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Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS) has been engaged by Pepper on behalf of The Catholic
Archdiocese of Sydney (the Proponent) to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Report (ACHAR) in relation to Aboriginal heritage within the properties of 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot
2 DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812
DP2475), Austral, NSW.

In May 2016, Robinson Urban Planning PTY LTD on behalf of the Proponent lodged a Development
Application (DA) (DA-465/2016) for 140 Eleventh Avenue (Lots 811 & 812 DP 2475).

In October 2016, KAS was engaged to undertake an Aboriginal Due Diligence assessment of 140
Eleventh Avenue in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of
Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010a) to address further information requested by
Liverpool City Council as part of assessing the DA.

No Aboriginal objects were idenfified during the survey undertaken by KAS in 2016, and it was
recommended that the proposed development “as currently specified can proceed with caution.
If Aboriginal objects are located, works must cease, and the Office of Environment and Heritage
must be nofified” (KAS, 2016).

DA2016/465 was granted approval on 25 October 2016 by Liverpool City Council (Council) for the
construction and operation of a primary school with maximum student population of 300 students.
An existing residence on site was converted to an administration and staff building, and two
buildings have/are being constructed that provide space for seven class groups.

DA2016/465 only related to Lot 811 and 812 and approved a maximum of 300 students
(kindergarten -year 6) and 20 staff.

The proposed redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua (refer to Section 1.2) is classified as a State
Significant Development (SSD) on the basis that it falls within the requirements of clause 15 of
Schedule 1 of State Environmental Planning Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011 (SRD
SEPP), being ‘development that has a capital investment value of more than $20 million for the
purpose of alterations or additions to an existing school’.

The Proponent requests the proposed State Significant Development (SSD) application is to be
freated as a concept Development Application (DA) made pursuant to section 83B(1) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.

The concept DA is for staged redevelopment of the school comprising envelopes for educational
buildings and associated facilities including a church, tfrade training centre, multi-purpose hall, child
care cenfre, library, indoor and outdoor sports facilities for 2,500 students (Pre-school to Year 12)
and 200 staff members.

The application also seeks consent for detailed components for the first stage of development
which involves:

* Detailed design;
*  Construction and fitout of educational buildings for years 1-12; and,



*  Specialist buildings with rooms for arts, woodwork, computer labs, administration building, a
multi-purpose hall and a child care centre.

Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements (SEARs) for the proposed redevelopment were
issued in December 2017. The SEARs in regards to Aboriginal heritage are idenfified below:

* Identify, describe and document the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage values that exist
across the whole area that will be affected by the development, which may include the
need for surface survey and test excavation. The idenfified of Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage values should be guided by the Guide to investigating, assessing and reporting
on Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in NSW (DECC, 2011) and consultafion with OEH
Regional Officers.

*  Where Aboriginal Cultural Heritage values are identified, consultation with Aboriginal
people must be undertaken and documented in accordance with the Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010b). The
significance of cultural heritage values for Aboriginal people who have a cultural
association with the land must be documented in the EIS.

* The EIS must demonstrate attempts to avoid impact upon cultural heritage values and
identify any conservation outcomes. Where impacts are unavoidable, the EIS must
outline measures proposed to mitigate impacts. Any objects recorded as part of the
assessment must be documented in the EIS. Please note the Due Diligence assessment
process is not appropriate fo address the requirements for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
assessment.

The field survey was undertaken on 8th June 2018, to record the characteristics of the Subject Area
(including identfification of landforms), any physical evidence of Aboriginal land use and any
information that could inform predictions about Aboriginal objects within the Subject Area.

The survey team consisted of Natalie Stiles (Kayandel) along with GLALC (Barry Gunther), and
Kamilaroi-Yankuntjatjara Working Group (Phil Boney).

A portion of the Subject Area was not assessed as part of the survey due to the heavy ground
disturbance associated with the development works authorised by DA No DA2016/465.

As identified in Section 6.5, no Aboriginal objects have previously been identified within the Subject
Area. As a result of the survey and assessment undertaken for the present study, no previously
unidentified Aboriginal sites were identified.

Comments from the Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) in regard to this ACHAR can be found in
Section 3.1.4.



1.

Should Aboriginal sites and/or objects be found during the proposed work, work must cease
immediately and actions in accordance with the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management
Plan (ACHMP) (See Recommendation 4) must be undertaken.

The following management principles and recommendations are based on:

Y

The legal requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended), whereby it
is illegal to damage, deface or destroy an Aboriginal relic without first obtaining the written
consent of the Director General of National Parks & Wildlife Service;

The legal requirements of the Heritage Act 1977, whereby it is illegal to disturb or excavate
any land knowing or having reasonable cause to suspect that the disturbance or
excavation will or is likely to result in arelic being discovered, exposed, moved, damaged or
destroyed unless the disturbance or excavation is carried out in accordance with an
excavation permit;

The requirements of the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal
Objects in NSW (DECCW, 2010aq);

The requirements of the Guide to Investigating, Assessing and Reporting on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage in NSW (OEH, 2011);

The findings presented within this Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report; and,

Recognition that the current assessment has been prepared for the proposed State
Significant Development (SSD) application (refer to Sections 1.2 and 1.3).

KAS recommends the following:

1.

No further assessment of the Aboriginal heritage within the Subject Area is required to inform
the proposed State Significant Development (SSD) application (refer to Sections 1.2 and
1.3);

Should the proposed works be amended and result in potential impacts o areas previously
not inspected as part of this assessment, further investigations may be required;

Consultation should continue with the Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) at intervals not
exceeding 6 months until such time as the works approved under the SSD have been
completed;

Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbance works authorised by the SSD, an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management Plan (ACHMP) should be developed by a
qualified and experienced practitioner in Aboriginal cultural heritage in consultation with
the Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs); this should include a provision for unexpected finds,
and methodologies for further investigation and reporting where required;

The final ACHMP must be kept onsite so that it can be referred to in the event of an
unexpected find being identified;



6. All relevant staff and contractors should be made aware of their statutory obligations for
heritage under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, which may be implemented as a
heritage induction;

7. If, during the course of development works, suspected historic cultural heritage material is
uncovered, work should cease in that area immediately. The Heritage Branch, Office of
Environment & Heritage (Enviroline 131 555) should be notified and works only recommence
when an approved management strategy has been developed; and,

8. A copy of the final report should be sent to the Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs)
identified in Table 3.

Disclaimer: This archaeological assessment and the management recommendations contained
herein, will be independently reviewed by the Planning & Aboriginal Heritage Section of the NSW
Office of Environment & Heritage (OEH), and the relevant Aboriginal community.

OEH and the Aboriginal community will make consideration of the findings of the consultant’s
report and the recommendations in relation to the management of cultural heritage. Formal
approval for all actions outlined should be sought from the relevant authority prior to the
completion of any works. At no time should automatic approval of the management
recommendations stated herein be assumed.
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Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS) has been engaged by Pepper on behalf of The Catholic
Archdiocese of Sydney (the Proponent) to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Report (ACHAR) in relation to Aboriginal heritage within the properties of 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot
2 DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812
DP2475), Austral, NSW.

In May 2016 Robinson Urban Planning PTY LTD on behalf of the Proponent lodged a Development
Application (DA) (DA-465/2016) for 140 Eleventh Avenue (Lots 811 & 812 DP 2475), Austral for the:

*  Demolition;

*  Site works;

* Lot consolidation; and,

* Construction of classroom buildings for the purpose of an educational establishment
(Primary School) to cater for 300 students from kindergarten-year 6 and 20 staff.

In October 2016, KAS was engaged to undertake an Aboriginal Due Diligence assessment of 140
Eleventh Avenue in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of
Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010a) to address further information requested by
Liverpool City Council as part of assessing the DA.

No Aboriginal objects were idenftified during the survey undertaken by KAS, and it was
recommended that the proposed development “as currently specified can proceed with caution.
If Aboriginal objects are located, works must cease, and the Office of Environment and Heritage
must be nofified” (KAS, 2016).

DA2016/465 was granted approval on 25 October 2016 by Liverpool City Council (Council) for the
consfruction and operation of a primary school with maximum student population of 300 students.
An existing residence on site was converted to an administration and staff building, and two
buildings have/are being constructed that provide space for seven class groups.

DA2016/465 only related to Lot 811 and 812 and approved a maximum of 300 students
(kindergarten -year 6) and 20 staff.

The school currently has 105 students enrolled of which 45 are currently attending the school. The
following provides a breakdown of enrolments in 2017 and 2018:

*  2017: 45 kindergarteners
*  2018: 45 year one students, and 60 kindergarteners

The proposed redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua (refer to Section 1.2) is classified as a State
Significant Development (SSD) on the basis that it falls within the requirements of clause 15 of
Schedule 1 of State Environmental Planning Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011 (SRD
SEPP), being ‘development that has a capital investment value of more than $20 million for the
purpose of alterations or additions fo an existing school’.

The Subject Area is situated within the Liverpool City Council Local Government Areas (LGA), and is
also within the Leppington North Precinct of the South West Growth Centre (see Figure 1).



The Subject Area comprises of the allotments listed below, and covers approximately 10.92ha. The
Subject Area extends along the southern side of Eleventh Avenue to Tenth Avenue and west from
Fourth Avenue towards Edmondson Avenue in the east (see Figure 2):

*  Lotfs 1 & 2 DP1232692; and,
*  Lots 810-812, 842-839 DP2475.

The Proponent requests the proposed State Significant Development (SSD) application is to be
freated as a concept Development Application (DA) made pursuant to section 83B(1) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.

The concept DA is for staged redevelopment of the school comprising envelopes for educational
buildings and associated facilities including a church, frade training centre, multi-purpose hall, child
care cenfre, library, indoor and outdoor sports facilities for 2,500 students (Pre-school to Year 12)
and 200 staff members.

The application also seeks consent for detailed components for the first stage of development
which involves:

* Detailed design;

*  Construction and fitout of educational buildings for years 1-12; and,

*  Specialist buildings with rooms for arts, woodwork, computer labs, administration building, a
mulfi-purpose hall and a child care cenfre.

St Anthony of Padua Catholic School will be a pre-school to year 12 educational establishment.
Sydney Catholic Schools is seeking to develop the site to cater for approximately 1,000 primary
school students, and approximately 1,500 secondary school students. The proposal seeks to expand
the existing boundaries of the school and will include the following educational and community
facilities:

*  School facilities and buildings for pre-school to year 12 students;

*  Multipurpose hall for school gatherings up to 2,000 people and indoor playing courts and
performance stage;

*  Piazza area including a landscaped entry space;

*  Forum areaq;

* Café / canteen, including kitchen / hospitality training building;

*  Church building with capacity for 750 people;

*  Market garden areaq;

*  Wellness Cenfre, providing student services, pastoral care, first aid, health and counselling
services;

*  Auditorium with 250 seats and dance studios;

* Trade training centre; and,

* Before and after school care.

Figure 3 provides an indicative building layout.

Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements (SEARs) for the proposed redevelopment were
issued in December 2017. The SEARs in regards to Aboriginal heritage are identified below:



* Identify, describe and document the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage values that exist
across the whole area that will be affected by the development, which may include
the need for surface survey and test excavation. The identified of Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage values should be guided by the Guide fo investigating, assessing and reporting
on Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in NSW (DECC, 2011) and consultation with OEH
Regional Officers.

*  Where Aboriginal Cultural Heritage values are identified, consultation with Aboriginal
people must be undertaken and documented in accordance with the Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010b). The
significance of cultural heritage values for Aboriginal people who have a cultural
association with the land must be documented in the EIS.

* The EIS must demonstrate attempts to avoid impact upon cultural heritage values and
identify any conservation outcomes. Where impacts are unavoidable, the EIS must
outline measures proposed to mitigate impacts. Any objects recorded as part of the
assessment must be documented in the EIS. Please note the Due Diligence assessment
process is not appropriate fo address the requirements for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
assessment.,

In addifion fo these specifically identified requirements (above), KAS have also considered the
following the industry standard and guideline in preparing this assessment:

* Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South
Wales (Code of Practice) (DECCW 2010c).

