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Executive Summary

Jacobs has been engaged by School Infrastructure NSW (SINSW) to undertake Due Diligence for Aboriginal

cultural heritage for the new primary school at Gregory Hills. This project is being assessed as a State

Significant Development.

The new primary school at Gregory Hills is located in southwest Sydney, within the development area

formerly known as Turner Road Precinct. Turner Road was one of the first land release precincts in the

Southwest Growth Area. In order to facilitate timely development of the region, the then NSW state

government looked at ways to streamline environmental and heritage approvals for the precinct.

Accordingly, an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP No. 1101808) was issued with conditions on 2 July

2009 to allow protection to certain Aboriginal objects within the precinct and harm to other Aboriginal

objects with appropriate management and mitigations for that harm. The AHIP is due to expire on 30 June

2023 and is currently held by Dart West (the developer). It allows harm to all Aboriginal objects in, on or

under the land within the AHIP area.

SINSW are about to commence the design for the new primary school at Gregory Hills Public School and want

to ensure that harm to Aboriginal objects will not occur as a result of this development. Industry specific

SEARs for the project were issued on 27 April 2022 and amended on 1 November 2022. SEAR No. 18

requires an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (ACHAR) be provided to support this application.

In a meeting on 1 March 2022, Heritage NSW provided advice to SINSW that as AHIP No. 1101808 currently

exists over the area of the new primary school at Gregory Hills, a form of Due Diligence would be acceptable

to demonstrate that the potential of this project to harm Aboriginal objects has been fully considered. In this

instance only, there would be no requirement to undertake a new assessment of the project area. The

assessment and consultation that supported AHIP No. 1101808, as well as the AHIP itself, when appended to

the Due Diligence, should be sufficient to address the requirements of SEAR No. 18. Heritage NSW

emphasised that this approach is specific to the new primary school at Gregory Hills and is only appropriate

here because AHIP No. 1101808 is currently valid.

This Due Diligence report was undertaken in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the

Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (Department of Environment, Climate Change & Water

(DECCW) 2010; hereafter the Due Diligence Code of Practice), within the legislative context of the National

Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act). The details of this assessment are derived from desktop research, a

search and review of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) maintained by

Heritage NSW and a visual inspection of the study area.

The purpose of due diligence is to

Identify whether Aboriginal objects are, or are likely to be, present in an area,
Determine whether proposed activities are likely to harm Aboriginal objects if they are present and
Determine whether an AHIP must be in place prior to the commencement of activities.

This Due Diligence report finds that the proposed project area does not contain, and is not likely to contain,

any Aboriginal objects.

As an AHIP currently exists that applies to the Gregory Hills Public School project area, no further Aboriginal
cultural heritage assessment actions are required. It is assessed that the proposed works can proceed with
caution, as long as all works undertaken do not contravene the conditions of AHIP No. 1101808.

Industry specific SEARs for the project were issued on 27 April 2022 and amended on 1 November 2022.
SEAR No. 18 requires an Assessment of Aboriginal Cultural Heritage to support this application
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1. Introduction

1.1 Purpose
This Due Diligence Report accompanies an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to Part 4 of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act), in support of a State Significant
Development Application (SSDA) for the construction and operation of a new primary school at Gregory Hills
(SSD-41306367).

This report addresses the Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements (SEARs) issued for the
project. SEARs were issued for this project on 27 April 2022 and amended on 1 November 2022. The
original SEARs issued on 27 April 2022 did not require did not require consultation with Aboriginal
communities and the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South
Wales (Department of Environment, Climate Change & Water [DECCW] 2010; hereafter the Due Diligence
Code of Practice) (DECCW 2010) does not require any consultation with Aboriginal communities.
Accordingly, this Due Diligence report was not provided to Aboriginal communities for consultation.

The amended SEARs issued on 1 November 2022 included a new clause requiring evidence of consultation
with Aboriginal communities (reproduced in Table 1 below).

It should be noted that although consultation specific to this Due Diligence has not occurred, a Cultural
Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) has been developed for the project. Aboriginal community consultation
has occurred for the CHMP; a summary of which is provided in the table below.

Table 1 Relevant SEARs for this project

SEAR
No.

Requirement Response

18 Provide an assessment of Aboriginal

cultural heritage, prepared in

accordance with relevant sections of the

current guidelines, identifying,

describing and assessing potential

impacts to Aboriginal cultural heritage

sites or values associated with the

application.

