof the development area.
- | have prepared this report, which has objectively assessed the proposed
development against the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of
Aboriginal Objects. NSW 2010.

Al

Dr Peter Kabaila, Heritage Consultant, Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd
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Locations of the 12 registered sites picked up in an AHIMS search in a 1km buffer of the largest lot
in the development area (Southern Cross Consulting Surveyors).

Lot 54 DP976708 -1-26ha
Lot 2 DP1180093 = 35-56ha.
Tatal - 80-6 hecatres

Existing lots of the development area. The AHIMS search with 1Tkm buffer made for the largest lot by the river.
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ABORIGINAL HERITAGE INFORMATION M+ NAGEMENT SYSTEM (AH/MS)

A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System or AHIMS register was
undertaken. A basic search of the property address 137 Brisbane Greve Road, Brisbane Grove
showed no previously recorded Aboriginal sites in or near the add;ess (see below). An
extensive search was, however, prompted by David Kiernan, Goulburn Mulwaree Council’s
Senior Strategic Planner.

ill"!i AHIMS Web Services (AWS)

Nsw Search Result Your Ref/PO Number : Sofala 137 Brisbane Grove
AR Client Service ID : 651706
Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd Date: 17 January 2022

5 Wangara St
Aranda Australian Capital Territory 2614

Attention: Peter Kabaila

Email: peterkabailal@gmail.com

Dear Sir or Madam:

The context area of your search is shown in the map below. Please note that the map does not accurately
display the exact boundaries of the search as defined in the paragraph above. The map is to be used for
general reference purposes only.

A search of Heritage NSW AHIMS Web Services (Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System) has shown
that:

O]Aboriginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.

OjAboriginal places have been declared in or near the above location. *

A basic AHIMS search of the property address 137 Brisbane Grove Road, Brisbane Grove showed no previously
recorded Aboriginal sites in or near the address.




The extensive AHIMS search of utilising Lot 2 DP 1180093- the large lot adjacent the river- with
a search buffer of 1km included the whole development area as well as a large area around it.
It revealed a total of 12 Aboriginal sites. All these registered sites are well outside the
development area and would therefore not be harmed by the proposed subdivision.

ape
5!_,.“15 AHIMS Web Services (AWS)

Nsw Search Result Your Ref/PO Number : Sofala 2/1180093 1km
COVERNIENT. Client Service ID : 651527
Black Mountain Projects Pty Ltd Date: 14 January 2022

5 Wangara St
Aranda Australian Capital Territory 2614

Attention: Peter Kabaila

Email: peterkabailal@gmail.com

Dear Sir or Madam:

The context area of your search is shown in the map below. Please note that the map does not accurately
display the exact boundaries of the search as defined in the paragraph above. The map is to be used for
general reference purposes only.
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A search of Heritage NSW AHIMS Web Services (Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System) has shown
that:

1Z]Aboriginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.

0]Aboriginal places have been declared in or near the above location. *

An extensive AHIMS search of utilising Lot 2 DP 1180093- the large lot adjacent the river- revealed a total of 12
Aboriginal sites within 1000m radius.None of the registered sites are in the development area

Site cards for each of the registered sites were then obtained. The site cards document the
nature of each registered site and the circumstances which resulted in it being recorded. They
result from three surveys:
¢ Rex Silcox’s 1983 survey of the Goulburn bypass route. This was mainly above a gully
to the north of Marian Hill. This is the main cluster of recordings.
e Lyn O’Brien’s 2018 due diligence survey of a property off Tait St (2 site recordings).
o Matthew Barber’s due diligence survey of a property off Sloane St (1 artefact in imported
gravel).



All these registered sites were well outside the development area and therefore will not be
harmed by the development proposal.

| SUBJECT LANDS:
| Lots 2 - 5 DP62157 = 7-13ha
{ Lots 10 - 14 DP976708 - 5 x 2:15ha = 10-75ha
2 Lots 15 - 21 DP976708 - 7 x 2-26ha = 15-86ha
1 53] Lots 43 - 45 DP976708 - 3 x 2:26ha = 6-8ha
I Lot 39 DP976708 = 2-26ha
i Lot 54 DP976708 =2-26ha
Lot 2 DP1180093 = 35-56ha

i ‘l‘otal lﬂbhecatms

The extenswe AHIMSsearch utilising Lot2 DP 1180093 the large lot adjacent the rlver- with a
search buffer of 1km included the whole development area as well as a large area around it.

A i, e — W 03 o 1 ¥ | ¥ B o

(ANG M ROAD

GARROORZS

The AHIMS search revealed a total of 12 Aboiginal sites (see below). All these egistered sites
are well outside the development area (map by Southern Cross Consulting Surveyors).




Summary of recorded sites (from site cards provided by AHIMS)

Site ref Location Stone Area Details
artefacts

51-6-0013 | Gully north of | 2 1sqm Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of

Marian Hill Goulburn Bypass Route”. 2 silcrete
artefacts.

51-6-0014 | Gully north of | 4 40 m Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of

Marian Hill length of | Goulburn Bypass Route”. 4 artefacts.
bank

51-6-0015 | Gully north of | 2 5m Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
Marian Hill length of | Goulburn Bypass Route”. 2 silcrete

bank artefacts.

51-6-0016 | Gully north of | 7 25 x2m | Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
Marian Hill Goulburn Bypass Route”. 7 quartz
artefacts.
51-6-0017 | Gully north of | 5 20 x 20 Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
Marian Hill m Goulburn Bypass Route”. 4 artefacts over
20 x 20 m area plus one silcrete core 50 m
up slope.
51-6-0018 | Gully north of | 17 80 m Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
Marian Hill length of | Goulburn Bypass Route”. 17 artefacts.
bank
51-6-0019 | Gully north of | 30 50 x 40 Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
Marian Hill m Goulburn Bypass Route”. 30 artefacts.
51-6-0020 | Gully north of | 13 30 x40 Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
Marian Hill m Goulburn Bypass Route”. 13 silcrete
artefacts.
51-6-0021 | Ploughed >100 300 x Rex Silcox. 1983 “Archaeological Survey of
levee bank 100 m Goulburn Bypass Route”. Estimated
Z:J:C::;l:oof density one per sq. m. Test excavation in
Mulwaree R location likely to be redeposited gravels.
51-6-0844 | Off Tait St. 7 40 x 40 Lyn O’Brien. (T 0403 021296). “Past

m Traces 2018 — Tait St. Due Diligence
Report.” 7 artefacts. Erosion exposures in
redeposited soils above a stock dam on
drainage line.

51-6-0845 | Off Tait St. 19 50 x 50 Lyn O’Brien. “Past Traces 2018 — Tait St.

m Due Diligence Report.” 19 silcrete and
flaked glass artefacts. Ground exposed by
stock resting around a tree.

51-6-0869 | Off Sloane St | 1 Isolated Matthew Barber.2020 (T 0407 485018).
Goulburn find. “NGH Goulburn Rezoning AboriginalDue
Diligence.” 1 silcrete artefact in imported
gravels.
Site card Corner Accoding to AHIMS staff the site card may
not Braidwood & not have been digitised. Road intersection
available | Brisbane location suggests this may be a tree scar.