The objective of this study is to produce a report that details the Aboriginal heritage within the
Subject Area, and presents sufficient information to facilitate an informed decision regarding the
potential impact fo known and unknown Aboriginal heritfage within the Subject Area in
accordance with the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigations of Aboriginal Objects in
NSW (Code of Practice) (DECCW, 2010aq).

The following tasks were undertaken to achieve these objectives:

* A review of background information, including landscape and ethnographic history as
described in the Code of Practice (DECCW, 2010c);

*  Areview of archaeological context, including identification of known Aboriginal sites in the
Subject Area through a search of Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System
(AHIMS) and an analysis of existing archaeological reports relating to the Subject Area and
its immediate environs;

*  Detail the consultation undertaken with Aboriginal community stakeholders;

* Determine if archaeologically sensitive landforms are present within the Subject Areq;

* Characterise the nature of any archaeological deposits encountered (within the limitations
of the sampling and processing methodology); and,

*  Provide informed mitigation measures and management recommendations for any sites
located within the proposed development area.

This report is based on a review of available Aboriginal archaeological assessments (sourced from
AHIMS, grey literature and KAS' report library) and a field inspection. It is possible that further
Aboriginal archaeological assessments or the emergence of new analysis of the Aboriginal



archaeological landscape within Hoxton Park may support different interpretations of the evidence
in this report.

The results from the ‘AHIMS Database Search’ (Section 0) are valid for 12 months (from the date of
the search). If the report has not been finalised and/or it is necessary to update the report, and the
previous AHIMS database search is over 12 months old, it will be necessary to undertake another
search of AHIMS again to ensure the information is sfill current. If the AHIMS search results identify
addifional Aboriginal sites which will result in significant changes to the assessment, it will be
necessary to update the report to consider these results.

The ‘Statement of Archaeological Potential and Significance’ (Section 9.5) made in this report is a
combination of both facts and interpretation of those facts in accordance with a standard set of
assessment criteria. It is possible that another professional may interpret the Aboriginal
archaeological landscape within Hoxton Park and physical evidence in a different way.

A summary of the statutory requirements regarding heritage is provided in Section 2. This is made
on the basis of our experience of working with the NSW Aboriginal heritage and European heritage
systems and does not purport fo be legal advice. It should be noted that legislation, regulations,
and guidelines change over time and users of this report should satisfy themselves that the statutory
requirements have not changed since the report was written.

This study was carried out by Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS). The field survey was
completed by Natalie Stiles. Background research was undertaken by Natalie Stiles. Mapping was
completed by Lance Syme and Natalie Stiles. Natalie Stiles drafted the report, which was reviewed
by Lance Syme. Further details of the personnel involved in the preparation of this ACHAR for the
proposal is detailed in Table 1.

Lance Syme BArts (Arch/Palaeo), Grad. Dip. 20 years Project supervisor, mapping, report review
(Heritage Cons.), M.ICOMOS

Natalie Stiles BArts (Arch/Palaeo), Grad Cert. Arts 6 years Consultation process, background research,
(Arch), MGIS&RemoteSens field survey, report drafting, mapping

Table 1: KAS Personnel involved in the Aboriginal Heritage Cultural Heritage Assessment Report
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Figure 2: Subject Area
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Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal cultural heritage in Australia is protected and managed under a
variety of legislation. The following section provides a brief summary of the Acts which are relevant
to the management of cultural heritage in NSW. It is important to note that these Acts are
presented as a guide and are not legal interpretations of legislation by the consultant.

The purpose of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Heritage Protection Act 1984 (Heritage
Protection Act) is the preservation and protection from injury or desecration of areas and objects in
Australia and in Australion waters that are of particular significance to Aboriginal people in
accordance with Aboriginal tradition.

Under the Heritage Protection Act the responsible Minister can make temporary or long-term
declarations to profect areas and objects of significance under threat of injury or desecration. The
Act can, in certain circumstances, override state and territory provisions, or it can be implemented
in circumstances where state or ferritory provisions are lacking or are not enforced. The Act must be
invoked by or on behalf of an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander or organisation.

The Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)
took effect on 16 July 2000. Under Part 9 of the EPBC Act, any action that has, or is likely to have, a
significant impact on a matter of National Environmental Significance (known as a controlled
action under the Act), may only progress with approval of the Commonwealth Minister for the
Environment. An action is defined as a project, development, undertaking, activity (or series of
activities), or alteration to any of these. Where an exception applies, an action will also require
approval if:

Itis undertaken on Commonwealth land and will have or is likely to have a significant impact;

1. It is undertaken outside Commonwealth land and will have or is likely fo have a significant
impact on the environment on Commonwealth land; and,
2. Itis undertaken by the Commonwealth and will have oris likely fo have a significant impact.

Under Section 28 subsection (1) “The Commonwealth or Commonwealth Agency must not take
inside or outside Australian jurisdiction an action that has, will have, or is likely to have a significant
impact on the environment inside or outside Australian jurisdiction.” The EPBC Act defines
‘environment’ as both natural and cultural environments and therefore Aboriginal and historic
cultural heritage items included on the Register of the National Estate are regarded as part of the
cultural environment.

Recently, Australia has changed legislation that protects its natfional heritage places. Three new
laws came into effect in January 2004 and are essentially a combination of previous heritage
system with a number of changes that include the establishment of a National Heritage List (NHL)
and a Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL).

The National Heritage List records places with outstanding natural and cultural heritage values that
confribute to Australia’s National identity. The Commonwealth Heritage List will comprise natural,
Aboriginal and historic places owned or managed by the Commonwealth. The new laws provide
changes that offer greater legal protection under the existing Environment Conservation and



Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). Under the new system, National Heritage will join six
other important ‘matters of national environmental significance’ (NES) already protected by the
EPBC Act.

The three new Acts are:

* The Environment and Heritage Legislation Amendment Act (No.1) 2003;
* The Australian Heritage Council Act 2003; and,
* The Australian Heritage Council (Consequential and Transitional Provisions) Act 2003

Approval under the EPBC Act is required if you are proposing to take an action that will have, or is
likely to have, a significant impact on the National Heritage values of a National Heritage place
and/or any other NES matter. This action must be referred to the Australian Government Minister for
the Environment and Heritage. The Minister will decide whether an action will, or is likely to, have a
significant impact on a matter of national environmental significance.

The heritage provisions of the EPBC Act allow for a transition period whilst the National and
Commonwealth Heritage Lists are finalised. During this transition period the Register of the National
Estate acts in conjunction with the formative National and Commonwealth lists to provide full
coverage for items already identified as having cultural heritage significance.

The Native Tifle Act of 1993, as amended, recognises and protects native title, and provides that
native tifle cannot be extinguished contrary to the Act. The National Native Title Tribunal (NNTT) is a
Commonwealth Government agency set up under this Act to mediate native title claims under the
direction of the Federal Court of Australia.

The National Native Title Tribunal maintains the following registers:

* National Native Title Register;

* Register of Native Title Claims;

* Unregistered Claimant Applications; and,

* Register of Indigenous Land Use Agreements.

The objective of a search of the NNTT registers is to identify possible Aboriginal Stakeholders that
would not perhaps receive representation as part of the Local Aboriginal Land council or Elders
groups.

The following New South Wales legislation protects aspects of cultural heritage and is relevant to
development activities in the Subject Area.

The EP&A Act requires that consideration be given to environmental impacts as part of the land
use planning process. This includes impacts on Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal cultural heritage
items and places. The Act also requires that Local Government Areas (LGAs) prepare Local
Environmental Plans (LEP) and Development Control Plans (DCP) in accordance with the Act to
provide guidance on the level of environmental assessment required. LEPs often list locally
significant heritage items. Three parts of the EP&A Act are most relevant to Heritage. Part 3 relates
to planning instruments, including those at local and regional levels; Part 4 controls development
assessment processes; and Part 5 refers to approvals by determining authorities.



The National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 provides for protection of Aboriginal objects (sites, relics
and cultural material) and Aboriginal places. Under the Act (Section 5), an Aboriginal object is
defined as:

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

An Aboriginal place is defined under this Act as an area that has been declared by the Minister
administering the National Parks and Wildlife Act as a place of special significance for Aboriginal
culture. It may or may not contain physical Aboriginal objects.

Under Section 86 of the Act it is an offence to knowingly destroy, deface, damage or desecrate, or
cause or permit the destruction, defacement, damage or desecration of, an Aboriginal object or
Aboriginal place, without the prior written consent from the Director-General of the NSW Office of
Environment and Heritage (OEH). In order to obtain such consent, a Section 90 Aboriginal Heritage
Impact Permit (AHIP) application must be submitted and approved by the OEH Director-General. In
considering whether to issue a permit under Section 90, OEH will fake info account:

* The objectives and justifications for the proposed activity;

* The appropriateness of the methodology to achieve the objectives of the proposed
activity;

* The significance of the Aboriginal object(s) or place(s) subject to the proposed impacts;

* The effect of the proposed impacts and the mitigation measures proposed;

* The alternatives to the proposed impacts;

* The conservation outcomes that will be achieved if impact is permitted;

* The outcomes of the Aboriginal community consultation regarding the proposed impact
and conservation outcomes;

*  The views of the Aboriginal community about the proposed activity; and,

* The knowledge, skills, and experience of the nominated person (s) to adequately undertake
the proposed activity.

Under Section 89A of the Act it is a requirement to notify the OEH Director-General of the location
of an Aboriginal object. Identified Aboriginal items and sites are registered with the NSW OEH on
AHIMS.

The NSW Heritage Act 1977 (Heritage Act) provides protection for items of ‘environmental heritage’
in NSW. ‘Environmental heritage’ includes places, buildings, works, relics, movable objects or
precincts considered significant based on historical, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological,
architectural, natural or aesthetic values. Items considered to be significant to the State are listed
on the State Heritage Register and cannot be demolished, altered, moved or damaged, or their
significance altered without approval from the Heritage Council of NSW.

ltems listed on the State Heritage Register (SHR) require consent of the Heritage Council to
undertake work or development which alters, moves, deposits or damages any part of the heritage
item, place, precinct, land, its relics or any vegetation.



Relics are afforded automatic protection under Section 139 of the NSW Heritage Act 1977 which
applies generally to all land in New South Wales. Under Section 41(1) of the NSW Heritage Act 1977
and the Heritage Amendment Act 2009 (No. 34) a ‘relic’ is defined as:

Any deposit artefact, object or material evidence that:

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

(b) Is of State orlocal significance.

Section 146 of the NSW Heritage Act requires that the accidental discovery of relics should be
reported in writing to the Heritage Council of NSW. Depending on the nature of the discovery ,
additional assessment and possibly an excavatfion permit may be required prior to the
recommencement of excavation in the affected area. Alternatively, an applicable gazetted
‘exception’ might apply.

If the Heritage Council believes that a heritage item or place needs to be conserved, it can make
a recommendation to the Minister, who decides whether to place protection on that item. There
are two types of protection available: interim heritage orders and listing on the State Heritage
Register. These forms of protection are 'binding directions', which means that the heritage item that
is profected in one of these ways cannot be demolished, redeveloped or altered without
permission from the Heritage Council.

The Heritage Act 1977 does not apply to Aboriginal “relics” (any deposit, object or material
evidence). These items are protected under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974; however,
some aspects of Aboriginal cultural heritage management and protection are covered by
provisions of the Heritage Act 1977.

A search of the State Heritage Register for Austral was undertaken as part of preparing this
assessment (refer to Appendix |). No items listed on the State Heritage Register were identified
within or abutting the Subject Area.

A search of the State Heritage Inventory for Austral was undertaken as part of preparing this
assessment (refer to Appendix ll). No items listed on the State Heritage Inventory were identified
within or abutting the Subject Area.

As mentioned previously the Subject Area is within the North Leppington Precinct of the South West
Growth Centre. As a result, the State Environmental Planning Policy (Sydney Region Growth
Cenftres) 2006 is the applicable planning control rather than the Liverpool Local Environmental Plan
(LLEP) 2008. Appendix 8 of the SEPP has specific effect upon the Liverpool Growth Centres, within
which the Subject Area falls.