Provide evidence of consultation with

Aboriginal communities in determining

and assessing impacts, developing and

selecting options and mitigation

measures (including the final proposed

measures), in accordance with relevant

sections of current guidelines.

This Due Diligence report draws on information

provided in the ACHAR prepared to support AHIP No.

1108101. This AHIP is currently active and applies to

the area of the proposed new primary school.

The CHMP prepared for the project (Jacobs 2022)

has included Aboriginal community consultation.

Additionally, a Connecting with Country program has

been undertaken for this project, which has also

involved close engagement with and participation of

appropriate knowledge holders for this area. Details

of this process are provided in the CHMP. While no

responses were received from RAPs on the CHMP, any

responses from RAPs and other Aboriginal

community members are welcome at any stage of the

project. The CHMP is intended to have a biannual

review and will be updated until the completion of

ground disturbance works.  Any additional comments

and inputs will form part of that review and update.

19 Where there is potential for direct or

indirect impacts on the heritage

significance of environmental heritage,

provide a Statement of Heritage Impact

and Archaeological Assessment (if

potential impacts to archaeological

resources are identified), prepared in

accordance with the relevant guidelines,

which assesses any impacts and outlines

measures to ensure they are minimised

and mitigated.

There is no potential for direct or indirect impacts on

the heritage significance or environmental heritage.

This Due Diligence report is prepared to support
AHIP No. 1108101. This AHIP is currently active
and applies to the area of the proposed new primary
school.
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Due Diligence for this project has been undertaken in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice
(DECCW 2010). The Due Diligence Code of Practice sets out the matters which are to be addressed when
assessing whether an activity will harm, or has a likelihood of harming, Aboriginal objects. Activities that
would or are likely to harm Aboriginal objects require an AHIP, which would need to be supported by
additional Aboriginal cultural heritage assessment actions.

The Due Diligence Code of Practice sets out reasonable and practicable steps which must be followed to:

Identify whether Aboriginal objects are, or are likely to be, present in an area
Determine whether proposed activities are likely to harm Aboriginal objects if present
Determine whether an AHIP must be in place prior to the commencement of activities.

Consultation with the Aboriginal community is not a formal requirement of the Due Diligence process,
however, consideration of undertaking some form of consultation should occur, particularly if it will assist in
informing any decision-making. If an AHIP will be required, consultation must be undertaken in accordance
with the requirements of Section 60 of the National Parks and Wildlife Regulation 2019, as described in the
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents (DECCW 2010).

1.2 What is Due Diligence
The National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) establishes the strict liability offence of harming
Aboriginal objects where they were not known to be present. The Due Diligence process was established to
provide a defence to this offence. Therefore, Due Diligence is a legal defence against prosecution where
Aboriginal objects are harmed when it was reasonably considered that they would not be present. In effect,
following a due diligence process amounts to taking reasonable and practicable steps to protect Aboriginal
objects.

The determination of whether Aboriginal objects are present or are likely to be present can be made by
following the Due Diligence Code of Practice, in situations where it is appropriate and applicable to do so.
Undertaking Due Diligence will allow the identification of where Aboriginal objects are, or are likely to be,
whether the proposed activity is likely to harm those objects and determine whether an AHIP is required prior
to the commencement of that activity.

Undertaking the Due Diligence does not constitute consent to harm Aboriginal objects, nor is it a ‘site
clearance’ mechanism to allow activities to occur in an area where Aboriginal objects are likely or known to be
present. If it is known or considered likely that Aboriginal objects are present, a full assessment must be
undertaken and an AHIP granted prior to that activity taking place.

1.3 Appropriateness of the use of Due Diligence for this report

This project is being under Part 4 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act). It has
been determined that it is appropriate to undertake a Due Diligence assessment for these proposed works by
following the flowchart on Page 1 of the Due Diligence Code of Practice (DECCW 2010), as shown in Table 2.

Table 2 Determination of the suitability of employing a Due Diligence process for this activity

Question Answer Comment
Is the activity considered a Major Project under
Part 4, Division 4.7 or Part 5, Division 5.2 of the
EP&A Act?

Yes While it is not appropriate to undertake Due Diligence for this
project, the process has been undertaken to identify what
actions, if any, are required to adequately protect and manage
cultural heritage for the project.
However, it should be noted that AHIP no 1101808 exists over
the area of the Turner Road South precinct, which includes the
project area. This AHIP allows harm to all Aboriginal objects
located in, on or under the land in the project area.