Grove Roads




Discussion of the registered sites

Registered sites 51-6-0013 to 51-6-0021 (gully near Marion Hill and levee bank)

Rex Silcox’s 1983 survey of the Goulburn bypass route was undertaken during the historic
1979-1983 Eastern Australian drought. The dought resulted in severe wind erosion, resulting in
stone artefacts being exposed by erosion features such as the gully north of Marion Hill and its
eroding hillslopes.

This cluster of 9 recorded sites is really one site. It is a sparse scatter of lithic fragments
concentrated on the surface by vegetation loss and wind erosion. Photos of the ground
conditions show the effects of drought. As sediments eroded away and were redeposited, the
stone in the sediments stayed behind on the surface. This phenomenon, known as “lag”,
explains why stone artefact scatters were found along the eroding banks of the gully. The
scatter is not necessarily a focus of Aboriginal land use or “camp site”. It resulted from drought,
erosion and redeposition of gravels. This has been accelerated by European land use, resulting
in lag of stone material that would otherwise have existed in low densities through sediments
across the region (background density).

All 9 registered sites are outside the development area.

Site 51-6-0018 was visible during the peak of a drought in a highly degraded landscape

Registered sites 51-6-0844 to 51-6-0845 (off Tait St)

Lyn O’Brien’s due diligence survey of a property off Tait St was carried out in 2018 under
similar drought conditions.A record-breaking heatwave during the preceding spring contributed
to the drought. Rainfall to the end of September 2018 was 191mm, the third lowest ever
recorded.

Lyn O’Brien found artefacts exposed by two erosion features: redeposited soil near a stock
dam excavation (site 51-6-0844) and erosion by cattle around an isolated shade tree (site 51-6-
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0845).These two recorded lithic scatters are not ancient “camp sites” but are erosion features
caused by dam excavation and cattle.

Both registered sites are outside the development area.

Registered site 51-6-0869 (off Sloane St)

Matthew Barber’'s 2020 due diligence survey of a property off Sloane St recorded on stone
artefact in imported gravel. This could be argued as “not a site” and aninsignificant find,
consistent with background density across the region. This registered site is outside the
development area.

Conclusions regarding the registered sites in the 1km buffer area
All the above registered sites are outside the development area and would therefore not be
harmed by the proposed subdivision.

Interestingly, none of the above site recordings are of pristine hunter-gatherer landscapes. All
the above site recordings are background density lithic material in disturbed ground (as defined
by the Due Diligence Code) concentrated on the surface by European land uses:

Gullying formed by accelerated erosion.

Erosion by cattle,

Ploughing of an excavated levee bank,

Stock dam excavation.

In the site recordings, groupings of stone artefacts were classified as “camping areas”.

These sites don’t represent ancient camping areas. They represent erosion features and
redeposited gravels. Erosion features concentrate sparsely distributed stone artefacts into one
dense layer on the ground surface.

Most erosion features on any land in Australia, when inspected at the peak of a drought, will
contain a layer of stone artefacts on the surface. To interpret such artefact clusters as camping
areas could speak to apophenia (the tendency to see meaningful patterns in random data). It
would be unsafe to draw any conclusion from such clusters.

A background density of stone artefacts should be able to be found on any landscapes.
However on the Sofala property (the development area), cropping, vegetation cover and other
farming activities have disturbed the ground surface. So any clusters of stone artefacts are
unlikely to occur on the ground surface.

Site cards below further explain results of the three due diligence surveys conducted
approximately within the 1km buffer zone of the subdivision proposal.



National Parks and Wildire Service.. [ [1[I[{ 1

Standard Site Recording Form 51-6-0013
MAP NAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE | HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
gﬁﬂiﬂh“"'ﬂ [ as,oo:: IPL?S‘, y&22 NWPS site no: sl1—6-/ 3

Site types:

%M“’.\u.hv— 1:250,000 | 2b9q. 7049 . {9/.!/*

File nos:
Site name: G 5 Report filed

with site no:
Local post office: gww Classification: Site status:
Locality/property name:

Filed by:

NPWSDistrict: Region:

Date: a y 7' / )

Reason tor investigation (give H.O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where applicable):

“’4“‘!“’“‘“27““” Sesny B Goudbssnns By pose Aot “

Portion no: Other land category: (. 4 q Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.
rebie . 2
Parish: N /h County: 5un‘|wm-u How many? 2 f b Pt
Air photo refs. (for stereo pair) Annotated photos attached? Yes/No
,\{ /ﬁ How many?
Condition of site: Causes of damage/disturbance/threat to site: <
(Fill in separale management/protection - Y B A z
recommendations sheet il necessary) %{ /7;, s do @ G

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site 2 /{
eg. from above, below, aloz/chfi Draw diagram on separate sheet it r ,
Alctme 74 Wy a4 ém .ﬁ éawﬁ st

(;MM7M ﬁ?/) e ;g,.no’c'/u' axach M&n P ot (Zu.adé Mp@

Qther sites in locality? Yes/No. Site Types include: c‘”?‘d‘d
Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No. Unregistered sites-plans for future recordirig? Yes/No.
Have artefacts been removed from site? Ypé'nédon'i know. When?

By whom? Deposited where?

Is site important o local Aborigines? e, /p¥6/ don't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

Contacled for this recording? Yes/No.
(Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/written reference sources:

C-u4as5
Site recorded by: R Su..m,( Date: zqﬁ /nﬂa.u\ lo\tﬁ .
Address/INSIUtON: & e o pis Ay, ! +
Farcaroo Varkey




SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT

[oFFicE USE ONLY: NPWS Siteno: g/ — ¢~y |

1. Land form e.g. beach/hill slope/ridge top, etc: shd(d.)"m Mﬁ, ﬂmlz’/ ot fonae P Mﬁ/‘;ﬂl

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Localrock type:

4. Distance from drinking water: </ &-0 s~

5. Vegetation:

Oty

Gpen sucalyploe wocellhrd, g0y Clornol . Sannie

b rock type at site: ﬂu{mullc.

c siteaspect: oV d slope; —

Sourcemmp( M‘V Resm/temp.?

6. Edible plants noted: Alre
7. Faunal resources (include shellfish)

M&Mr

CHECKLIST TOHELP:
length, width, depth,
height of site, shalter,
deposit, structure,
element eg. tree scar,
grooves in rock,

DEPOSIT: colour,
texture, estimated
depth, stratigraphy,
contents-shell, bone,
stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone types, artefact
types.

ART: area of surface
decorated, motifs,
colours, wet, dry
pigment, technique of
engraving, no. of
figures, sizes,
patination.

BURIALS: number &
condltion of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated artefacts.
TREES: number, alive,
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth.

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
artefacts, percentage
quarried.

OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
channels, contact sltes
(missions massacres
cemeleries) as
appropriate

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site type{es): ,401(,_‘,_ Canpatr
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig, disturb,damage site or conte#ts.

Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.
Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

Y a,a/-‘./o-afs; bt adnnte , B-ccon wYh. O

el
m/.,“(wm;. £0 e ﬁ/ﬁw&?dm/quga /

Su fapont
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National Par and Wikite Servica... {1111

Standard Site Recording Form 51-6-0014
MAPNAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
qW‘U"‘"“‘” \125p0o  fydol. 462D | nwpssteno: S/ - 6/ Y
Site types:
WLW (1250000 |2bgq. 7049 D /1/-
File nos:
Site name: S o Report filed
with site no:
Local post office: C?w-un.m Classification: Site status:
Locality / property name:
Filed by:

NPWSDistrict: Reglon:

Date: ay Zﬂ/@ 3
4
Reason for investiganon (give H. O instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where appllcabie)

Portion no: Other land category: G_} Plan/skelch/section of site attached? Yes/No.
Parish; /‘( / pa) County: How many? Saﬂ. M Pém_:
Air photo refs. (for stereo pair) Annatated photos attached? Yes/No
ﬂ / ﬁ How many?
Condition of site: Causes of damage/ disturbance/threat to site:
(Fill In separate mamenliprotemlon r‘
recommendations t it necessary) : / 6/ f £

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site o ﬂ
eg. from above, below, along cliff. Draw diagram on separate sheet if necessary). From ""'(Zm" -

Heme H Kmvya'é (-0 b, Yo, Ytann /Jf@fjmgnm/maa(
(fwu?a@ Rl) See BpeY-ard Mot Phro o oxach bocoViom of-ak .

Other sites in focality? Yes/M6, Site Types include:  §, - f, e Comtmpoa Voo
Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No. Unregistered sites-plans for future recording? Yes/No.

Have arfefacts been removed from site? Ye§/Mo/don't know. When?
By whom? Deposited where?

Is site important to local Aborigines? Yge7 NG/ don't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.
{Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/ written reference sources: C-u4 &

Siterecordedby: & §7icox Date: 9a ¥ @83
Address!instituﬁon:r me ﬁﬂ. 2‘1 M ‘1
[ariAron VANEL '
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SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT

IOFFICE USE ONLY: NPWS site no: SI-6-r¢, l .

1. Land form e.g. beach/hill slope/ridge top, etc: % JR@“I/V,"'?’_ bose ,P (o M‘?ﬁ&

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Local rock type:

4. Distance from drinking water:

-

5. Vegetation:

Coven

b rock type at site: enete. ¢ siteaspect: 4\&7” d slope: —

: < OO Source: MW,(J‘,J[_! Rersr/ temp.?

6. Edible plants noted: A0ne 5 Boecseof.

7. Faunal resources (include shellfish)

Ao+

Sboeisesl .

CHECKLIST TOHELP:
length, width, depth,
height of site, shelter,
deposit, structure,
element eg. tree scar,
grooves in rock.
DEPQSIT: colour,
texture, estimated
depih, siraligraphy,
contents-shell, bone,
stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone types, artefact
types.

ART: area of surface
decorated, motits,
colours, wet, dry
pigment, technique of
angraving, no. of
figures, sizes,
patination.

BURIALS: number &
condition of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated artefacts,
TREES: number, alive,
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth,

QUARRIES: 1ock type,
debris, recognisable
artefacts, percentage
quarried,

OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias},
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
channels, contact sites
(ngissions massacres
cemeterles) as
appropriate

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site type(es): et W
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig,disturb,damage site or contents.

Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.

Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

W?P’fzw—wfm//fn?m at e eolpe ?%f/l
oo v Aitana § o, Liss e 30m flame B gty
Jt

£ Bt
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National Parks and Wildiite Service [

Standard Site Recording Form F 51-6-0015
MAP NAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
0“‘""“”‘”‘”‘ 1:A5000 | 47/5. 4632 | nwessteno: S/ 6—/5
Site types: W
L 95 . 7o
%w” )* 20000 | 2bgq. 7049
File nos:
Site name: S i Report filed
with site no:
Local post office: CI'M‘LM Classification: Site status:
Locality / property name:
Filed by:
NPWSDistrict: Region:
Date: e }/ 7/& 3

Reason for investigation (give H.O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where applicable):

AcharSlogiod Suoey § Foodbirn Bopppes Rowte ™

Portion no: Other land category: G;"l ;i_ Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.
Parish: / County: How many? ﬁ
N/AR Gputbionm A& gwé PA«
Air photorets. (for stereo pair) Annotated photos attached? Yes/No
[~ How many?

Condition of site: Causes of damage/ disturbance/threat t0site: 5 Laa_yo g ;
(Fill in separate management/protection i i
recommendations sheet if necessary) P&l : 7{ v 7 )[ = ‘ . Cél P 7'

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site g /‘ / ,"wyz

eg. from above, below, along clif, Draw diagram on separate sheet If necessary). Fm‘ /

Guroogony RL) S Bootard Rk ino for cxnit focarom Raith.

Other sites in locality? Yes /NG, Site Types include: S.w‘i#u_ a,,._;r_.)f;_,
Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No., Unregistered sites-plans for future recording? Yes/No.
Have artefacts been removed from site? YﬁS{)éf’ don't know. When?

By whom? Deposited where?

Is site important to local Aborigines? Yﬁ{/ N6/ don't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.
{Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/ written reference sources:

C-4as5

siterecordedby: A Sixco < Date: 29 H. Mo, 1963
Address/institution: < Keo c s Kb '

Kancaroo Waucy 2597

16




SITEPOSITION & ENVIRONMENT

»

s/—(-r5 |

|0FFICE USE ONLY: NPWS site no:

1. Landorm e,g. beach/ hill slope/ridge top, etc: ,&,?e, f

™

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Local rock type:

4. Distance from drinking water: </00.,.

5. Vegetation:

b rock type at site: Au/mg'g

d slope: ——

¢ site aspect: M

Source summamed J..,M,’ Perm/temp.?

anByptis timorllind, e oo, foirse oo s nly grtcnel

Croen >
6. Edibleplantsnoted: iome Boccceol
7. Faunal resources (include shellfish)

Pove. Sheersed

CHECKLIST TO HELP:
tength, widih, depth,
height of site, shelter,
depaosit, structure,
element eg. tree scar,
grooves in rock.

DEPOSIT: colour,
texture, estimated
depth, stratigraphy,
contents-snell, bone,
stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone lypes. artefact
types.

ART! area of surface
decoraled, motifs,
colours, wet, dry
pigment, technique of
engraving, no, of
figures, sizes,
patination.

BURIALS: number &
condition of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated artefacts.
TREES: number, alive,
dead, fikely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth.

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
artelacts, percentage
quarried.
OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
channels, contact sites
A ns massacres
cefhbteries) as
appropriate

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site type{es): Cl g prprcin e
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig, disturb,damage site or conteits.

Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.
Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites,

%.,édfm%,alb’uw';ﬁu 9 Ve resoliol B frnson
alope 2 P{d,&m&fﬁ&dﬁﬂy

See Repot

17




ST L mieaty

wy :a\__:.t..-..
ST i o

o]

SJITH e

0.

e oy

fr—  saaay

‘..__,., N...g.

18



NetionalPars ancwiite Service  [[[IJ[IJ|

Standard Site Recording Form 51-6-0016

MAP NAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
Gomdbusine | 125000 |§]07. 4&31 | Nwessteno: ¢, ~C -7 §
' Site types:

Goohbunm 250,000 | 2bq&. 7045 Cp~
File nos:

Site name: g 2 Report filed
with site no:

Local post office: QMIMM Classification: Site status:

Locality/ property name:

] » . Filed by: M‘l
NPWSDistrict: Region: oate: “ ;ﬁ/tf 3

Reason for investigation (give H.O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where applicable):

’F}M@jmoj -‘wub&-( Ly qcu.f&mw 8.7‘@“,, Fm,u*g

Other land categary: c} 4 q, Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.
County: QWJLWU# How many? st-t. M %‘

Annotated photos attached? Yes/No
/\( / f-? How many?