Heritage items are protected under Clause 5.10 and Schedule 5 of Appendix 8 Liverpool Growth
Cenftres Precinct Plan. Clause 5.10 (1) outlines the objectives of the clause, including:

(d) to conserve Aboriginal objects and Aboriginal places of heritage significance.

The clause states that development consent is for the following activities:



a) Demolishing or moving a heritage item, Aboriginal Object, or building within a conservation
areq;

b) Altering a heritage item that is a building;

c) Disturbing or excavating an archaeological site;

d) Disturbing or excavating an Aboriginal place of heritage significance;

e) Erecting a building on land on which an Aboriginal object is located, or that is within an
Aboriginal place of significance;

f)  Subdividing land on land on which an Aboriginal object is located, or that is within an
Aboriginal place of significance.

Clause 5.10 (8) of Appendix 8 Liverpool Growth Centres Precinct Plan specifically applies to
Aboriginal Places of Heritage Significance, and outlines the level of assessment and notification
which needs to be undertaken for development affecting Aboriginal places, prior to granting
development consents.

Schedule 5 — Environmental Heritage lists places of heritage significance registered on the local
listing. These items are primarily European and post-contact sites, however occasionally Aboriginal
places are listed af the local level.

A search of the Schedule 5 for Austral was undertaken as part of preparing this assessment (refer to
Appendix I). Table 2 lists Local Heritage Items located in proximity to the Subject Area.

Austral Town
Cenfre - Cl Local
Conservation Area

80m east of the
Subject Area

H J Starr Progress 264 Edmondson Avenue (Lot A, DP 3 Local 80m east of the
Hall 340916) Subject Area

lan's Hardware and 256 Edmondson Avenue (Lot E, DP 7 Local 80m east of the
House 385534) Subject Area

Table 2: Local Heritage Items in proximity to the Subject Area

As previously mentioned the Subject Area is within the Liverpool Growth Centres, as a result the
relevant Development Confrol Plan (DCP) is the Liverpool Growth Centre Precincts Development
Control Plan (2016).

This DCP also includes an additional Schedule that relates specifically to the Ausfral & Leppington
North Precincts, whilst our Subject Area is within the Austral Precinct; it is not located within any of
the Development Centres considered within Schedule 1 and therefore the generic provisions if the
Liverpool Growth Centre Precincts Development Confrol Plan applies. Clause 2.3.4 is the relevant
clause dealing with matters relating to Aboriginal and European Heritage.

The Objectives and Controls that relate to Aboriginal Heritage are presented below:
Objectives
a. To manage Aboriginal heritage values to ensure enduring conservation outcomes.
Controls

1. Development applications must identify any areas of Aboriginal heritage value that are
within or adjoining the area of the proposed development, including any areas within



the development site that are to be retained and protected (and identify the
management protocols for these).

2. Developments or other activities that will impact on Aboriginal heritage may require
consent from the Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH) under the National Parks
and Wildlife Act 1974 and consultation with the relevant Aboriginal communities.

3. Any development application that is within or adjacent to land that contains a known
Aboriginal cultural heritage site, as indicated on the Aboriginal cultural heritage sites
figure, in the relevant Precinct Schedule, must consider and comply with the
requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974.

4. Where the necessary consents under the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974 have
been obtained, the development application must demonstrate that the development
will be undertaken in accordance with any requirements of that consent.

The National Trust of Australia (NSW) is a community-based organisation with independently
constituted Trusts in each state and territory. The NSW National Trust compiles a heritage list primarily
of historic places, but they also include some Aboriginal and natural places. Listing helps to provide
recognifion, and promote public appreciation and concern for local heritage.

The National Trust Register has no legal foundation or statutory power, but is recognised as an
authoritative statement on the significance to the community of particular items, and is held in high
esteem by the public.

A search of the Register of the Natfional Estate was undertaken as part of preparing this assessment.
The Register of the National Estate (RNE) was closed in 2007 and is no longer a statutory list.

The RNE is maintained on a non-statutory basis as a publicly available archive and educational
resource.

I[tems entered in the RNE prior fo its closure in 2007 are identified as “registered”. The existence of an
entry for a place in the RNE does not in itself create a requirement to protect the place under
Commonwealth law. Nevertheless, information in the register may continue to be current and may
be relevant to statutory decisions about protection.

No items were identified as being located in or abutting the Subject Area (refer to Appendix Ill).



The Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH) recognises and values Aboriginal cultural heritage.
Evidence of Aboriginal occupation is present as objects throughout the NSW landscape, and
cultural heritage is present in the memories, stories and relations Aboriginal people have with their
fradifional land or Counftry. Aboriginal cultural heritage is an essential part of Aboriginal people’s
cultural identity, connection and sense of belonging to Country. OEH recognises that Aboriginal
people who hold cultural knowledge should be provided an opportunity to inform OEH of the
cultural significance of objects or places, and have an input info the management of their cultural
heritage. To this end, they produced the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements
for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010b).

In recognising the rights and interests of Aboriginal people in their cultural heritage OEH
acknowledges that Aboriginal people:

*  Are the primary source of information about the value of their heritage and how this can be
protected and conserved;

*  Must have an active role in any Aboriginal cultural heritage planning process;

*  Must have early input info the assessment of cultural significance of their heritage and its
management so that they can continue to fulfil their obligations towards their heritage;
and,

*  Must control the way in which cultural knowledge and other information relating specifically
to their heritage is used, as this may be an infegral aspect of its heritage value (DECCW
2010b:2).

OEH sefs out a process for identifying Aboriginal parties who may have information on the cultural
significance of objects or places, and providing Aboriginal people with opportunities to comment
on the methods used fo identify and assess objects or places, and opportunities to confribute to
the development of management options and recommendations (DECCW 2010b:7).

The process must be followed if an application is made to OEH under Part 6 of the National Parks
and Wildlife Act, 1974 as amended. Consultation for the current study was carried out in
accordance with the specified requirements (DECCW 2010b).

KAS undertook consultation with the identified Aboriginal stakeholders known to hold cultural
knowledge relating to the Subject Area and who were generally accepted within the Aboriginal
community as being the holder of a right to speak for the country in which the Subject Area is
located. The purpose of this community consultation was to understand the cultural values of the
Subject Area and to understand the community’s views and concerns about the proposed
development.

The objectives of Aboriginal community consultation were to:

*  Give Aboriginal people an opportunity to comment on the design of the field methods for
identifying Aboriginal objects or places within the Subject Area;

*  Obtain information about the cultural significance and values of any Aboriginal objects or
places within the Subject Areq;

*  Give Aboriginal people an opportunity to contribute to the development of cultural
heritage management options and recommendations; and,

*  Give Aboriginal people an opportunity to comment on any draft report.



KAS had worked extensively within the Liverpool City Council LGA and were familiar with the
Aboriginal community stakeholders that were typically involved in projects to determine the
significance of Aboriginal cultural objects and landscapes.

The Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010b)
provides guidance about the appropriate manner in which consultation with the Aboriginal
community should be undertaken. There are 4 Stages to the consultation process established by
the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010b).
Each Stage is discussed separately in the following Sectfion. A log of all consultation with the
Registered Aboriginal Parties in included as Appendix V.

As there was not an approved determination of native fitle in relation to the Subject Areq, the
identification of RAPs was carried out in accordance with the specifications of Section 4.1.2 of the
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010b). KAS
made enquiries with the following (see Appendix VI):

*  Office of Environment and Heritage;

* Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council;

* The Registrar, Aboriginal Land rights Act 1983, for a list of Aboriginal owners;

* The National Native Title Tribunal for a list of registered native title claimants, native ftitle
holders and registered Indigenous Land Use Agreements;

* Native Title Services Corporation Limited (NTSCORP Limited);

*  Liverpool City Council; and,

* Greatfer Sydney Local Land Services (previously Hawkesbury-Nepean Catchment
Management Authority).

Correspondence from these organisations is included in Appendix VIl fo Appendix XI.

The groups and individuals that were identified by the various organisations as having a potential
interest in the cultural heritage of the Subject Area as a result of these enquires are listed in
Appendix XII.

In accordance with Section 4.1.3 of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for
Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010b) KAS placed an advertisement in the Liverpool City Champion on
21st March 2018 (refer to Figure 4). In addition to the advertisement, KAS wrote to the organisations
and individuals outlined in Appendix Xl on the 23rd April 2018.
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Aboriginal Stakeholder Consultation
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua
Catholic School, Austral

Public Notce and Regsstration of Interest
Natonal Parks and Widlfe Act, 1974 and
Eg;rgonmemal Planning and Assessment Act
1 .

The Cathokc Archdiocese of Sydney proposes
to redevelop an approximately 11 ha parcel of
land (Lots 1&2 DP1232692, and Lots 810-812
and 839-842 DP2475) between Tenth and
Eleventh Awenues, located east of Fourth
Avenue, Austral

The Proposal is being assessed as a State
Signiticant  Development under the
Environmental Planning and Assessment
Regulation 2000.

In accordance with the NSW Ofice of

Environment and Heritage Aboriginal Cultural

Heritage Consultaton  Requirements  lor

Proponents 2010, Part 6 of the National Parks

and Wildlife Act 1974, we are seeking to identify

Aboriginal groups and/or people who may have

an interest and cultural knowlkedge relevant to

determining cultural significance of any

Aboriginal objects and/or places within the

projact area.

The consultation process & to assist in the

cultural hentage assessment that will be utilised

to assessment the progcts potential impacts

upon Aboriginal cultural heritage.

To register your interest, please contact:

The Project Manager

c/-Kayandel Archaeological Services

PO Box 440,

Picton, NSW 2571

Ph- (02) 4627 8622, Fax: 02) 4605 0815,

info@kayandel com au

or

Elizabeth D'Ober

Senior Project Manager

Pepper

Level 28 Chifley Tower, 2 Chifley Square

Sydney NSW, Australa

gﬂb?sclosmg date for registrations is 4th Apnd
Registrations received after thes date may not

be included in the consultation process.

Figure 4: Public Advert
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Registered Aboriginal Party Representative

Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council Therese Malone
Darug Land Observations Pty Ltd Anna O'Hara
Barraby Cultural Services Lee Field
Yurrandaali Cultural Services Bo Field
Kamilaroi-Yankuntjatiara Working Group Phil Khan
Didge Ngunawal Clan Paul Boyd
Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation Corina Marino
Cubbitch Barta Native Title Claimants Aboriginal Corporation Glenda Chalker
Gulaga Wendy Smith
Biamanga Seli Storer
Callendulla Corey Smith
Murramarang Roxanne Smith
Goobah Basil Smith
THOORGA NURA John Carriage
- Des Dyer
Darug Custodian Aboriginal Corporation Justine Coplin
Liverpool City Council's Aboriginal Consultative Committee Norma Burrows
Wailwan Aboriginal Digging Group Philip Boney
Butucarbin Aboriginal Corporation Jennifer Beale

(Shading indicates groups who registered after the closing date)

Table 3: RAPs af the completion of the registration period

3.1.2 Stage 2 - Presentation of Information about the Proposed Project

In fulfilment of Section 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 of Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for
Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010b:12), KAS produced a Stage 2/Stage 3 Document that was
provided to all RAPs (see Table 3), outlining the project details, the previous Aboriginal heritage
assessments undertaken, the proposed field survey methodology, the proposed test excavation
methodology if archaeologically sensitive landforms are identified during the field survey, and the
project fime line (refer to Appendix XV).

A copy of the combined Stage 2/Stage 3 Document is included in Appendix XV. Responses to
these letters are included in Appendix XVI.

3.1.3 Stage 3 - Gathering Information about Cultural Significance

In fulfiment of the Stage 3 requirements of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation
Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW, 2010b), KAS provided the RAPs with a combined Stage
2/Stage 3 Document, which outlined the project details, proposed field survey methodology, and
the proposed test excavation methodology if archaeologically sensitive landforms (see Appendix
XV).

Comments received from the RAPs in response to this document are provided in Appendix XVI.

3.1.4 Stage 4 - Review of Draft Cultural Heritage Assessment Report
KAS undertook a consultation process as outlined in Section 3.1 above.

RAP submission comments relating to the draft CHAR for the investigation can be found in Table 4
and Appendix XVII.