Is the activity exempt from the National Parks
and Wildlife Act 1974 or Regulation 2019?

No No exemptions apply to this activity.

Will the activity involve harm that is trivial or
negligible?

No Examples of trivial or negligible harm include picking up and
replacing a stone artefact, crushing or breaking a stone artefact
while gardening or walking or similar activities. This does not
apply to this activity.

Is the activity in an Aboriginal Place or there are
known Aboriginal objects in the project area?

No There are no known Aboriginal Places or known Aboriginal
objects within the activity area.
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Question Answer Comment
Is the activity a low impact activity in accordance
with the National Parks and Wildlife Regulation
2019?

No The activity is not considered a low impact activity.

Do you want to follow an industry specific Code
of Practice?

No There is no industry specific Code of Practice applicable.

Follow the Due Diligence Code of Practice Yes Follow and comply with this code to determine the appropriate
course of action for this activity.

1.4 Aboriginal cultural values
This report addresses the archaeological potential for Aboriginal objects and places only. It does not include
formal consultation with any Aboriginal groups or individuals; therefore, it does not include input from
potential Aboriginal stakeholders or cultural knowledge-holders. This due diligence does not include an
assessment of Aboriginal cultural values associated with the proposed works area.

1.5 Authorship
This report was authored by Jake Ferguson (Graduate Archaeologist, Jacobs) with management input and
technical review by Fran Scully (Principal Archaeologist).
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2. Project Information

2.1 Project background
Gregory Hills is located in southwest Sydney, within the development area formerly known as Turner Road
South. Turner Road was one of the first land release precincts in the South West Growth Area and as such,
NSW state government looked at ways to streamline environmental and heritage approvals for the precinct.

A number of assessments were undertaken for the Aboriginal heritage assessments for the Turner Road

Precinct. They involved extensive archaeological investigations and consultation with a wide range of

Aboriginal groups. The work was undertaken from 2007 to 2009 (Jo McDonald Cultural Heritage
Management, 2007, Appendix A). This work informed a planning response to Aboriginal heritage matters,
including the identification of sites of significance, detailed documentation of the site history, determination
of cultural heritage values and establishment of an Aboriginal heritage protection area.

Following on from these assessments, an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP No. 1101808) was issued
with conditions on 2 July 2009 to Dart West Developments to enable development to proceed (Appendix B).
The AHIP contained a range of conditions that ensured protection of certain Aboriginal objects and harm to
all other Aboriginal objects with appropriate management and mitigations for that harm. The AHIP is due to
expire on 30 June 2023.

Two registered Aboriginal objects (AHIMS 52-2-3561 and 52-2-3559) and an area of land (TR1) were
identified for protection from harm, neither of which are located within the sites area.

2.2 Site Description and Location
The site is located in Dharawal Country at 28 Wallarah Circuit, Gregory Hills NSW 2557, and is legally
described as Lot 3257 DP1243285.

The site is located within the Camden Local Government Area and is within the Turner Road Precinct of the
South-West Growth Centre.

The site has an area of approximately 2.926ha (by Deposited Plan). This will be reduced to 2.907ha under
approved DA2022/742/1 once Long Reef Circuit has been widened.

Topography is minimal with a fall from the south-east corner (RL116.5) to the north- west corner (RL113).

The site has three (3) street frontages:

Wallarah Circuit (southern boundary)

Gregory Hills Drive (northern boundary)

Long Reef Circuit (eastern Boundary)

The site is primarily vacant land, with the exception of an existing group of trees that have been retained in
the southwest corner of the site that pre-date the subdivision and development of the precinct. There is also
an existing electrical substation located on the south-eastern boundary.

There are easements of varying widths located to the northern boundary identified for drainage.
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Figure 1 Locality Map (Six Maps)

Figure 2 Site Aerial Map (Source Bennett and Trimble)

2.3 Surrounding Development
To the north, east and south of the site is emerging and recently completed residential development.

To the east of the residential area fronting Long Reef Circuit are high voltage power lines within an easement
which include pedestrian paths and cycleways.

To the west of the site, beyond Sykes Creek and Howard Park, is the Gregory Hills town centre. A pedestrian
bridge links Wallarah Circuit with the town centre across Sykes Creek.
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Figure 3 Surrounding Development (Nearmap)

2.4   Proposed project activity

The proposal is for a new primary school at Gregory Hills that generally comprises the following:

44 General Learning Spaces.

4 Support Learning Spaces.

Administration, staff hub, amenity and building service areas.