Portion no:
Parish:

Nla

Air phota refs. (for stereo pair)

Candition of site:

Foo

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site F
eg. from above below, g/ onzcln‘f Draw diagram on separate sheet if necessary). / 79

alovy Hame P 1-0hom, W St Left (2 aF) £

Causes of damage/ disturbance/threat to site:
(Fillin separate management/protection
recommendations sheet if necessary)

Qo ~slspjcmtte.
M./éww} pwceed Zanyt.
sad.

ooy

1%

Other sites in locality? Yes/

Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No,

Site Types include: Saam

Unregistered sites-plans for future recordinZ? Yes/No.

Have artefacts been removed from site? Y
By whom?

Tp#6./don’t know. When?
Deposited where?

Is site important to local Aborigines? \:es{}bl don't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.
{Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/written reference sources:

C-u4qg9
Site recorded by: Co s it Date: Aq 4 Moy , (95D
Address/institution: s Keogss ﬂD +
Kantitoo  Variey

19




SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT

IOFFICE USE ONLY: NPWSsiteno: S 7 ~4_ » ' I

1. Land form e.g. beach/hill slope/ridge top, etc: .uéa.af Wﬂf’ Mﬁjm 5 2 frse f &) Ma&;u_

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided oron your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Localrock type:

4. Distance from drinking water: <¢Q0, .

5. Vegetation;

Ceri-ea

b rock type at site: ?M-}

¢ siteaspect: g il

SourceWM Rerm/temp.?

6. Edibleplantsnoted: 7. o040 gz.o-u-ot/
7. Faunalresources (include shellfish)

CHECKLIST TO HELP:
langlh, width, depth,
height of site, shelter,
deposit, structure,
element eg. tree scar,
grooves in rock.

DEPOSIT: colour,
texture, estimated
depth, stratigraphy,
contents-shell, bone,
stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone types, artefact
types.
ART: area of surface
decorated, motifs,
colours, wet, dry
pigment, technique of
engraving, no. of
figures, sizes,
patination.
BURIALS: number &
condition of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated artefacts,
TREES: number, alive.
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth.

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognlsable
artefacts, percentage
quarried.

OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
channels, contact sites
{missions massacres
cemeleries) as
appropriate

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site type(es): ,daq{_,_,_ caimpate
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig,disturb,damage site or conterts.

Attach sketches efc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.

Attach annotated photos (stereo where uselul) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

A Vs ocaie W otiforks oecins sues @
anea I '?S_‘Zm-!, beﬂmeaM/MWGM“
Ve lose 2ty griy- bl snatinid) Moy alspmmirsy Stone B
Yo antihchs, Olon adfch b o o sofos ) W Lo
PA*%'M-AW 7

See Wpot
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National Parks and Wildife Service  JII

Standard Site Recording Form .

i

51-6-00

MAP NAME EDITION

-

Site name: S 13

Local post office: SCWJLM-UW

Locality/ property name:

NPWSDistrict:

} Filed by:
Region: m

SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:

[:25000 | (707, 4§25 |NWPSsteno: S/ =& </ 7

Site types: O/L"“"
|:250,000 .:Beﬁ , Jos©

File nos:

Report filed

with site no:

Classification: Site status:

Reason for mvesﬂgatoon {give H.O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where appl|cab|e)

Linvey ) Gowdbaoni Eyproo (Guste

Date: Py / f/P 7

ﬁ«.Ju..(a?.wJ
Portion no:
Parish: A, /W

Other land category: G_i.“‘
County: ke

q__ Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.

[P Howmany?/él M P‘é“

Air photo refs, (tor stereo pair)

Annotated photos attached? Yes/No

/J / o How many?
Condition of site; Causes of damage/ disturbance/ threat to site: -
(Fill in separate magnagementf protection “7 t 'b{"f' u,ﬁt

recommendations sheet if necessary) ,'f"' ‘ G/

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site
eg. from above below, along cliff. Draw diagram on separate sheet if necessary). 27 "“'/A‘“”"

@&7 lime. Haghior

g 10 b, Yor Feam L_ﬁ‘MM\é g«w-ea(mo(
o yang 1) Skt vool Mok P S ot honne e

ol

Other sites in locality? Yes/
Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No,

Site Types include: Cam w;-_ﬂ'c‘zv
Unregistered sites-plans for future recording? Yes/No.

Have artefacts besn removed from site? Ye<7b67 don’t know. When?

By whom?

Deposited wherg?

Is site important to local Aborigines? Yes/No/don't know.

Give contact(s) name(s) + address{es)

Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.

(Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/written reference sources:

C-uis
Site recorded by: K f " LOK Date: 2‘!'”‘ m:l" (51&3,
Address/institution;
S Keocks Ko, -|—
Kapcareo  Vaee 2571
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SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT IOFFICE USE ONLY: NPWS site no:

1. Landform e.g. beach/hill slope/ridge top, ete: ,agy, fg..%? , #v Mﬂ/\m brge

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Local rock type: b rock type at site: ? 1 ¢ siteaspect e i, d slope: 9,°

4. Distance fromdrinking water:  _</@0.,.. Source: M Peren/temp.?

5, Vegetahan

6. Edible plants noted:
7. Faunal resources (include shellfish)

MW

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site type(es): _Qfa au-)aqa’e
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig,disturb,damage site or cont

Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, Indicate scale.

Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

CHEOLSTTO HELP. B Win wcaths § {m_ PRV o;;u‘s MM‘;«LM an aua 9P
A %a s o el rodionad bu

height of site, shelter, 30:'2.0«- S Pﬁ_
[ K.

g::vo?;;:::w, '-’“-'—4[% g— /‘,‘wc«'- M(."y:q 9'22.%.... Kow v

texture, estimated W Vﬂ_ )é Pﬁ

depth, stratigraphy,

“o";,m%; P Oy e ool i 7ep Ay
sore ypes areac ‘ 6941.:. ar‘ZA aa..af—./a.r.#‘ @ adots e, gone beatodl boate,

ART: area of surface %g“// oband SOm -“7"-‘/9'", ,&M% e.{w-\n.e./m /u&&?aMJ‘-G‘!

decorated, motifs,
colours, wet, dry ﬁ@:. W
pigment, technigque of

engraving, no. of
figures, sizes,
patination.
BURIALS: number &
‘condition of bone,

position, age, sex,
associated artefacts. ,S___.e‘ M

TREES: number, aliva,
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patierns, axe marks,
regrowth.