GLALC
(Received
27/06/2018)

GLALC
(Received
11/07/2018)

Gulaga
(Received
11/7/2018)

DCAC
Received
(16/7/2018)

Murramarang

(Received
17/7/2018)

Goobah
(Received

Kayandel Archaeological Heritage Services to
provide GLALC a copy of the final Due Diligence
Archaeological cultural heritage report for GLAC

record keeping.

If the proposed study area changes please
contact the GLALC for further consultation

Ensure proponent has an Unexpected Finds
Procedure during construction activities.

Would of liked to see GLALCs survey report
included (I know there is a space allotted for it)
however to see it gives me more certainty that
the GLALCS comments and recommendations
have been captured and documented in this
report

| noticed that the report alludes to the process of
stop work etc if Aboriginal heritage is found

during construction however for any Aboriginal

objects or places including skeletal remains that
may be unearthed during construction the
proponents must have an Unexpected Finds

Procedure and | could not see this mentioned in

the report.

Gulaga support the draft ACHA report for the
above project

We wish fo be keptinformed of any further
developments

We would like to add that our sites are a
complex and not all separate sites and
recommend that the connections are
intferpreted throughout the project. Information
gathered during these projects is of high
significance, once our sites are gone there is no
other evidence of the sites or connections.

Within this document the amount of groups for
consultation is high with many groups not from
this area, we do not support personal profit
groups and also do not support any input that
they have into the recommendations.

Apart from the amount of people consulted we
support the summery report

Supports the Draft ACHA

Wish to be keptinformed of any further
developments

Supports the Draft ACHA
Wish to be keptinformed of any further

As noted in Point 8 of Section 11.2
(Recommendations a final copy of the ACHAR
will be provided to all RAPs idenfified in Table 3.

KAS will keep all RAPs informed of any changes
to the proposed layout as shown in Figure 3 or
any changes to the proposed works described in
Section 1.3.

An Unexpected Finds Procedure/Provision of
Unexpected Finds will be included in the
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management Plan
as recommended in Point 4 of Section 11.2
(Recommendations) of this report.

KAS has included your comments in Table 4 and
Appendix XVII of this report.

As noted in Point 4 of Section 11.2
(Recommendations)

“Prior to the commencement of any ground
disturbance works authorised by the SSD, an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management Plan
(ACHMP) should be developed by a qualified
and experienced practitioner in Aboriginal
cultural heritage in consultation with the
Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs); this should
include a provision for unexpected finds, and
methodologies for further investigation and
reporting where required”

KAS will keep all RAPs informed of any changes
and/or progression with the project

KAS acknowledges the range of identified
Aboriginal sites that surround the Subject Area,
and that if Aboriginal objects were recorded
during the survey that they would have high
cultural significance fo the Aboriginal
community.

KAS acknowledges that there is some concern
that some Aboriginal organisations and
individuals do not hold cultural knowledge of the
Western Sydney area. KAS has previous sought
advice from OEH in regards to similar situations
and have been referred o Section 5.2 of the
Consultation Requirements (DECCW, 2010b)
where it states;

It is only Aboriginal people who can determine
who is accepted by their community as being
authorised to speak for Country and its
associated cultural heritage. Where there is a
dispute about who speaks for Country, it is
appropriate for Aboriginal people, not DECCW
or the proponent, to resolve this dispute in a
timely manner to enable effective consultation
to proceed.

KAS will keep all RAPs informed of any changes
and/or progression with the project

KAS will keep all RAPs informed of any changes



17/7/2018)

Cullendulla
(Received
17/7/2018)

Biamanga
(Received
17/7/2018)
DTAC
Received
(18/7/2018)
DALC
(Received
22/7/2018)

DLO
(Received 3/8/2018)

developments
Supports the Draft ACHA
Wish to be keptinformed of any further
developments
Supports the Draft ACHA

Wish to be keptinformed of any further
developments

We agree with the methodology and support
your recommendations for the project.

The Darug Aboriginal Land care agree with your
recommendations and Methodology in your
report.

Supports the methodology for the proposed
redevelopment

Furthermore, we would be involved in the
monitoring of the topsoil removal, and/or other
forms of works to be carried out on the site.

and/or progression with the project

KAS will keep all RAPs informed of any changes
and/or progression with the project

KAS will keep all RAPs informed of any changes
and/or progression with the project

The Proponent will use its discretion in
determining the RAPs that are offered the
opportunity to provide services via a separate

confractual arrangement as identified in Section

3.4 of the DECCW (2010b).

Table 4: RAP Comments and Response relating to ACHAR



The assessment reported here involved Aboriginal community consultation, background research,
the completion of the field survey. A breakdown of the various tasks that have been undertaken to
achieve the objectives of this assessment is provided below. The process for Aboriginal community
consultation is set out in Section 3 above.

Prior to the fieldwork, the following tasks were undertaken:

* A search of the AHIMS maintained by OEH was obtained to determine whether any sites or
areas of sensitivity had previously been recorded within or near the Subject Area. This
search also assisted with the development of a local site distribution model;

*  Asearch of the AHIMS report catalogue was conducted to identify previous archaeological
studies that had been carried out in and near the subject area. The reports identified were
able to provide information on the local archaeological context and assisted with the
development of predictions for site location within the Subject Area;

* Published archaeological texts and grey literature regarding the Austral area were
consulted to assist with the development of regional and local archaeological contexts for
the Subject Areq;

* KAS library was searched and an internet search was carried out to identify any Aboriginal
history, ethnography, environmental and climate information relevant to the Subject Areq;

* A predictive model for the Subject Area was prepared; and,

* The topographic map and air photos were examined o plan the field survey. It was
infended that pedestrian survey (transects) would target areas of exposure which could
have improved ground surface visibility (GSV), as well as areas which appeared less
disturbed and had potential for infact Aboriginal sites.

The field survey was undertaken on 8th June 2018, to record the characteristics of the Subject Area
(including identfification of landforms), any physical evidence of Aboriginal land use and any
information that could inform predictions about Aboriginal objects within the Subject Area.

The survey team consisted of Natalie Stiles (Kayandel) along with GLALC (Barry Gunther), and
Kamilaroi-Yankuntjatjara Working Group (Phil Boney).

The Subject Area was divided into nine (?) survey units that utilised the property boundaries to
establish their limits. The survey units were assessed using pedestrian survey (fransects) which was
undertaken in accordance with the specification for archaeological survey contained within Burke
and Smith (2004).

The following tasks were carried out during the field survey:

* Landform units were inspected for any potential of archaeological sensitivity across the
Subject Areq;

*  Ground surface exposures were inspected for archaeological material; and,

* Large mature trees were inspected for signs of cultural modification.

The survey team walked fransects targeting exposures and mature frees for inspection. Visibility
variables were recorded for all fransects within the Subject Area.
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Ground disturbance of varying levels were observed across the full extent of the Subject Area. This
disturbance was mapped to assist with an assessment of archaeological potential (see Figure 8).

Details and results of the site inspection are outlined in Section 7.1.



The natural environment of an area influences not only the availability of local resources such as
food and raw materials for artefacts but also determines the likely presence and/or absence of
various archaeological site types that may be encountered during a field investigation. Landforms,
soil types, and soil depths in combination with the underlying geology have implications for
subsurface archaeological deposits in a study such as this.

Resource distribution and availability (such as the presence of drinking water, plant and animal
foods, raw materials of stone, wood and vegetable fibre used for fool production and
maintenance) is strongly influenced by the nature of soils, the composition of vegetation cover and
the climatic characteristics of a given region.

The location of different site-types (such as open campsites, culturally modified trees, rock-shelters,
middens, grinding grooves, engravings efc.) are strongly influenced by factors such as these along
with a range of other associated features which are specific to different land systems and bedrock

geology.

The environmental background is important in order to give a context to the archaeological
record. With respect to Aboriginal archaeology, land formation processes may impact upon the
type and frequency of archaeological remains encountered. Past climatic conditions may also
impact upon the locatfion and types of resources available, which in turn would impact upon
seftlement and mobility patterns of past Aboriginal groups in the area.

OEH requires a review of the landscape context to assist in the determination or prediction of the
potential of a landscape to have accumulated or preserved objects, the ways Aboriginal people
may have used the landscape in the past, and the likely distribution of the material traces of
Aboriginal land use (DECCW 2010c:8).

Detailing the environmental context of a study region is an infegral procedure for modelling
potential past Aboriginal land-use practices and/or predicting site distribution patterns within any
given landscape. The information that is outlined below is considered perfinent to the assessment
of site potential and site visibility within the specific contexts of the current study.

The Subject Area lies within the Liverpool Region (BOM 2018a). The climate is a mostly cool
temperate.

According to the recordings of the Automatic Weather Stafion (AWS) at the nearby Prospect
Reservoir (Station Number 067019), annual mean maximum temperatures have ranged between
16.9°C-28.5°C over the past 130 years, with the highest recorded temperature of 45.1°C in January
2013 and the lowest of 7.8°C in July 1968 (BOM 2018q).

Rainfall data has from the same Prospect Reservoir Weather Station shows that although there is
Rainfall all year round, there seems to be a slight summer-autumn dominance for an annual
average of 875.2mm. Lowest recorded rainfall is 0.00mm for August 1995 and a maximum of
556mm recorded in May 1889 (BOM 2018b). Overall, the climatic conditions in the Subject Area
can be characterised as very mild and would have been suitable for year-round hunter-gatherer
occupation of all parts of the Subject Area.



Geological information can contribute to archaeological studies by providing information on the
nature of rock resources, as well as informing soils and landforms.

Austral is located in the eastern portion of the Sydney Basin Bioregion. The larger scale geology of
the Sydney Basin Bioregion is characterised by marine deposition events from the Carboniferous to
the early Permian. Numerous coal deposits accumulated before large river systems covered the
region in quartz sandstone, known as the Hawkesbury sandstone. The Hawkesbury sandstone,
which forms the bedrock for all of the Sydney Basin, dates to the mid Triassic. This bedrock of
sandsfone is then capped by a thin layer of shale (Bannerman and Hazelton, 1990; OEH, 2012).

The geology of the Subject Area is characterised by the Triassic Wianamatta Liverpool Sub-Group
including Bringelly Shale over Minchinbury Sandstone and Ashfield Shale and consists of shale and
some sandstone beds and outcrops (Stroud et al. 1985) (see Figure 5).

Murphy (2000:9) suggested that most Australian soils might be of great antiquity. The Last Glacial
Maximum, a very cold phase between 30,000-21,000 BP, may have rejuvenated extensive soil
erosion and deposition in the eastern highlands and many of today’s soils in this region may date
from that time (McGowan and Moss 2008; Hope 2005). Climate change between 1,500 and 4,000
years ago and may have led to a new series of small but significant alluvial deposits on the
landscape and a new round of soil formation (Murphy 2000:9). The anfiquity of soils and details of
soil development are relevant to the survival of Aboriginal archaeological materials.

In general, soils consist of A, B and C horizons. The A and B horizon soils are layers that have been
modified by weathering and soil development, and the C horizon is weathering parent material.
The Al horizon is usually referred to as top soil and includes an accumulation of organic matter, is
darker in colour and has more biological activity than other horizons. The A2 horizon is usually paler
in colour than the A1 and B horizons with less organic matter. [t is often the zone of maximum
leaching, clay franslocation and weathering. When those processes are parficularly strong, the
horizon is white or grey and may be referred to as bleached. The underlying B horizon is usually
more clayey, denser, and stronger in colour (Murphy and Murphy 2000:71-73). In open landscape
settings (open sites), Aboriginal artefacts are most commonly found in A-horizon soils, and
especially the A2 horizon.

A review of the 1:100,000 Soil Landscape Sheets for Penrith indicates that the Subject Area lies
within the Blacktown (bt) soil landscape (Bannerman and Hazelton, 1990) (see Figure 6).

The Blacktown soil is a residual soil landscape which is characterised by gently undulating rises on
Wianamatta Group shales, with slopes usually >5%. The soils are often shallow to moderately deep
(>100cm) with red and brown podzolic soils on crests grading to yellow podzolic soils on lower
slopes and in drainage lines. Soils have seasonal waterlogging, localised water erosion, localised
surface movement potential, and low fertility (Bannerman and Hazelton, 1990).
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The topography within the Subject Area is predominately determined by the underlying geological
formation.