Library, communal hall and canteen.

Outside School Hours Care (OSHC) services.

Sport courts, outdoor play space, a Covered Outdoor Learning Area (COLA) and site landscaping.

Dedicated bicycle and scooter parking.

Three (3) kiss and drop spaces for Supported Learning Students (SLS) located on Wallarah Circuit.

On-site car parking.

Signage.

Footpath widening on Wallarah Circuit.
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Figure 4 New School – Site Plan (source Bennett and Trimble)



8

3.  Legislation

3.1 National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974
The National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) protects Aboriginal heritage within New South Wales
(NSW).

An ‘Aboriginal object’ is defined in Section 5(1) of the NPW Act in the following way:

Aboriginal object means any deposit, object or material evidence (not being a handicraft made for
sale) relating to the Aboriginal habitation of the area hat comprises New South Wales, being
habitation before or concurrent with (or both) the occupation of that area by persons of non-
Aboriginal extraction and includes Aboriginal remains.

An ‘Aboriginal place’ is a place gazetted by the Minister, under Section 84 of the NPW Act:

The Minister may, by order published in the Gazette, declare any place specified or described in the
order, being a place that, in the opinion of the Minister, is or was of special significance with respect to
Aboriginal culture, to be an Aboriginal place for the purposes of this Act.

Protection of Aboriginal heritage is outlined in Section 86 of the NPW Act as follows:

“a person must not harm or desecrate an object that the person knows is an Aboriginal object”

(Section 86(1))

“a person must not harm an Aboriginal object” (Section 86(2))

“a person must not harm or desecrate an Aboriginal place” (Section 86(4))

Harm is defined in Section 5 of the NPW Act as:

Any act or omission that destroys, defaces, or damages the object or place, or – in relation to an object
– moves the object from the land on which it had been situated.

Section 87(1) of the NPW Act provides that it is a defence to these provisions if the harm is authorised by an
AHIP.

Section 87(2) of the NPW Act provides that it is a defence to the provisions of Section 86(2) if the defendant
exercised due diligence to determine whether an Aboriginal object would be harmed, and reasonably
determined that no Aboriginal object would be harmed. That is, a proponent could be found not guilty of the
strict liability offence if they can demonstrate that they undertook all reasonable steps to investigate the
likelihood of Aboriginal objects and places being present and harmed by the proposed activity.

Due Diligence does not provide a defence to the offence of knowingly harming an Aboriginal object (offences
that contravene Section 86(1)).

3.2 Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979
The Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (NSW; EP&A Act) regulates environmental planning
and assessment of NSW. Land use planning requires that environmental impacts are considered as part of the
environmental approval assessment for any development. This includes impact or likely impacts to Aboriginal
cultural heritage.

This project is being determined under Part 4 of the EP&A Act 1979. A Development Application (DA) will be
submitted to Camden Council, who will be the consent authority for the project.
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4.  Register Searches

Aboriginal objects are recorded on the Aboriginal Heritage Impact Management System (AHIMS) and
Aboriginal Places on the Aboriginal Place Atlas. Items of state heritage significance for Aboriginal and shared
heritage values are recorded on the State Heritage Inventory.

4.1 AHIMS search
An extensive search of the AHIMS database was undertaken by Jake Ferguson, Graduate Archaeologist on 22
June 2022.

It should be noted that the AHIMS database does not represent an exhaustive list of all Aboriginal objects in
NSW. Rather, Aboriginal objects are recorded on AHIMS once they have been identified, usually as a result of
an assessment process. A lack of recorded Aboriginal objects within a particular area does not necessarily
mean that Aboriginal objects will not be present, just that they have not been previously identified and
recorded. Heritage NSW has determined that for the purposes of Due Diligence, the results of an AHIMS
search are valid for twelve months from the date of the search.

The area surrounding the project area was searched in order to gain information on the archaeological
context of the study area and to ascertain whether any previously recorded Aboriginal sites are located within
the study area. The details of the AHIMS search parameters are included in Table 3.