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
artefacts, percentage
quarried,
OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythclogical sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
channels, contacl sites
. jons massacres
eries) as
‘opriate

24
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“G.'s: GIS1ER crp

National Parks and Wildlife Service H“ ’

Standard Site Recording Form

I

51-6-0018
MAP NAME EDITION SCALE ﬂ:iEFEHENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
I

Cleha»m (25990 |4pis-4720 . 4334560 NWPS site no: 7 - Gt

Site types: 0
Swlhw..- 1:259,000 [2700. 7050 /

File nos:
Site name: S ‘4 L Report filed

3 with site no:

Local post office: g“b‘,u_,.. Classification: Site status:
Locallty/ property name:

Flied by: i
NPWSDistrict: Reglon: _

Date: 33/ ?ﬁ' }

Reason for.investigation (give H.O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where applicable):

Portion no: Other land category: (@ } - 5?_ Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.
Parish: Ny / A County: c" sondbunmi | Howmany? € e o, pw
Air photo refs. (for stereo pair) Annotated photos attached? Yes/No
/ w How many?

Condition of site: Causes of damage/disturbance/threat to snte T

F,z[ . (Fill in separate management/protection

3 [ recommendations sheet if necessary) #
How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to slte JM
eg. from above, be!ow. along cliff. w dlagram on separate sheet if necessary). ; .y .

"”a» lOkm, Ko M/l/f wﬁuﬂoaw‘mﬂ Wi

v

if bty
;WWLZ/) @””L@""( /'Z«f f%ﬂﬂ% sl bocoV it c}?ﬂ-.%_
Other sites in locality? Yes-?l{ Site Types include: %«_

Are sites in NPWS Register? YesihNe: Unregistered sites-plans for future recor Ing? I No.

Have artefacts been removed from site?_Ye<7N67 don't krow-When?
By whom? Deposited where?

Is site important to local Aborigines? Wyo‘fdon't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

Contacted for this recordingZ.¥es/No.
(Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/ written reference sources:

C- 495

Site recorded by: ,‘{4(‘ Shecoe Date: ﬁﬂ{ ‘Wﬂ lelt".‘.

Address /institution: &, feaions 7. +
Pt iy "5 7

27




SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT IOFFICE USE ONLY: NPWS site no: $t—¢ -8

1. Land form e.g. beach/ hill slope/ ridge top, efc: 36’, A V4 5-4“ andl. Tl P jw(l‘.’ )

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Localrrock type: b rock type at site: ¢ site aspect: m\l( d slope: 4o~
=

4. Distance from drinking water: =< (@0 an

5. Vegetation: 'ﬁ

Sthee . Prgunt

Source:cerwarmed 3«//—( Perra/temp.?

&pain MMWM coomplesh Ly chons o fosm

.

6. Edible plants noted: At ﬂ M/

7. Faunal resources (inciude shellfish) ¥, F . el v
‘ A S Bownef )

-;.,;\.ert.e. 8- Lealy

CHECKLIST TO HELP:
length, width, depth,
height of site, shelter,
deposit, structure,
element eg. tree scar,
grooves in rock.
DEPOSIT: colour,
texture, estimated
depth, stratigraphy,
contents-shell, bone,
stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone types, artefact
types.

ART: area of surface
decorated, motifs,
colours, wet, dry
plgment, technique of
engraving, no. of
figures, sizes,
patination.

BURIALS: number &
condition of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated artefacts,
TREES: number, alive,
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth,

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
artefacts, percentage
quarried.

OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
cpannels, contact sites
(misslons massacres

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS, Site type(es): gmé:u__' ca ‘e
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig, disturb,damage site or conten

Attach sketches elc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.
Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

Koo o¥e coacots G o Yoo ocadee § 17 adfuihs, sl
LTorolo im0 Wi b, €ot Vo 2.0 ale, “A.

L raVh lond ) A ard  coFirinn it A
/An.tw/ug..# a_v“aju%ﬂ-\f b a J‘:Zf‘mr_ EOom. .
Thraisky G atdpcts io eatremelly vormnbl, ot S aideste
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National Parks and Wildlife Service,

M

Standard Site Recording Form 51—-6-
MAP NAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
. S5/-6-r%

qoudbuw | 25’990 4734 . 4{,35, NWFPS site no;

Site types: OW
3a.u.ﬂ:um-i 1:250,000 | 270¢. Joso

File nos:
Site name: g s Report filed

with site no:
Local post office: %Mikww Classification: Site status:
Locality/property name:

Filed by:
NPWSDistrict: Region:

Date: 23 / 6 / pe 3

[

Reason for |nvast|gatson (give H.O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report whel’e appllcable)

AMW Sunseq § Qonlounm Gu“g,so Ruae

Portion no: Other land category: (3 4 Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.
Parish: A / 7 County: E,wf Howmany? foude Phos
Air photo refs. (for stereo pair) Annotated photos attached? Yes/No
l"/ / -H How many?

Condition of site: Causes of damage/ disturbance/ threat to site: v - o

- pseshor bl bracrbal ok ol im (‘]""!H”'ﬂ shedt

recommendations sheet it necessary)

(iw,;mj —slup o cattle

eg. from above, below, along cliff. Draw diagram on separate sheet If necessary).

@4»7 Hlome K dwm,oéx (0 b, Yo, Hitrm éﬁ"’(w) «,-Jv jum-u(/wao(
W@@ See gt and fouk Flono 7 eract locatoom f ale .

Other sites in locality? Yes/o. Site Types inciude: S..,..fp.u WTQJ.J

Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No. Unregistered sites-plans tor tuture recording? Yes/No.
Have artefacts been removed from site? Y}(wﬁdon‘f know. When?

By whom? Deposited where?

Is site important to local Aborigines? Y)éyﬂol don't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to slte F ? fé , P { - Px

Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.
{Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/written reference sources:

C - 4qg

Site recorded by: a gle N Date: Jq Y\ Moy , 1952

Address/institution:
s Keoits Ky, . +
Kpnorroa Vaugy 5611
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SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT |oFFICEUSE ONLY: NPWS Siteno: S/ — ¢ —/ »

1. Land form e.g. beach/hillsiope/ridge top, etc: ol S lope

2. Describe briefly & mark on dlagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Local rock type: b rock type at site! m c siteaspect: goptfe d slope: 20°
4, Distance from drinking water: <{0Om Source: ivmmasmed. asJH Ror/temp.?

5

'vmﬂm UWJ'JP'&“ Luaﬂmd"m cAranzd 7R J W o w0 Dpaste a’wﬂ

6. Edibleplantsnoted: panr. §bsenee o
7. Faunalresources (include shellfish)
AnBans rge.
DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site type{es): S‘d‘& WP‘&
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig,disturb,damage site or contents.
Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.
Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.
CHECKLIST TO HELP: ﬁ ’Cﬁt&- .Fgomf./a-éﬁ' SBoer o M/ a. J?px##o . i ACTLoaD
tength, width, depth, v VI,
height ol site, sheiter, M Mo[ Sw\/&g & x U‘({UGQ ~tt ﬂw‘
deposit, structura, n . * .
olaﬂ'nnt;gmtr;escar W Avene 74@\:{? mo( ﬂjM . Ne gﬁa?m ﬁ’/"-’-‘ﬂ
grooves : !
DEPOSIT: colour, leens 44?’*-!,0\1%,,,4 soma Loold ??/L’w.
texture, estimated -
depth, stratigraphy, S:zﬂ o RO /cuq( ﬁé 4.)./1 e mﬁ
contents-shell, bone, ’d""( o ”~ bce ‘? /

stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone types, artefact
types. .

ART: area of surface
decorated, motifs,
colours, wet, dry
pigment, technique of
engraving, no, of
figures, sizes,
patination.