The Sydney Basin Bioregion consists of a geological basin filled with near horizontal sandstones and
shales of Permian to Triassic age that overlie older basement rocks of the Lachlan Fold Belt. The
sedimentary rocks have been subject to uplift with gentle folding and minor faulting during the
formation of the Great Dividing Range. Erosion by coastal streams has created a landscape of
deep cliffed gorges and remnant plateaus (OEH, 2012).

The Subject Area is within the upper catchment area of the Hawkesbury River system. Surface
runoff and groundwater in the area generally flows to the southwest into Bonds Creeks that follows
info Kemps Creek, which flows to South Wianamatta Creek (approximately 7km away), and
eventually flowing into the Hawkesbury River (10-15km away) (refer to Figure 7).

The Subject Area is located between Bonds Creek, a 4th order stream, and an unnamed 2nd order
tributary, both of which flow northwest info Kemps Creek.

The Subject Area gently slopes southwest towards Bonds Creek (refer to Figure 7).

Based on the background information provided from various sources, it is possible to speculate
what resources would have been available for pre-contact and contact Aboriginal exploitation.

Vegetation communities across the Subject Area would have supported a range of faundal
resources that would have been historically utilised by Aboriginal peoples. Terrestrial and avian
resources were not only used for food, but also provided a significant conftribution to the social and
ceremonial aspects of Aboriginal life through their use as ritual implements or even simply through
fashioning as personal adornments.

Aboriginal archaeological potential is fied to environmental factors such as topography, geology
and soils but is strongly affected by disturbance levels. The retention of Aboriginal archaeological
potential within the Subject Area will depend on the depth and nature of this disturbance (refer to
Section 5.6).

Over the course of European occupation within Austral, the original vegetation and other natural
features of the Subject Area and the surrounding area have been removed or modified. Prior to
European land clearance the wider Austral area would have supported a wide range of
vegetation communifies related to the varied underlying geology, topography and soils (NSW
National Parks and Wildlife Services (NPWS) 2002). The diverse flora and fauna of these communities
would have provided valuable resources to the local Aboriginal people.

Based on a review of the probably state of Australia’s vegetation around 1788 when European
settlement began (Geoscience Australia, 2003), it has been identified that the vegetation within
the Subject Area was likely to be low foliage density, medium sized (10-30m tall) Eucalyptus (no
specific species provided by Geoscience Australia), and Tussocky or tufted grass understorey.

The Subject Area shows no evidence of containing raw materials suitable for artefact manufacture.
The other stone raw materials, such as silcrete, chert, mudstone, quartz, suitable for artefact
manufacture would have been produced from areas on the Cumberland Lowlands (Smith 1989a,
1989b).



As water is a determining feature for the location of camp sites, it can be predicted that the main
campsites, and thus areas where the maijority of artefactual material would have been discarded,
would be in the proximity of the major (permanent) watercourses (i.e. Kemps Creek). Although the
unnamed 2nd order stream (to the northeast of the Subject Area) is unlikely to have provided
permanent water, it would have been a seasonal water source for Aboriginal people. Based on
previous archaeological investigations (refer to Table 7) and previous predictive models (Section
6.6) artefact scatters are most commonly identified in close proximity of permanent water sources
(within 100m) in areas such as creek and river banks and alluvial flats.

The Subject Area is located approximately 200m northwest of Bonds Creek and 200m southwest of
a 2nd order tributary, both of which flow northwest infto Kemps Creek (refer to Figure 13). There is
therefore, a low likelihood that Aboriginal sites may be present within the Subject Area.

Land use across the Subject Area has been a mixture of market garden and grazing practices,
these changes have occurred since European occupation began in the early-mid 19th Cenftury;
the majority of the broader changes/impacts observed have occurred primarily as a consequence
of European land management strategies.

The disturbances identified during the field survey include:

* An existing residence on site was converted to an administration and staff building for the
primary school, and two buildings have been constructed;

* A water freatment system has been installed as part of the development works associated
with the primary school (refer to Plate 1);

*  Emplacement of fill across the majority of 135 Tenth Avenue (Lot 840 DP2475) in order to
raise the ground level to be consistent with the properties either side, as advised by the
current landowners;

* Farming practices, such as inifial vegetation clearance for creation of paddocks, fencing
and stock grazing;

* Disturbance resulting from the construction of buildings (residentfial and commercial),
animal enclosures, and dams; and,

* Revegetation of portions of the Subject Area (refer to Plate 2).

The maijority of the properties within the Subject Area have residential buildings present (see Figure
8), which resulted in the removal and/or displacement of topsoil, infroducing fill material. The
constfruction of residential would have resulted in varying levels of ground disturbance within the
immediate vicinity of the structure.

During the field survey, the landowners for 135 Tenth Avenue (Lot 840 DP2475) advised that during
the construction of the current residential dwelling, the ground level for the majority of the property
was raised. The prior ground level had been lower then compared with the ground levels in the
adjacent properties; this was supported by the difference in ground levels behind the original
dwelling on the property (which is currently being used for storage) (refer to Plate 3 and Plate 4).

The construction of residential areas and previous land use activities are likely to have affected the
integrity of any the archaeological resource, particularly the likelihood of intact in situ
archaeological deposits if they were present.
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Plate 1: General view looking east towards o the Plate 2: General view looking north west in 170
water freatment system Eleventh Avenue

Plate 3: Ground level behind the original dwelling on Plate 4: View southwest towards the original dwelling
135 Tenth Avenue on 135 Tenth Avenue
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The original inhabitants of this area are most commonly believed to be from the Darug language
group — also known as Dharug, Dhar’'-rook, Dharrook, Dhar'rook, Dharruk, Dharook, Daruk, Dharuk,
and Dharuck18 (for consistency, all references in this report will be to Darug). Whilst there is much
information available regarding the coastal Aboriginal people of Sydney, much less information is
available for the Aboriginal people of the Cumberland Plain.

Early historical observations described the Cumberland Plain as a mosaic of Aboriginal groups
associated with particular areas of land. These groups were described as ‘tribes’ in many historical
observations, when in fact they were more likely small territorial clans or local clans consisting of
extended family groups, forming larger land-using bands linked through marriage and communal
parficipation in subsistence gathering activities (Attenbrow 2002:22, Brook and Kohen 1991:2). The
British noted a difference between the dialects of the Aboriginal people along the coast
compared with those further inland on the Cumberland Plain. Captain Tench observed when two
Aboriginal men from the coast conversed with an Aboriginal man further inland "“they conversed
on a par and understood each other perfectly, yet they spoke different dialects of the same
language; many of the most common and necessary words used in life bearing no similitude, and
others being slightly different” (Tench 1793:122).

The arrival of European settlers caused maijor social and economic upheaval for the Aboriginal
people living on the Cumberland Plain. Contact with Europeans infroduced diseases, such as
smallpox, that drastically altered the size and structure of the Aboriginal population, whilst the
expansion of setflements and establishment of farmland subsumed the fraditional areas used to
meet subsistence needs (Aftenbrow 2002).

Some of the earliest British interest in the vicinity of the study area revolved around a herd of
runaway caftle that escaped from the colony in July 1788. The caftle were exiremely valuable to
the fledgling colony, and after numerous attempts to locate them they were finally tracked down
in 1795 to an area south of the Nepean (Liston 1988: 4). It was evident that in the seven years the
cattle were missing from the colony, the local Aboriginal inhabitants of the Nepean area had
come into contact with the caftle numerous times. There was a reported sighting of the cattle with
Aborigines in 1790, and large paintings of cattle in a rock shelter site near Campbelltown, called
‘Bull Cave’ (Liston 1988: 3-4).

The search for the cattle revealed to the colony administration the quality of grazing land in the
area, and the area became known as ‘The Cow Pastures’ (Liston 1988: 5). The first land grant in the
area was in 1805 to Lieutenant John Macarthur, who was given a grant of 5,000 acres to breed
sheep and export wool to England. The grant in an area bordering the Nepean River at what is
now called ‘Camden Park’. The next land grants in the area were four years later in 1809 when 34
land grants were issued in the vicinity of Georges River at Minto.

There were numerous interactions between the local Aboriginal population and the first European
farmers in the region, with tension increasing during periods of drought, when conflict arose
because fraditional hunting and gathering areas were subsumed by the expansion of farmland.
Many officials, including Governor Macquarie, often recognised that these issues were started by
the sefttlers, but with the colony on a tentative footing, especially during periods of drought, he was
more inclined to protect the interests of the farmers.



Violence escalated between seftlers and the local Aboriginal people during a drought through the
years 1814-1816 (Brook and Kohen 1993). Each case of violence reported from farms dotted
around the Sydney region at Bringelly, Appin, along the Nepean and the Hawkesbury Rivers was
similar, in that the local Aboriginal people had gone to their tfraditional food gathering areas, and
when they found their usual resources gone, they used the resources that had replaced them,
namely crops such as corn, and animals including sheep and caftle. The settlers, seeing this as
theft, often shot the Aborigines. In retaliation, a number of settlers were also killed.

In response to the violence between the settlers and the local Aboriginal people across the Sydney
region, in April 1816 Governor Macquarie ordered a punitive expedition to capture or kill those
Aborigines involved in the skirmishes with seftlers (Brook and Kohen 1993: 23). Three groups of
soldiers were sent from Sydney to Cowpastures, the Airds and Appin district and to Parramatta,
Windsor, the Grose and the banks of the Nepean respectively (Brook and Kohen 1993: 23).

Following the punitive expeditions of 1816, the Dharawal stayed in the Cowpastures, south of the
Nepean River, where the country remained largely grazing land not as populated as the Minto
area north of the river (Liston 1988: 24). Friendly contact was maintained between the Dharawal
and a number of the local landholders, especially the Macarthurs. One of the landholders, Throsby
had even defended some of the Dharawal during the indiscriminate harassment of local
Aborigines that was particularly severe during the years 1814-1816. Throsby was ‘concerned that
the fears and aversions of the ignorant white people would lead to indiscriminate attacks against
innocent Aborigines’, which in turn ‘would provoke retaliation killings of isolated stockmen’ (Liston
1988: 21).

This documented contact between the Dharawal and local landholders provides evidence of
direct links between the Dharawal and the Minto area as well as continued fraditional activities in
the years following first seftlement. The Macarthur’'s documented corroborees taking place on their
property, and Liston (1988: 24) noted that there were also comoborees taking place at Denham
Court, bordering the southwestern boundary of the study area. Liston (1988: 24) also noted that ‘in
March 1818 James Meehan marked out some land on the Macarthur estate for Aborigines who
wanted to live there under the protection of the Macarthurs’.

The locations and details of Aboriginal sites are considered culturally sensitive information. It is
recommended that this information, including the AHIMS data and GIS imagery, is removed from
this ASR if it is fo enter the public domain.

A search of the AHIMS database was carried out 11th January 2018 using the Client Service ID
321678, with the coordinates set out in Table 6 below.

295563 6240567

299563 6244567

Table 5: AHIMS Database Search Criteria
(Zone 56 additional buffer 1Tkms)

The search area was a 4km by 4km square centred upon the Subject Area, with a Tkm buffer (see
Figure 9). The results of the AHIMS search are presented in Appendix V and Figure 9. A total of 79
Aboriginal sites have been registered within the search area.




It should be noted that the distribution of sites in the AHIMS database is a reflection of where site
surveys have been conducted (see Figure 11), where exposure and visibility conditions have
enabled the detection of sites, and where sites have survived modern land disturbance. The
distribution of sites from AHIMS may not be a true reflection of the existing Aboriginal sites in an
areaq.