Table 3 AHIMS search parameters

Search Criteria Parameters
Latitude, Longitude Lat, Long From: -34.031, 150.7723 - Lat, Long To : -34.0221, 150.7878

A total of 8 Aboriginal sites were identified by the extensive AHIMS search (Table 4). The nature of and
location of the registered sites reflects past Aboriginal occupation from which they derive, but is also
influenced by historical land-use, and the nature and extent of previous archaeological investigations.
Although Aboriginal occupation covered the whole of the landscape, the availability of fresh water, and
associated resources, was a significant factor in repeated and long-term occupation of specific areas within
the landscape. AHIMS lists 20 standard site features that can be used to describe a site registered with AHIMS,
and more than one feature can be used for each site. The frequency of recorded site types is summarised in
Table 5.

Certain site types, such as culturally modified trees, are particularly vulnerable to destruction through
historical occupation, while others, such as stone artefacts, are more resilient. The distribution of the recorded
sites within the AHIMS search area is shown in Figure 5. The results of the AHIMS search are appended in
Appendix C.

Table 4 AHIMS search results

AHIMS ID Site Name Datum Coordinates
(Zone 56)
Eastings

Coordinates
(Zone 56)
Northings

Site Features

52-2-3561 TR-5 AGD 295536 6232477 Open site – three
artefacts found

52-2-3562 TR-6 AGD 295497 6232129 Open site – five
artefacts found

52-2-3563 TR-7 AGD 295109 6232857 Open site – two
hundred and 57
artefacts found

52-2-3564 T TR-8 AGD 294955 6232941 Open site – one
modified tree
(scarred or
modified)

52-2-3724 TR1
(Campbelltown)

AGD 295440 6232910 Open site – one
hundred and
seventy-one
artefacts found
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AHIMS ID Site Name Datum Coordinates
(Zone 56)
Eastings

Coordinates
(Zone 56)
Northings

Site Features

52-2-3727 TR Transect G GDA 294630 6233120 Open site – one
artefact found

52-2-3728 TR Transect H GDA 295370 6232950 Open site – one
artefact found

52-2-3747 CG-OCS-O8 GDA 295719 6232719 Open site – one
artefact found

Table 5 Summary of AHIMS site features

Aboriginal Place Type Frequency Per cent (%)
Open site – Artefact 7 87.5

Open site – Modified tree (Carved or Scarred) 1 12.5

Total components 100.00

No AHIMS registered sites were located within the study area or within 200 metres of it.

4.2 State Heritage Inventory search

A search of the State Heritage Inventory was completed on 22 June 2022. There are no heritage items

registered within the study area.

Figure 5 Registered AHIMS sites in the vicinity of the proposed new school at Gregory Hills
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5.  Archaeological Context

5.1 Environmental context
The project area consists of Blacktown and Luddenham soil landscapes, Gregory Hills is defined by gently
undulating slopes consistent throughout the entirety of the surrounding landscape of the project area. A
large proportion of the study area has been cleared of vegetation for agricultural purposes or more recently
for other uses such as residential development.

5.2 Historic land use
The project area can be seen has having high levels of disturbance and landform modification throughout the
entirety of the site. Gregory Hills was originally cleared for agricultural purposes; destruction of original
vegetation and subsurface layers is typically seen with the introduction of grazing animals such as cattle and
sheep. The area has since been reclaimed for the purpose of building residential housing estates, further
modifying and disturbing the project area.

5.3 Aboriginal Context
Aboriginal occupation of the Sydney region is likely to have spanned at least 20,000 years, although dates of
more than 40,000 years have been obtained from artefacts found in gravels of the Cranebrook Terrace on the
Nepean River.

The project area lies close to the boundaries of two language groups, The Darug (Dharug) and the Dharawal
(Tharawal). This boundary is heavily influenced by the Nepean River, which is approximately seven kilometres
away from the project area.

5.4 Summary of previously completed archaeological assessments
Previous Aboriginal archaeological assessments directly related to the project are outlined below.

Archaeological investigation of the Turner Road and Oran Park Precincts within the South West Growth
Centre, Camden, NSW (Jo McDonald 2007, Appendix A).

This report details an archaeological survey of the Turner Road and Oran Park precincts that took place in
2007 as the first step in the cultural heritage assessments for the precincts.

The key findings of the survey are outlined below.

Survey identified a number of low-density sites across the precincts, characterized of isolated finds and
low-density artefacts scatters

The effect of consistent land use since the late 18th century resulted in a paucity of surface Aboriginal
objects

Early Aboriginal historical documents depicts and area that was considered a boundary between 3
language groups

In the early 1800s the area had seen many disputes between colonist and Aboriginal people.