BURIALS: number &
‘condition of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated artelacts.
TREES: number, allve,
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth,

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
artefacts, percentage
quarried.
OTHERSITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
channels, contact sites
(missions massacres
esfmteriss) as
appropriate

See Kpnt
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National Parks and Wildlife Service

J

|

Standard Site Recording Form 51-6-0020
MAPNAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFIGE USE ONLY:
Clwﬂvuwd I:ag 000 41%1, 4§40 | NwPSsiteno: S/ 62
qwbw s e s Site types: 0/«0“
l File nos:

Site name; C‘\ b 23{;:03:: ;i:::c‘!:
Local post office: qul:»wJ Classification: Site status:
Locality/property name:

o . Filed by:
NPWSDistrict: Region: Date: 23 /7 /f’ 3

Reason I‘or;nvestﬁtfon (gfve H.O. mstruclbn no. ar full thtle of accompanying rspoﬂ where applicable):

T Goudburnt Buypose Reute ™

Portion no: ,J Other land category: Cily 4| Plan/sketch/section of site attached? Ye£/No.
Parish: / 7 County: qhibm How many? Sea Rovde ?{M "
Air photo refs. (for stereo pair) Annotated photos attached? WNO
N /P‘ How many? Sen Qy?d.., ¢
Condition of site: Causes of damage/disturbance/threat to site: B . c—d!HL
b e Lyl i (e ol
ﬁqu;%ﬁubuasﬁ Fivgliey e, chnsony

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site é ; M & M

eg. from above, below, along cllﬂ Draw diagram onsapauatesheeﬂ!neoessary)
a&w, A /-0 A‘* Am /wa,(( t;u/meq_?awj

Other sites in locality? Yes /M6, Site Typesinclude: Sedoce te
Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No. Unregistered sites-plans for future recording? Yes/No.

Have artefacts been removed from site? Y,asﬁmdon'l know. When? -
By whom? Deposited where?

Is site important to local Aborigines? W)&él don’t know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + address(es)

Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.
(Attach additional Information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal /written reference sources:

C-yGg

Site recarded by: ) Date: -H.\ P
Address/imatitution:ﬂg Sé;;’:; %, a4 th Mam 1 +
Kancaroo Vawe

o

35



SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT IOFFICE USE ONLY: NPWS site no: $/-6-2
1. Land form e.g. beach/hillslope/ridgetop, ete: ~ hill slepa

2. Describe briefly & mark on dlagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

3a Localrock type: b rock type at site: "J ke ¢ site aspect: M d siope: 30"
4. Distance fromdrinkingwater: <10Om Source: wasamad, -3""“’1 Rerm/temp.?

5. Vegetation;

8. Edible plants noted: a-eva w
7. Faunalresources (include shelfish) 4asre. Shasuvesl

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS. Site typefes): Sunjnce. campafe
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig,disturb.damage site or contents,

Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.
Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

1 ELP: ecatt. 3 w}‘#ﬂ‘s ovtn v anea 3t 30 x YO 5] Litlsbpe.
Esggfwﬁlfggm - 5)’27&“?; P2 W..JK deoceral féﬂf fmlf?a.aw

height of site, shelter,

mm,@' It‘)ﬂb /'&»M 15& MF/M d,égr((pw
grooves in rock. M j.

DEPQOSIT: colour,

m&:ﬁﬂ;ﬁ:ﬁy. 7#,’4‘,/3 ,amr./%v( Ao & 37 3m 2ton .

mxﬂrﬁm Uﬁ M AR MM M;ﬁ/ﬂ’m ,a-ﬂ Sorre
& distribution of these, m f M Mw £ /

stone lypes, artefact
types.
ART: area of surface

decorated, motifs,
colours, wet, dry i &!E ,-d‘
pigment, technique of S
engraving, no, of
figures, sizes,
patination.
BURIALS: number &
condition of bone,
position, age, sex,
associated ariefacts.
TREES: number, alive,
dead, likely age, scar
shape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth.
QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
artefacts, percentage
quartied,
OTHER SITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythclogical sites, rack
heles, engraved groove
% nels, contact sites
rmassacres
cemeteries) as
eppropriate

-,
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- CONGENTTO - DESTROVH® (%8207

Standard Site Recording Form

National Parks and Wildlife Ser Vlce ARGISTER COPY

MAP NAME EDITION SCALE REFERENCE HEAD OFFICE USE ONLY:
Qawl]wmv |45 680 YEES  4bl0-4£2S"| NWPSsiteno: F/ — 6 2 /
Site types; 0
qwﬂaww’ 1 :250,000 12770 .705 | -
— WIJIWNMlhﬂ\ﬂﬂ‘WllWWIN 1
o oir I T T
ile name: C, \ St S oI o —— |e
Beranne: 5 ] ST T@ mr [wnsiano: 51-6-0021
Local post office: Classification: Sute slatus
Locality/property name: af,.  Afpakes - ;
Ellag by:
NPWSDistrict: Region:
Date: e bl /fA“ 3

Reason for investigation {give H.0O. instruction no. or full title of accompanying report where appllcabla)

“ Brdasdeeed Semosy 3 G

eﬂ“

Other land category:

Portionno: 2 9
County: ﬁ,.,ﬂ Y le.

Parish: s

Pran/sketch/section of site attached? Yes/No.

How rnaﬂy‘?/é_1L Roue Plhowd

Air photo refs. (for stereo pair)

Jia

Annotated photos attached? Yes/No

How many? A“" ﬂ’nf

Condition of site:

Causes of damage/disturbance/threal to site;
(Fill in separate management /protection
recommendatlons sheet If necessary)

==

How to get to the site (refer to permanent features, give best approach to site

eg. from above, below, along cliff. Draw, m on separate sheet if necessary).
2 pa S ludermnee _g.._&fnf H'a..m oﬁ-m.o!‘-/a-ufrm f ade
Other sites in locality? Yes/pid” Site Types include: w P
Are sites in NPWS Register? Yes/No. Unregistered sites-plans for future recording? Yes/No.
Have artefacts been removed from site? \:atdl)kffdonﬂ know. When?
By whom? Deposited where?
I site important to local Aborigines? Ye&/N6/ don't know.
Give contact(s) name(s) + wdi
(s)name(s) + address(es) SU Fie. & R
Ui by Sl LIS
Contacted for this recording? Yes/No.

(Attach additional information separately) If not, why not?

Verbal/ writien reference sources:

Cugs

Site recorded by: Q\ L thed xR
Address/institution: 5~ i coghs Cp.

Karcaroo VALey

Date: aﬁ}ﬂ. ’moml ,lql‘ﬁ.

+
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SITE POSITION & ENVIRONMENT OFFICE USE ONLY: NPWS site no: Sf—b -2/ S
1. Land form e,g. beach/hill slope/ridge top, etc: ﬁ,,.,,, Eamk, beoiola wa)h..owae_' ’

2. Describe briefly & mark on diagram provided or on your own sketch the position of the site:

b 3

3a Local rock type: q‘”‘d"l

4. Distance from drinking water: <190 m

5. Veget

/mM

6. Edibleplantsnoted: fans Shotved
7. Faunal resources (Include sheilfish) Aot ﬂaobwlul

b rock m:.veeutsitev:‘T n ¢ site aspect:

d slope: Nagana.