Open Camp Site 44 56%
Isolated Find 13 16%
Potential Archaeological Deposit 11 14%
Open Camp Site with PAD 5 6%
Stone Arrangement 2 3%
Aboriginal Resource and Gathering 1 1%
Midden 1 1%
Open Camp Site with Aboriginal Resource and Gathering 1 1%
Open Camp Site with Burial 1 1%
Total 79 100%

Table 6: Site Types from AHIMS Search (Client Service ID 321678)

The AHIMS search indicates that 44 of the 79 sites within the search area are Open Camp Sites, and
another 13 of the sites are Isolated Finds (see Table 6). A further eleven (11) sites are classified as
Potential Archaeological Deposits (PADs). The results are indicative of the number of
archaeological assessments that have occurred within the local region, as well as the nature of the
landscape, containing open space consisting of large bodies of waters, crests, and slopes.

Archaeological investigations generally fall into three categories - large projects that have been
carried out within a research-orientated academic framework and broad management context;
archaeological surveys carried out by interested amateurs; and, archaeological investigations
which have been carried out within a commercial confracting framework and deal with specific
localities subject to development or redevelopment.

The spread of urban development across the Cumberland Plain, particularly over the last few
decades, has meant that archaeological investigations have intensified as a result for the need of
Environmental Impact Assessments. Most archaeological investigations conducted within the
Cumberland Plain have been restricted to small study areas, defined by individual developments,
and with limited project briefs. As a result, the understanding of Aboriginal utilisation and
occupation of the Cumberland Plain is constantly being revised and refined as archaeological
data becomes available for the area (AMHS, 2012; Navin Officer, 2007; AMBS, 2003).

Regional frends within the Cumberland Plain indicate that Aboriginal sites are likely to be located in
close proximity to permanent watercourses, on creek banks and alluvial flats, or on high ground,
and within range of food resources and the raw materials for fool making. However, some
exception to the regional model have been demonstrated in excavations at Mungerie Park and
Parklea Leisure Centre, where large artefact scatters were identified up to 200-250m from major
watercourses. McDonald suggested that this site distribution pattern may be due to surface visibility
and site formation processes, rather than a true depiction of the cultural distribution of artefacts
across the landscape (AHMS, 2012).



The radiocarbon date obtained from the RTA site in George Street, Parramatta indicates that the
Sydney region has been inhabited by Aboriginal people for at least 30,000 years, and possibly
longer (Jo McDonald CHM, 2007). Archaeological sites from the Blue Mountains and
Hawkesbury/Nepean River System have provided other evidence of early occupation within the
region. Stockton and Holland (1974) produced a radiocarbon date of ¢.22,000 years BP from a site
at Kings Tableland in the Blue Mountains. Excavation of the Greaves Creek rock shelter site of Walls
Cave near Medlow Bath has produced a date of ¢.12,000 years BP (ibid). At Shaws Creek KIl, a
rock shelter on the west bank of the Nepean north of Penrith, a date of ¢.13,000 years BP is
recorded (Kohen ef al. 1984).

The Austral area and surrounding region have been subject to a number of archaeological studies.
The maijority of archaeological studies in the Austral-Leppington region have been confined to the
freatment of specific study areas. The table below (Table 7) contains the details of Aboriginal
heritfage assessments that have been undertaken in the general vicinity of the Subject Area (see
Figure 11 and Table 7). A brief outline of each report is also provided below.

Navin Officer, 1993 Maxwells Creek Aboriginal Heritage Navin Officer undertook test
Assessment excavations on the banks and flats of
Maxwells Creek, near the intersection

of the M5/M7 and Camden Valley

Way in accordance with

recommendations made by Haglund

& Associates in 1992, Although no

artefacts were recovered in the 57 pifs

excavated by spade, it is estimated

that only 0.016% of the three testing

areas was excavated. Further, the

excavated soil was not completely

sieved in order to recover artefacts.
although the tfested areas were in
close proximity fo the reliable water of
Maxwells Creek, no large sites were
found; however, this result may have
been affected by the limited
excavation area and, limitations in the
excavation methodology.

Rich & McDonald, 1995 West Hoxton Salvage Excavation The excavatfion at WH3 was
undertaken via mechanical grader
scrapes. A fotal of 3,686 artefacts
were recovered. This was interpreted
as resulting from two silcrete knapping

floors.
Cenfral West Hoxton Park Supplementary Report No PAD areas were identified within
Archaeological & the survey area.
Heritage Services, 2002a Discussions held with Lance Syme

(GLALC) resulted in parties agreeing
that the high level of disturbance at
the Government Road location had
done much to reduce, if not tfotally
eliminate, the location’s archaeology.
Brayshaw & White (1999) came to
exactly the same conclusions for the
same reasons.
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Central West Hoxton Park Supplementary Report No PAD areas were identified within
Archaeological & the survey area.
Heritage Services, 2002b An Aboriginal site NPWS #45-5-2471,

isolate artefact, was found and
recorded by Brayshaw & White (1999)
on lllaroo Road. The artefact was
found on exposed ground in a
cleared grazing paddock alongside a
house.

An unsuccessful attempt was made to
reassess the artefact.

AMBS, 2003 Edmondson Park Aboriginal Heritage Fiffteen areas of archaeological
Management Plan interest were recorded by AMBS
(2003), numbered EPCS 1 through
EPCS 15, of which three contained
only non-artefactual silcrete material.
The remaining twelve sites consisted of
five isolated finds and seven artefact
scatters. AMBS (2003) also revisited
two previously recorded sites in the
areq, site MC-7, recorded originally by
Smith  (1989) and DD3, originally
recorded by Dallas (1999).

Navin Officer, 2007 Edmondson Park Archaeological Subsurface Navin Officer undertook test
Testing Program excavatfions on a rise overlooking
Cabramatta Creek. A fotal of 68 test
pifs, in areas of least disturbance,
were mechanically excavated
throughout the area, including site
EPCS5.

A low density of artefacts was
recovered, 33 in total from the 68 pits
(an average of 1.3 artefacts per
square metre that was excavated),
with the majority on a low slope near
the banks of a second order tributary
of Cabramatta Creek.

Austral Archaeology, Edmondson Park Archaeological Risk Undertook an archaeological risk
2009 Assessment assessment of 20 route opftions, as part
of a wastewater planning study of the
Edmondson Park area. The assessment
was desktop-based, with a limited site
inspection undertaken off Rynan
Avenue. No new sites were identified
during the inspection; however, it was
noted that ground surface visibility
was limited. Further, it was considered
that most areas close to creeks,
particularly those that are relatively
undisturbed, were likely to contain
Aboriginal archaeological deposits.

AMBS, 2010 Austral and Indigenous Heritage Aboriginal site was identified during
Leppington North Assessment Project the survey, and six new Aboriginal
Precinct heritage sites were recorded. Thirty-

four other sites that had been
previously recorded in the study area
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were not able to be located. Areas of
archaeological sensifivity were
identified along creek lines and ridges,
and in an area with the least
disturbance in the study area.

Kelleher Nightingale Edmondson Park Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Edmondson Park South, including the
Consulting Pty Ltd, 2010 Assessment Report Stage 1 Project Application area, has
been the subject of extensive and
broad strategic planning investigation
and environmental assessment as part
of the rezoning process. An Aboriginal
Heritage Management Plan  was
adopted for the area, which has
formed the basis for the development
of the Stage 1 Project Application and
CHAR.

Five Aboriginal heritage sites have
been identified within the Stage 1
Project Application area. The majority
of the Stage 1 Project Application
impacts on archaeological sites of low
significance. Two significant sites (DD3
and DD4) are impacted by the Stage
1 Project Application.

Mary Dallas Consulting Hoxton Park Aboriginal Archaeological The field survey did not result in the
Archaeologists (MDCA), Assessment And location of any previously unrecorded
2010 Management Plan Aboriginal archaeological material.

Specifically, no additional stone
artefacts were located and no ftrees
of sufficient age to bear scars of
potfenfial  Aboriginal origin  were
located (nor likely fo occur on the
basis of the historical data reviewed
above). One area of subsurface
archaeological potential, associated
with elevated ground above
Hinchinbrook Creek was defined as

HPAPADI.
AHMS, 2015a Leppingfon Aboriginal Heritage Impact The assessment found no Aboriginal
Assessment objects, sites, places or significant

historic remains within the study area.
European heritage remains recovered
consisting of ceramic and glass
fragments were not considered to
meet the required threshold for local
or state significant items due to their
age and being located in disturbed
contexts. The study area is considered
fo have low archaeological potential
and low significance.

Dominic Steele West Hoxton Aboriginal & Historical The FABH proposal will not impact
Consulting Archaeology Archaeological Assessment upon any identified  Aboriginal
(DSCA), 2015 archaeological sites or objects, and
the potential for undetected but
infact Aboriginal subsurface

archaeological items to occur within
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the property that may be affected by
future uses is assessed to be low, if is
therefore recommended that there
are no obvious Aboriginal
archaeological (scientific) constraints
to the proposal proceeding as
infended and that no further
Aboriginal archaeological heritage
input is warranted.

Mary Dallas Consulting Prestons Aboriginal Cultural Heritage The archaeological test excavations
Archaeologists (MDCA), Assessment Report took place across ftwo areas of
2015 assessed  Aboriginal archaeological

sensitivity within the subject land, and
involved the manual excavation of
137 test pifs along a series of transects
sampling the varied topography of
the areas of sensitivity. A total of 194
pieces of worked stone were retrieved
from 34 test pits.

KAS, 2016a Austral Due Diligence Assessment No Aboriginal sites were recorded on
AHIMS as being present within the
investigation area.

No previously unidentified Aboriginal
sites were idenfified during the survey.

KAS, 2016b Austral Due Diligence Assessment No Aboriginal sites were recorded on
AHIMS as being present within the
investigation area.

No previously unidentified Aboriginal
sites were identfified during the survey.

KAS, 2018 Hoxton Park Aboriginal Cultural Heritage A total of fourteen (14) artefacts were
Assessment and Test identified during the Phases 1 & 2 fest
Excavation Report excavation; seven (7) from Phase 1

and seven (7) from Phase 2.

The artefacts were recovered from six
(6) of the forty-two (42) test pits
excavated.

As a result of the test excavation four
(4) Aboriginal sites were identified
within the Subject Area: P-CP11, HP-
AS-001, HP-IF-001 and HP-IF-002. Due
fo the disturbed nature of the Subject
Area it is unclear whether the sites are
spatially related, and whether the
artefacts are indicative of occupation
or discard events.

Shading indicates those reports that have specifically considered the Subject Area in this report

Table 7: Cultural heritage investigations conducted in the Austral-Leppington region

6.5 Previous Assessment within the Subject Area

This section details a synthesis of the previous Aboriginal archaeological assessments that have
wholly and/or partially incorporated the current Subject Area.

The information presented in this section is limited by the Aboriginal archaeological assessments
that KAS has been able to source through AHIMS.



AMBS (2010)

Australian Museum Business Services (AMBS) (2010) was commissioned by NSW Department of
Planning and Infrastructure (DP&l), to prepare an Aboriginal (Indigenous) heritage assessment for
the Austral and Leppington North Precincts of the South West Growth Centres (SWGC).

Approximately 28% of the study area was surveyed; however, there was an extreme lack of visibility
owing to higher than average rainfall throughout the region in the months prior to survey. The
location of one previously recorded Aboriginal site was identified during the survey, and six new
Aboriginal heritage sites were recorded. Thirty-four other sites that had been previously recorded in
the study area were not able to be located. Areas of archaeological sensitivity were identified
along creek lines and ridges, and in an area with the least disturbance in the study area (refer to
Figure 13).

The results of the field survey and previous archaeological investigations informed an estimate of
potential Aboriginal archaeological sensitivity for landforms within the study area (refer to Figure
13). This estimate considered both the predictive model for Aboriginal heritage and the recorded
Aboriginal sites, and was intended to provide a guide for the precinct planning, archaeological
sensifivity is defined as areas in which sites are known to occur, or which have the potential to
contfain undetected buried Aboriginal archaeological deposits (AMBS, 2010).

AMBS (2010) notfes that areas of moderate and high archaeological sensifivity should be
incorporated info conservation zones where possible, particularly areas outside of Sydney Water's
proposed pipelines. Where this is not possible, detailed Aboriginal heritage impact assessment of
specific proposed development should be undertaken, and archaeological test excavations under
the Code of Practice (DECCW, 2010b) may be required, to determine the artefactual assemblages
that are present and the nature of Aboriginal activities in these areas.