Stage 1 Archaeological Test Excavations GCC Precincts Oran Park and Turner Road, South West Growth
Centre, NSW (ENSR/AECOM 2008).

Test excavations took place over four Aboriginal heritage conservation areas located within the Oran Park and
Turner Road Precincts. At each location a single 25 m long and 1 m wide trench was excavated to the surface
of the clay B soil horizon. A total of 744 stone artefacts were recovered, including knapping floor
concentrations at two of the sites. Key archaeological findings of the project were:

A dominance of silcrete artefacts and large unworked chunks of silcrete in association with knapping
sites
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Presence of unique white to light grey-brown coloured silcrete artefacts, possibly derived from
sources to the south of the Cumberland Plain, found at each of the four sites.

A great number of artefacts along a minor watercourse at Oran Park

Test excavations demonstrated that archaeologically sensitive areas are more widely dispersed then
originally depicted in previous models. The main concentration of Aboriginal sensitivity is in areas with high
elevation situated with proximity and vision of watercourses.

Aboriginal Heritage Management Plan Turner Road South Precinct ENSR/AECOM (draft) (2009).

ENSR were commissioned to prepare a management plan to support the AHIP application for Turner Road
South. The purpose of the management plan was to guide the ongoing management and mitigation for
Aboriginal objects within the precinct, once the AHIP had been approved. The plan found:

Aboriginal heritage values are shown through the evaluation of previous archaeological
investigations of the Turner Road precinct they are as follows

A pre-contact landscape of extensive but low intensity aboriginal activity with evidence of strategic
defensive positioning camp sites within a cultural interaction zone between two language groups.

Aboriginal activity evident in the widespread stone artefacts present within topsoil up to 300m from
major rivers/creeks and 100m from minor watercourses

Pre-contact artefact manufacturing area evident in stone artefacts concentrations on area with good
lookouts over adjacent water courses

Aboriginal campsites in elevated areas over 150m away from creeks in areas with good outlook over
the major creek valleys.

AECOM (2010)

AECOM was engaged by Dart West Developments Pty Ltd to undertake surface collection of stone artefacts
from Aboriginal sites within the southern part of the Turner Road Growth Centre, fulfilment of conditions 30,
31, and 32 of the AHIP. The study area was approximately 280 hectares, being approximately 2 km north-
south and 2.5 km east-west. Turner Road South was being developed as the Gregory Hills residential
township and Central Hills Business Park. The surface collection took place on the 24 July 2009, details of
which are in the below table.

Table 0-1 AECOM (2010) salvaged sites

Site Area of Artefact
Cluster(s)

Number of Artefacts Density (Artefacts per
square metre)

TR7 Dam Wall (flat top) 600 m² 54 0.09

TR7 Dam Floor (Nov 2009) 476 m² 65 0.14

TR7 Salt Scalds 56 m² 32 0.57

TR2 755 m² 8 0.01

The TR7 site displayed the highest density artefact cluster, however this area was still deemed as having low
scientific or educational value. The low-density areas indicate that the surface scatter pattern provides
inadequate evidence of Aboriginal activity areas within the Gregory Hills area.
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6. Site Visit

6.1.1 Timing and Personnel

An inspection of the site was undertaken by Jacobs archaeologists Fran Scully (Principal) and Jake Ferguson
(Graduate Archaeologist) on 20 June 2022.

6.1.2 Methodology

A systematic pedestrian survey was completed to inform the completion of the Due Diligence. The
methodology depended on the ground conditions encountered in different parts of the activity area.
Wherever possible, systematic survey was conducted by each team with field walkers spaced evenly apart at
distances of 2 m, traversing the activity area parallel to its boundaries. This enabled excellent coverage, with
the understanding that ‘in practice, a single field-walker can effectively scan 1 m to either side of them’
(Burke and Smith 2004: 65).

6.1.3 Results

The entirety of the project area was inspected by foot. It was largely flat, with a drainage channel along the
northern boundary in the south-eastern corner of the project area was a small clump of trees. The trees
comprised black box species and are not in good condition. Information from the arborist indicates that the
trees are currently sitting a highly acidic soil that is predominantly brick and rubble, demonstrating the high
levels of disturbance in the project area. All were inspected for the presence of cultural modification, but none
was evident.