Cfs"lw«b‘fm weedlard, howo clearsd . Spanes qrees Sceuns awf.ﬁa?n&u{

Source: Al ydcoonen. Rudan,  Pormitemp:?

—

—— s

CHECKLIST TO HELP: /f—? /MM % mja%all\') o? M Mq, .J\P‘W-oﬁn:? e
?-:@\1;;:%5%&5:& A~ o 260 ~ 100 B & hid Loer buotk ag;@.m«r
mmggf“"”- Y% o caut bard p? B Pl voorae Kser. olomar

e g omaac fealer secuns oven (00 =50m i V- mclidls 7 e ot o
depth, stratigraphy, | I APt

contents-shell, bone,
stone, charcoal, density
& distribution of these,
stone types, artefact

ART: area of surface . :

decorated, motifs, /AM Sadonete, geaty, bs tdd avol Fite 744«"(

%Z%wol /-'7”4;‘0 W :ij;gﬂ'ﬁmz“&} . /‘

figures, sizes, 4,,;:,..,{' , PP 4,.5,4,4.,.7
ination. M P

EE’:T;'{;:“SQ‘Q“W& axso MJZA‘AWM g *

g::locu‘:t:‘lg:r"l?f:cts

TREES: number, alive,
dead, likely age, scar
ghape, position, size,
patterns, axe marks,
regrowth.

QUARRIES: rock type,
debris, recognisable
anefacts, percentage
quarried,
QOTHERSITES EG.
structures (fish traps,
stone arrangements,
bora rings, mia mias),
mythological sites, rock
holes, engraved groove
chgnnels, contact sites
(misions massacres
cel rigs) as

apghopriate

DESCRIPTION OF SITE & CONTENTS, Site typeles): Sondowts. camperte.
Note state of preservation of site & contents. Do NOT dig, disturb,damage site or contents.

Attach sketches etc, eg. plan & section of shelter, show relation between site contents, indicate scale.
Attach annotated photos (stereo where useful) showing scale, particularly for art sites.

cliradly B Jo/m> fas bam cqfiomate.
M Cff»?ﬁi&ﬁw.@wd /—m?_ 7
2

iy o paninds s prcaont il

ooy
geaty

_tecannFon, ?Mv‘m!fﬁu‘:mm
kst et § apnt

P e e

Sez Repat
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S.0.1290

NATIONAL PARKS
AND , , S e
WILDLIFE SERVICE .

e—— : e ey

' "NATIONAL PARKS AND WILDLIFE ACT 1974
SECTION 87 (1)
PERMIT

PERMIT TO cfnmr* OUT . EXCAVATION

wa S T

' e —

PERMIT ISSUED TO: ' i

.Natiopal Heritage, §tudiess S..Gan%. Rs pagpn,

p.Packard, PO Box 92, Hall ACT 2618

e

e

AUTHORITY is hereby given for the person named above to

conduct an archaeological excavation.

AREA COVERED by Permit for purpose as named above:

Site 51-6-21 (G17) 96 square metres to be excavated.

Goulburn. 1:250,000 27207051
TERM OF PERMIT: Commences = May 1989
Expires '~ pecember 1989
REPORTS DOUE: , Con
" Interim Report July 1989 5

Final Report February 1990
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF TBIS PERMIT

This Permit is issued subject to

covering all ‘archaeological Permits and Consents, as well as

those smﬂg_'rg;ms.anﬂ-ﬁmdm pertaining to each

.

of Permit. ‘
Permit is also issued subject to.any
determined by the pirector, which appear hereunder:

-

type

This

. 2
Excavation to be conductedfusing methods as seé’out in the

application form (datedl].

conditions - excavation pe it for site 51-6-21, va

Dec 1989". "

ffm W b

1ssued by the Director of

.€9) and the attac nt "Special
1id May -

National Parks and wildlife

y . Sfefert

40
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AHIMS Registrar

L]\ o " .
@04!‘ Gifice of Aboriginal Site Recording Form

Environment
thnsmswm & Heritage

I—I;HIMS site ID: | 51-6-0844

I7Site Location Information

PO Box 1967, Hurstville 2220 NSW

Date recorded: [ 06-01-2019

Site name: Tait1

Coordinates must be in GDA (MGA)

Easting: | 747371 Northing: | 6148653
Horizontal Accuracy (m): 5
L Zone: | 55 Location method: Non-Differential GPS

Recorder Information

]
-
a

Title Surname First name
|Ms. | IOBrien I |Lyn |
Organisation: I Past Traces l
Address: | GPO BOX 1584 Canberra ACT 2601 ]
Phone: | 0403021296 | E-mail: | pasttraces@ozemail.com.au I
Site Context Information

Land Form Land Use:

Pattern: Rolling Hills Pastoral/Grazing

Land Form Vegetation:

Unit: Slope Cleared

Distance to Primary . "

Water (m): 50 Report: |Past Traces 2018. Tait Street Goulburn Due Diligence Report -

How to get Drive to main entrance on Tait Street, proceed to left through farm
tothe site: | 1o and site is located on the slope next to the dam.

Other site
information:
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Site location map

SW s a>c

Site contents information openiclosed site: Site condition:

i Scarred Trees _I
Features: N § Length of  Width of Scar Depth Regrowth
fe’;':;'::;o feature(s) feature (s)  (em) (crr?} Scarshape Tres Spacias
extent (m) extent (m)
k
Artefact T 40 40

Description: L J

Artefacts located in areas of erosion exposures on lower slopes above constructed dam on creek line

—
Scarred Trees _|
Features: Length of ~ Width of Scar Depth Regrowth
Number of (eature(s) feature (5)  (amy Pl Ao Scar shape Tree Species
eatures cm) (cm)
extent (m) extent (m)
2!
Potential Archaeological Deposit 40 40

Description: |_ _|

This area of lower slopes with occasional surface exposures of artefacts will extend below the displaced eroded soils. This area
is to the east of the creek line in an area of displaced soils.

L —|
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ﬁ b Scarred Trees :H

Features: Number of Fe€ngthof  Widthof ' goar pepth Regrowth
featuras feature(s) feature (s) (cm) (cm)
extent (m) extent (m)

Scar shape Tree Species

Description: L J

—_—
Scarred Trees —|
Features: Number of Length of  Width of Scar Depth Regrowth
Scar sh i
faatures feature(s) feature (s) (cm) (cm) r shape Tree Species

extent (m) extent (m)

Description: |_ J

—
Scarred Trees

Features: Number of Length of Width of Scar Depth Regrowth
fedtiies feature(s) feature (s) (cm) (cm)
extent (m) extent (m)

Scar shape Tree Species

Description: I_ —I

Other Site
Llnfo: J
Site plan
N : : N : ; NE
N
w E
sw——— : : —= - - - ~'sE
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Site photographs

—_——————— — o =

. |

Description: e ciilion looke e Description:
[ e e
4

Description: I Description:

Site restrictions

Gender General Location

D tt
Restrict this ste?: || Restrictiontype: [ | [] []

Why is this site restricted?:

Further information contact

Title Surname First name
Organisation:

Address: |

Phone: | E-mail:
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."‘0“’. Office of Aboriginal Site Recording Form
‘.._ —..) Envi t AHIMS Registrar
N nvironmen PO Box 1967, Hurstville 2220 NSW

sovemeent | & Heritage

AHIMS site ID: | 51-6-0845 Date recorded: 06-01-2019 Jl

—

|_Site Location Information

Site name: Tait 2

Easting: | 747383 Northing: | 5148804 Coordinates must be in GDA (MGA)
Horizontal Accuracy (m): 5
L Zone: | 55 Location method: | Non-Differential GPS J

the completion and submission of this form

Recorder Information

Title Surname First name

Ms. I | OBrien Lyn |

Organisation: | Past Traces |
Address: | GPO BOX 1584 Canberra ACT 2601 ]

Phone: |0403021296 | E-mail: | pasttraces@ozemail.com.au |

Site Context Information

Land Form Land Use:
Pattern: Rolling Hills Pastoral/Grazing
Land Form Vegetation:

Unit: Slope Cleared

Distance to Primary ] —

Water (m): 50 Report: |Past Traces 2018 - Tait Street Due Diligence Report

How to _'.:!Et through main entrance from Tait street, turn right through farm gate
to the site: and proceed across creek line to the single remaining tree on the

eastern slopes

Other site
information:
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Site location map

sSw s s
Site contents information openliclosed site: [ open | site condition: | pisturbed |
T Scarred Trees ]
Features: Length of - Widthof  scar Depth Regrowth
:‘:::‘:::; of feature(s) feature (s) (cm; ¥ (c:r?)r Searanaps Tres Species

extent (m) extent (m)

Artefact 19 50 150

Description: |_ J

Around the base of the tree artefacts are present in all directions extending 20m in all directions from the tree. Artefacts are
visible due to the exposed soils caused by stock resting under the tree. Glass flaked artefacts are present showing use of
unusual materials.

I Scarred Trees —|
Features: Lengthof  Widthof ' gcar Depth Regrowth
:::2?:; o feature(s) feature (s) (cm) 5 (crr?) Scar shape Tree Spocios
extent (m) extent (m)
2.
Potential Archaeological Deposit 20 20

Description: [_ _J

the loose sandy soil under the tree has potential to contain further artefacts and for subsurface deposits.

L —|
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|_ T Scarred Trees :H

Foatures: Number of Length of  Width of Scar Depth Regrowth
Scar sha ‘
foatures.  (oature(s) featura (8) | (o) (cm) pe Tree Species

extent (m) extent (m)

Description: L _J

—
Scarred Trees j
Features: Number of Length of  Width of Scar Depth Re th
grow! _
features feature(s) feature (s) (cm) (cm) Scar shape Tree Species

extent (m) extent (m)

Description: l_ _J

—
Scarred Trees j

Features: Number of engthof - Widthof g0 pepth Regrowth
fuatiives feature(s) feature (s) (cm) (em)
extent (m) extent (m)

Scar shape Tree Species

Description: L J

Other Site

|_Info: J

Site plan

o8 ' T T > T :  NE
N
il E
swW - - . s ! bep
3
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Site photographs

=y HE v

5

Bk

[Tai1 2 location locking west ) - Tait 2 selection of artefacts I
Description:

Description:
I

|Glass artefact Tait 2

Description:

Description:

Site restrictions
Gender General Location

D
Reoiot this site?: L Restriction type: | | L] L

Why is this site restricted?:

Further information contact

Title Surname First name

LI | | |
Organisation: | I
Address: I I
Phone: | ] E-mail: | I

50



Aboriginal Site Recording Form

AHIMS Registrar
PO Box 1967, Hurstville 2220 NSW

L7\
A Officeof
nvironmen
Gueiw & Heritage

-

AHIMS site ID: | 51-6-0869

01-04-2020 |

N

Date recorded:

[7Site Location Information
Tait 3

Site name:

Coordinates must be in GDA (MGA)

Northing:

Easting: 747685 6148775

Horizontal Accuracy (m): 5

L Zone: | 55

Recorder Inf_ormation o

Location method: Non-Differential GPS

First name

Surname
Matthew |

Title

[wr. | [Barber

Organisation:

75 |
| Po Box 62 Fyshwick ACT 2609 |

Address:

matthew.b@nghenvironmental.com.au |

Phone: [ 0407485018 |  E-mail:

Site Context Information

Land Form
Pattern:

Land Form
Unit:

Distance to
Water (m):

How to get
to the site:

Other site
information:

Rolling Hills

Slope

250

Land Use:

Vegetation:

Pastoral/Grazing

Cleared

Primary
Report:

NGH 2020 Goulburn Rezoning Aboriginal Due Diligence

On private property off Sloane Street in Goulburn
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Site location map

NW _ N NF

{ Goulum Rezoreng Panmng
Proposal
Sarvey Reuifts

(e=nlvag, (R

Boot 2 €22 G v Py dbeis 1T
o 1 B P
Tamm

[
D crawmues 190170 35
Pt O | A S £

P s W W e
T —

@y NeH

Site contents information

Scarred Trees

open/closed site: Sits condition:
o N

Features: Lengthof  Widthof  gcar Depth Regrowth
Number of feature(s) feature (s) B Scar shape Tree Species
features (cm) {cm)
extent (m) extent (m)
t.
Artefact 1 k i
Description: \— J

The site comprised a single silcrete flake which was less than 50 mm in size. The isolated artefact was located in gravel fill on
the slope landform and has likely been imported into the area with the fill material near a water pipeline and the dam

—
Scarred Trees _l
Featuras: Length of  Width of Scar Depth R
f'::;?’br:; OF feature(s) feature (s) (ccr:; b ‘c;g)rom " Scar shape Tree Species
extent (m) extent (m)
2.
Description: |_ J

L
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—

Features:

Length of Width of

s Scarred Trees __II

Number of feature(s) feature (s) Scar Depth Regrowth Scar shape Tree Species
features (cm) (em)
extent (m) extent (m)
3.
Description: L J
—
Scarred Trees j
Features: Lengthof Widthof  gear pepth Regrowth
ZI;E?;’; of feature(s) feature (s) (o) P (:TE‘]) Scar shape Tree Species
extent (m) extent (m)
4,
Description: L_ _J
T Scarred Trees T
Features: Lengthof Widthof ' goar pepth R
z:mbr:; of feature(s) feature (s) (o) i (;ng;DMh Scar shape Tree Species
extent (m) extent (m)
5.
Description: l_ _J
Other Site
unfo: —l
Site plan
NV = NE
+
+
N
W =
sw s 2GS
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Site photographs

¥
A
|
| L At MM AL | ey 1
: ' » L]
. s & 8 8 e wyweo=
¢ -'- 'I‘I.-‘-;- e T "y
R NN Y Y s
-
8 ﬁf;
.-
. "_‘
SPTIO L) 3-a silcrete flake in a disturbed context ... |View north of Tait 3 located on a low slope within area
Description: Description: | of high disturbance

i | ‘ ]

. |View east of Tait 3 located on a low slope within area o
Description:  |of high disturbance Description:

Site restrictions
Gender General Location

Do you want to
Restrict this site?: :I Restriction type: l: D |:|

Why is this site restricted?:

Further information contact

Title Surname First name

L]l |

Organisation: |

Address: |

Phone: | E-mail:
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