As part of the investigation undertaken by AMBS, the northern half of the Subject Area (fronfing
Eleventh Avenue) was surveyed by AMBS (refer to Figure 12).

KAS (2016a)

KAS (2016a) was engaged by Munns Sly Moore Architects to undertake a Due Diligence
Assessment of 140 Eleventh Ave (Lots 811 and 812 DP2475), Austral in accordance with the Due
Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW,
2010a) as part of Development Application (DA No DA-465/2016).

A review of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS), maintained by the
Office of the Environment and Heritage (OEH), as part of the due diligence assessment identified
that no Aboriginal sites were present within the investigation area.

Within the Subject Area, the only areas of ground exposure were limited to areas where the ground
had already been disturbed as a result of previous works to the Administration Building/Enrolment
Suite and storage of demountable buildings in the eastern portion of the property, and discrete
exposures along the fence lines. The areas of exposure along the fence lines were approximately
30cm in width and had a visibility 20-30%. Over the balance of the site visibility was found to be
typically low (0-5%), due to the dense pasture.

No previously unidentified Aboriginal sites were identified during the survey.



KAS (2016b)

KAS (2016b) was engaged by Munns Sly Moore Architects to undertake a Due Diligence
Assessment of 140 to 170 Eleventh Ave (Lots 809-812 DP2475) and 145 to 165 Tenth Ave (Lots 841-843
DP2475), Austral in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of
Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW, 2010a) as part of Development Application (DA
No DA-465/2016).

A review of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS), maintained by the
Office of the Environment and Heritage (OEH), as part of the due diligence assessment idenfified
that no Aboriginal sites were present within the investigation area.

The only areas of ground exposure were limited to areas where the ground had already been
disturbed as a result of previous works to the Administration Building/Enrolment Suite and storage of
demountable buildings in the north-eastern portion of the property, and discrete exposures along
the fence lines and the edges of structures. The areas of exposure along the fence lines were
approximately 30cm in width and had a visibility 20-30%. Over the balance of the site visibility was
found to be typically low (0-5%), due fo the dense pasture.

No frees were identified within the investigation area that exhibited diagnostic attfributes of
culturally modified trees as defined by Long (2008); however, several frees within Lot 1 DP1232692
(formerly Lot 809 DP2475) exhibited diagnostic attributes of scars resulting from branch tear and
insect damage (Long 2008).

No previously unidentified Aboriginal sites were identified during the survey.

The Cumberland Plain region has been the subject of extensive survey and excavation work over
the past two decades, allowing for the development of a comprehensive predictive model.

A select number of recently produced comprehensive predictive models relevant and that share
similar significant featfures with the Subject Area are discussed below.

Haglund, L. (1980)

Based on the predictive model that was prepared by Haglund 1980, it was predicted that open
artefact scatters were more likely to occur near watercourses such as creeks and soaks and on
high ground near water.

Kohen, J. L. (1986)

It was also hypothesised by Kohen (1986) that availability to water sources was the most important
factor influencing the distribution of sites across the landscape.

Smith, L. (1989)

In support of these predictive models, Smith (1989) concluded 50 percent of all sites within the
Cumberland Plain will occur within 50 metfres of a water source, moreover sites will be more
frequent around permanent water sources and that sites may occur in relatively high frequencies
on or near stone resources.

Jo McDonald CHM (2001; 2005c)

A series of archaeological investigations associated with various stages of the Rouse Hill
Infrastructure Development were undertaken from 1993 to 2005 (JMcDCHM, 2001; 2005c).



The sites were located near Caddies, Seconds Pond, Smalls and Cattai Creeks. More than 1,800
square metres were excavated during the project, yielding almost 68,000 stone artefacts. The
landform types investigated included alluvial floodplain along high order creek lines, creek terraces
adjacent fo high order creek lines, a creek bank adjacent to a low order streamline and low
hillslopes adjacent to low order creek lines.

Some key findings were made regarding Aboriginal site patterning in relation to these landforms
and stream orders. They are:

S

The results fended to indicate that irespective of the landform types investigated, the
density of stone artefacts recovered was lowest along low order creek lines and higher
densities were associated with high order creek lines;

While lithic assemblages decreased in scale and repetition further away from water, the
composition of assemblages remained fairly consistent across the entire landscape;

Occupation density was likely to be more a result of the proximity to steady resource areas
such as higher order creek lines with access to fresh water and food, as opposed to
preference of certain landform types;

Sites on alluvial floodplains and creek terraces adjacent to higher order creek lines provided
evidence of a wide range of activities;

Occupation evidence on alluvial flood plains and creek terraces indicated the sites were
used for short-term residential occupation over an extensive period of fime, starfing possibly
as early as 92,000 BP;

Low hill slopes and creek banks adjacent to low order creek lines showed evidence for
casual to short term occupation; and,

Some straftification was evident on the creek banks indicating transient use of the landform
through time. Recent use (4,000BP to 1,000 BP) showed evidence of knapping activifies.

AMBS (2010)

b 3

S

Site frequency and density are directly related to the location of sites within the landscape;

Complex sites are usually locafed close fo permanent water sources, with major
confluences being a key requirement for occupation sites, and would have been used
intensively by larger groups, or used repeatedly by smaller groups over a longer period of
time;

Sites with large numbers of artefacts can occur on ridge tops and hill crests;
Sites situated in alluvial soils retain the potential for stratified deposits;

Potential Archaeological Deposits (PADs) are most likely to be located along valley floors
and low slopes in well-drained areas; and surface artefact distribution does not accurately
reflect the composition or density of subsurface archaeological deposits. Some areas with
few or no surface manifestations have often been shown to contain subsurface
archaeological deposits.

Artefact scatters are most commonly linked to the close proximity of permanent water
sources in areas such as creek and river banks and alluvial flats. The majority of these sites
are located within 100m of permanent fresh water;



*  Artefact assemblages generally comprise a small proportion of formal tool types with the
majority of assemblages dominated by unretouched flakes and debitage;

* High concentrations of artefacts are more likely to be located within resource rich areas;

*  Silcrete is the dominant raw material used for tool manufacture, followed by chert (also
known as tuff). Silcrete sources are located in the north western Cumberland Plain at places
such as St Marys, Plumpton Ridge, Marsden Park, Schofields, Riverstone, Deans Park, Llandilo
and Ropes Creek (the closest source to the study area). Other raw materials include
indurated mudstone from Nepean River gravels, quartz, porphyry and hornfels which may
be derived from Rickabys Creek gravels, and basalt;

* Stands of remnant old growth vegetation retain the potential for scarred trees to be
present; however, large scale land clearance of the plain in general means that such
stands of vegetation are rare; and,

* Evidence of post-contact camp sites may be located in close proximity to early European
houses and farms, or official buildings.

White and McDonald (2010)

White and McDonald (2010) analysed artefact distribution on the north of the Cumberland Plain by
examining the results from a number of archaeological investigations in the Rouse Hill area. This
research found that artefact distribution varies significantly with stream order, with higher densities
of artefacts located next to larger streams. First order streams had a mean density of 0.7
artefacts/m?, while for 2nd order streams this was 6.5 artefacts/m? and 4th order streams this
increased in 13.9 artefacts/m?2. There was not enough data on 3rd order streams to make a
comparison (White & McDonald, 2010:32).

Distance from water was also tested, as this was believed to be a primary determinant of where
people camped and hence where artefact density would be represented in the archaeological
record. For 1st order steams, distance from water was not a statistically important, with this just
being a background scatter. For 2nd order stfreams, artefact density is highest within 50m of water
and declines with increasing distance from water. For 4th order streams, artefact density was found
to be highest 51-100m from the stream and lower closer to the stream (<50m) and declining
densities greater than 100m from the stream. White and McDonald propose that lower densities
within 50m of larger streams may be reflective of a range of factors including erosion and sheet
wash adjacent to major streams. Behaviour may also be a factor such as people conducting
knapping, artefact discard and hunting activities slightly further away (White & McDonald 2010:33).

In terms of landforms, terraces yielded the highest densities. Terraces had a mean density of 20.8
artefacts/m2. Mean densities for other landforms are as follows: creek flat 3.8 artefacts/m?, lower
slope 8.4 artefacts/m?, mid slope 3.8 artefacts/m? and upper slope and ridge top 0.4 artefacts/m?
(White & McDonald 2010:33).

Based on the previous predictive model, previous archaeological results, past land use history, and
the environmental descriptions, the following predictions for Aboriginal sites to be present within the
Subject Area have been made by KAS:

*  Site frequency and density are directly related to the location of sites within the landscape;



The results tfended to indicate that irrespective of the landform types investigated, the
density of stone artefacts recovered was lowest along low order creek lines and higher
densities were associated with high order creek lines;

Open artefact scatters are more likely in areas less than 100m from a major watercourse, or
from a confluence of watercourses (refer to Section 6.6 and Figure 13);

Creek banks and associated elevated potions are more likely to vyield evidence of
occupation (refer to Section 6.6);

The size, density and significance of sites will vary, although it is anticipated that sites will be
considerably less complex and less dense at distances greater than 100m from major water
sources such as Bonds Creek or Kemps Creek, or along ridges and elevated positions
overlooking watercourses. This is supported by the range and location of Aboriginal sites
which have been identified at confluences and along branches of higher stream orders;

No lithic raw material outcrops have been identified in the Subject Area. As such, any
archaeological material present within the Subject Area may provide additional
understanding to raw material selection in the Austral-Leppington region;

Stands of remnant old growth vegetation retain the potential for scarred frees to be
present; however, large scale land clearance of the plain in general means that such
stands of vegetation are rare; and,

As past land use disturbance increases in intensity, the ability for Aboriginal objects to
provide spatial and chronological information about past Aboriginal land use will decrease.
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The effectiveness of an archaeological field survey is heavily reliant upon the obtrusiveness of the
Aboriginal site being looked for, and the incidence and quality of ground surface exposure.
Visibility variables have been estimated for all areas where a comprehensive survey was carried out
in the Subject Area. This data provides a measurement with which to gauge and compare the
effectiveness of the survey and the level of sampling conducted. It may also be utilised to
determine the numbers and types of sites that may be present, but which could not be identified
by the survey due to poor ground visibility and exposure.

Ground surface visibility (GSV) is a measure of the bare ground visible to the archaeologist during
the field survey. There are two variables used to assess GSV:

* The frequency and extent of exposures encountered by the archaeologist; and,
*  The quality of visibility within those exposures.

The major factors affecting the quality of GSV within an area of exposure are the extent of
vegetation and ground litter, the depth and origin of the exposure, the extent of recent
sedimentary deposition and the level of visual interference from surface gravels. Two variables of
GSV were estimated during the survey:

* A percentage estimate of the total area of ground inspected which contained useable
exposures of bare ground; and,

* A percentage estimate of the average levels of GSV within those exposures. This is a net
estimate and accounts for all visual and physical variables that have affected the visibility
including the archaeological potential of any sediment or rock exposed.

Various Aboriginal site types exhibit different levels of prominence within the landscape. This is an
important factor to consider when assessing the impact on visibility levels. Sites present upon or
within rock exposures, such as grinding grooves, engravings and rock shelters, are more likely to be
encountered than sites that are located on or within sedimentary contexts with litfle or no ground
surface relief. A common factor affecting visibility is the presence of small rocks, pebbles, and
gravels in the exposure. If these particular raw materials are also suitable for stone artefact
manufacture, it may make stone artefact identification more difficult.

The Subject Area was divided into nine (9) survey units for ease of recording. The survey units were
assessed using pedestrian survey (fransects). The boundaries of the survey units were identified by
changes in vegetation, internal fences and landforms (refer to Figure 14).

GSV was very low throughout most of the Subject Area, due to the fact that a large proportion of
the Subject Area is covered in pasture and/or leaf litter. Areas of ground surface exposure within
the Subject Area had >30% visibility.

A portion of the Subject Area was not assessed as part of the survey due to the heavy ground
disturbance associated with the development works authorised by DA No DA2016/465.
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SuU1

The northern portion of the survey unit was
inspected due the high ground disturbance
associated with the construction of the St.
Anthony of Padua school in accordance with
the approved DA.