Ground surface visibility was moderately good. Although grass cover was extensive across the site, it was quite
sparse and patchy in areas. Evidence of gravel, clay and ironstone was seen throughout the project area.
Discreet areas of moderately mounded Clay were noted in the project area.

Overall, the study area displayed clear signs of previous and extensive modification. No Aboriginal objects
were identified during the inspection, and it is considered highly unlikely that any would still be present.

Figure 6 Entry to site, south east elevation Figure 7 General landscape, north east elevation
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Figure 8 General landscape, north west elevation Figure 9 General landscape, north east elevation

Figure 10 Ground surface visibility Figure 11 General landscape, south west elevation

Figure 12 An example of visible disturbance on site Figure 13 Drainage channel at northern end of site
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7. Due Diligence Process

The Due Diligence Code of Practice provides a series of questions that must be answered to determine the
outcome of the Due Diligence process. These questions are addressed in Table 7.

Table 2 Due Diligence questions and responses

Question Answer Comment

Will the activity disturb the ground surface or any
culturally modified trees?

Yes The development of the school willdisturb the ground
surface; however, it has been subject to previous
disturbance. There are no culturally modified trees
within the project area

Are there any:

Confirmed AHIMS records

Other sources of information

Landscape features

No There are no AHIMS sites or landscape features within
the project area

Can harm to Aboriginal objects be avoided? Yes No Aboriginal objects are present and there is currently
an AHIP in place that incorporates the project area

Does a desktop assessment and visual inspection
confirm the presence of Aboriginal objects, or that
they are likely to be there?

No Both the desktop assessment and visual inspection
demonstrated that no Aboriginal objects are, or are
likely to be, present

Is further assessment required? No
AHIP no 1101808 currently exists over the site which

allows harm to all Aboriginal objects in, or under the

land. Further, the visual inspection undertaken for the

Due Diligence indicated that there has been a high level

of disturbance across the project area, and it is highly

unlikely that Aboriginal objects will remain in the

project area
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8. Conclusions and Recommendations

This report found that the proposed project area does not contain and is not likely to contain any Aboriginal
objects.

As an AHIP currently exists that applies to the site at Gregory Hills, no further Aboriginal cultural heritage
assessment actions are required, and the proposed works can proceed with caution, as long as all works
undertaken do not contravene the conditions of the AHIP.

The following recommendation is made for this project:

The conditions of AHIP No. 1101808 apply to the site, all development activities must comply with
these conditions, particularly Conditions 4 and 5.

The AHIP is appended at Appendix B.

Further information about SINSW responsibilities relating to Conditions 4 and 5 are detailed below.

Condition 4

The AHIP holder must ensure that all persons involved in activities or works covered by this AHIP (whether
employees, contractors, sub-contractors, agents or invitees) are made aware of and comply with the
conditions of this AHIP.

SINSW requirements relevant to this condition:

Dart West Developments are the holder of AHIP no 1101808. In order to comply with this condition, they
have provided a copy of the AHIP to SINSW. SINSW must read and understand the conditions of the AHIP,
ensure that all conditions are complied with and make a copy of the AHIP available to any employees,
contractors, sub-contractors, agents or invitees to the project area. It is recommended this is provided as part
of any site induction that occurs.

Condition 5

The AHIP holder must ensure that all persons involved in activities or works covered by this AHIP are provided
with information relating to the Aboriginal cultural heritage values of the AHIP area, the location of any
protected Aboriginal objects, the location of any protected areas and the protocols that are to be followed for
the management and protection of any protected area and/or the protected Aboriginal objects specified in
Schedule B.

SINSW requirements relevant to this condition:

Dart West Developments are the holder of AHIP no 1101808. In order to comply with this condition, they
have prepared a Site Induction Information Sheet on Aboriginal Heritage Matters (Appendix D). This sheet
provides a summary of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Values for the whole of the Turner Road South AHIP
area, as well as providing details about the protected areas and how they are being managed. This has been
provided to SINSW. SINSW should provide a copy of the Site Induction Information Sheet on Aboriginal
Heritage Matters to any employees, contractors, sub-contractors, agents or invitees to the project area. It is
recommended that this is provided as part of any site induction that occurs.
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Archaeological investigation of the Turner Road and Oran Park
Precincts within the South West Growth Centre, Camden, NSW.
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Appendix B. AHIP No. 1101808

















































Appendix C. Extensive AHIMS Search Results









Appendix D. Site Induction Information Sheet on Aboriginal

Heritage Matters