A water treatment system has been established
near the eastern boundary of the survey unit,
outside of the current development area.

The previous residential dwelling it still present
and is being ufilised by the construction team.

The southern portion of the property is covered Plate 5: SU1 looking northwest

in short pasture, with discrete areas of ground
exposure.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <20%.

Two flakes that was detached via mechanical
crushing was identified in an area of
disturbance located between the back of the
current development works area and the
stockpile. The non-cultural flakes did not exhibit
any features that suggested the material was
detached by Aboriginal practices; this was
confirmed by the representative from GLAC
and the Kamilaroi-Yankuntjatjara Working
Group.

Plate 6: SU1 looking west

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was identified in
SUT.

Plate 7: Flakes detached via mechanical crushing Plate 8: SU1 looking north

from development works



sSu2

The northern portion of the survey unit was
inspected due the high ground disturbance
associated with the construction of the St.
Anthony of Padua school in accordance with
the approved DA.

There are stockpiles associated with the
development works in the southwestern portion
of the survey unit.

The southern porfion of the property is covered
in short pasture, with discrete areas of ground
exposure.

Plate 9: SU2 looking north
Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <20%.

A flake that was detached via mechanical
crushing was identified in an area of
disturbance located between the back of the
current development works area and the
stockpile. The non-cultural flake did not exhibit
any featfures that suggested the material was
detached by Aboriginal practices; this was
confirmed by the representative from GLAC
and the Kamilaroi-Yankuntjatjara Working
Group.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was idenfified in
SU2. Plate 10: SU2 looking northwest

Plate 11: Flake detached via mechanical crushing
from development works

Plate 12: SU2 looking east



Su3

SU3 has been cleared for residential and
pastoral purposes. Pockets of revegetated frees
have died.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <30%
resulting from animal activity.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was identified in
SU3.

Su4

SU4 has been cleared for pastoral purposes.
Pockets of revegetated trees have died.

Based on a conversation with the tenant, he
advised that a portion of the survey unit had
been filled; however, he was unable to clearly
identify these areas.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <30%,
resulting from animal activity.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was identified in
Su4.

Plate 13: SU3 looking north

Plate 14: SU3 looking south

Plate 15: SU4 looking east
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Plate 14: SU4 looking southwest

NI
SUS has been cleared for pastoral purposes.

Based on a conversation with the tenant, he
advised that a portion of the survey unit had
been filled; however, he was unable to clearly
identify these areas.

Evidence of rabbit activity was encountered Plate 17: SU5 looking northwest
while surveying the southern portion of the
survey unit; however, it appears that this activity
is not recent due to the absence of recent
droppings around the enfrances to the rabbit
warren.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <10%.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was identified in
SUS.

Plate 18: SUS5 looking south
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SUé
SUé has been cleared for residential purposes.

Pockets of revegetated trees are present in the
northwest and southwest corners of the

property.

The northern portion of the property has a dense Plate 19: SU6 looking north

coverage of pasture; while ground coverage
towards the residential dwelling and associated
structures is lower.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <20%.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was idenfified in
SUé.

Plate 20: SU6 looking east
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su7
SU7 has been cleared for residential purposes.

The northern portion of the property has a dense
coverage of revegetated gum trees and thick
understorey. The revegetated trees extend
along the majority of the western boundary of
the property.

There is a small channel for stormwater run-off
from the eastern property that extends
diagonally from the eastern property boundary
to the enfrance of the driveway for SU7.

Around the residential dwelling, the ground is
covered in short grass, with discrete areas of
ground exposure.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <30%.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was idenfified in
SU7.

Plate 22: SU7 looking south

Plate 21: SU7 looking north

Plate 23: SU7 looking south
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sus
SU8 has been cleared for residential purposes.

Two residential dwellings are present within the
survey area.

A small fibro-clad house is located towards the
front of the property, facing Tenth Avenue. The
structure is no longer being used as a dwelling,
as is currently being used for storage. One of the
landowners for SU8 advised that the structure

had been his grandparents’ home.
Plate 24: SU8 looking south

The landowners advised that during the
construction of the red brick structure, the
ground level for the majority of the property was
raised. The prior ground level had been lower
then compared with the ground levels in the
adjacent properties.

The property is covered in short pasture, with
discrete areas of ground exposure.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <10%.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was idenfified in
Su8.

Plate 25: SU8 looking east

SuU9

Two residential dwellings, and an area
established for the growing of fruit are present
within the survey area.

The area that has been separated for the
growing of fruit has been limited to the northern
portion of the survey unit, and includes an
associated shed and dam.

Both of the residential dwellings are full size
houses. The western dwelling is currently

occupied by tenants, while the eastern dwelling
is empty. Plate 26: SU9 looking northwest
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The property is covered in short pasture, with
discrete areas of ground exposure.

Areas of ground exposure had a GSV of <20%.

No Aboriginal cultural heritage was identified in
SU9.

Plate 27: SU9 looking west

Plate 28: SU9 looking southwest

7.2 Survey Coverage Data

The Subject Area was divided up info survey units for ease of recording. All landforms were
sampled during the survey. The main areas that were focused upon were the exposures with low
levels of disturbance as these areas would be more likely to yield intfact Aboriginal artefacts and
deposits.

: Survey Unit S LREE Effective
Survey Units Landform Area (sqm) Visibility % Exposure % ioverage Coverage %
rea (sqm)
SU1 Flat 12176.9 20% 5% 121.769 1%
SU2 Flat 12065.8 20% 5% 120.658 1%
SU3 Flat 12144.2 30% 5% 182.163 2%
Su4 Upper Slope 121441 30% 5% 182.1615 2%
SU5 Upper Slope 12146.7 10% 5% 60.7335 1%
SU6 Upper Slope 12132.2 20% 5% 121.322 1%
Su7 Upper Slope 12118 30% 5% 181.77 2%
Su8 Flat 12151.3 10% 5% 60.7565 1%
SU9 Flat 12131.9 20% 10% 242.638 2%

Table 8: Survey Coverage Data
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: % of Landform Number of
Landform Land(f:rrnr:l‘)A =4 ?;?::ZZC(‘;V?% Effectively Nur;n“beir e Artefacts or
a 4 a Surveyed Features
Flat 60670.1 727.9845 1% 0 0
Upper Slope 48541 545.987 1% 0 0

7.3 Identified Sites

Table 9: Landform Summary

As identified in Section 6.5, no Aboriginal objects have previously been identified within the Subject

Areaq.

As a result of the survey and assessment undertaken for the present study, no previously
unidentified Aboriginal sites were identified.
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As a result of the survey and assessment undertaken for the present study, no previously
unidentified Aboriginal sites were identified.

As noted in Section 6.5, AMBS (2010) undertook an inspection of the northern half of the Subject
Area (fronting Eleventh Avenue) as part of their investigation for the Austral and Leppington North
Precinct (refer to Figure 12). No Aboriginal objects were identified by AMBS during their
investigation.

The results of the field survey undertaken by AMBS (2010) and previous archaeological
investigations informed an estimate of potential Aboriginal archaeological sensitivity for landforms
within the study area (refer to Figure 13), and was infended o provide a guide for the precinct
planning, archaeological sensitivity is defined as areas in which sites are known to occur, or which
have the potential to contain undetected buried Aboriginal archaeological deposits (AMBS, 2010).

Based on the sensitivity mapping undertaken by AMBS (2010) (refer to Figure 13), the Subject Area
was assessed as having low archaeological sensitivity.

Based on previous archaeological investigations (refer to Table 7) and previous predictive models
(Section 6.6) artefact scatters are most commonly identified in close proximity of permanent water
sources (within 100m) in areas such as creek and river banks and alluvial flats.

The Subject Area is located approximately 200m northwest of Bonds Creek and 200m southwest of
a 2nd order tributary, both of which flow northwest info Kemps Creek (refer to Figure 13). There is
therefore, a low likelihood that Aboriginal sites may be present within the Subject Area.



While all Aboriginal objects are afforded protection under the National Parks and Wildlife Act
decisions about appropriate management of individual cultural heritage items or sites is usually
based on their assessed significance as well as the likely impact of a proposed development and
the need for the development. OEH requires significance assessment in accordance with the
processes set out in the Burra Charter (DECCW 2010a:21).

Australia ICOMOS (1999) adopted the Guidelines fo the Burra Charter: Cultural Significance. In the
Burra Charter cultural significance means “aesthetic, historic, scienfific or social value for past,
present or future generations”. Cultural significance is a concept that helps in estimating the value
of places. The places that are likely to be of significance are those that help an understanding of
the past, enrich the present, and may be of value to future generations. The Guidelines develop
the following definitions:

Aesthetfic value includes aspects of sensory perception for which criteria can and should be stated.
Such criteria may include consideration of the form, scale, colour, texture, and material of the
fabric; the smells and sounds associated with the place and ifs use.

A place may have historic value because it has influenced, or has been influenced by, an historic
figure, event, phase, or activity. It may also have historic value as the site of an important event.
For any given place, the significance will be greater where evidence of the association or event
survives in situ, or where the seftings are substantially intact, than where it has been changed or
evidence does not survive. However, some events or associations may be so important that the
place retains significance regardless of subsequent freatment.

The scientific or research value of a place will depend on the importance of the data involved, on
its rarity, quality or representativeness, and on the degree to which the place may confribute
further substantial information.

Social value embraces the qualities for which a place has become a focus of spiritual, political,
national, or other cultural sentiment to a majority or minority group.

The process of significance assessment has received considerable attention since the early 1980s
and criteria for assessing these values have been developed and adapted to deal specifically with
Aboriginal cultural heritage.

Cultural significance indicates the importance of a site or feature to Aboriginal communities. This
category may include sites, items, and landscapes that people may have traditional ties with, as
well as areas that may have contemporary importance to Aboriginal communities. Places of
cultural value may have social significance to Aboriginal communities, they may have historic
value through associatfion with historic themes (e.g. missions or massacres), or they may take on
value because of their rarity or because a place may be able to contribute new information about
the past. Places may have aesthetic significance, being natural features with symbolic values,
dramatic presence, or franquil qualities. Cultural significance may not be in accord with the
interpretations made by archaeologists — a site may have low archaeological significance but high
Aboriginal significance, or vice versa.




DCAC was the only RAP to provide any commentary in regards to the Aboriginal cultural heritage
(refer to Table 4). DCAC stated that “we would like to add that our sites are a complex and not all
separate sites and recommend that the connections are interpreted throughout the project.
Information gathered during these projects is of high significance, once our sites are gone there is
no other evidence of the sites or connections.”.

No specific advice as to the cultural significance of the Subject Area has been received from the
other RAPs. However, it is generally accepted that all evidence of Aboriginal occupation is of high
cultural significance to the Aboriginal community.

Scientific or archaeological significance may be assessed by placing a site, feature, or landscape
in a broader regional context and by assessing ifs individual merits in the context of current
archaeological discourse. This type of significance relates to the ability of a site to answer current
and future research questions, which may be influenced by physical condition (integrity),
information potential, rarity, and/or representativeness.

Rarity and Representativeness is an assessment of how rare or common a site or landscape is. In
theory, heritage items may be determined fo be significant because they are rare forms, or they
may be considered to be very good typical forms. Whether items are of rare or common forms will
depend to some extent on the variables used o distinguish them. Open sites, for example, may be
distinguished from grinding grooves or scarred frees according to the general type of evidence
present (e.g. stone artefacts distinguishable from frees with marks or grooves on rock platforms). To
assess rarity and representativeness, site type can be used initially, and then this category
subdivided until a satisfactory level of (dis)similarity is achieved. Within the general group “open
artefact scatters”, sites may be distinguished according to other variables, such as their content, or
their landscape setting. Technically, an assessment of representativeness should identify both what
is fypical or common as well as what is rare.

Research potential is an assessment of the ability of a site or landscape to provide information to
answer questions about the past. Several criteria may be considered:

Physical condition. Sites or landscapes in good physical condifion are generally able to
provide information on spatial relationships between (for example) stone artefacts, other
remains, chronological units if present, and landscape settings;

The connectedness of individual sites or landscapes — is the content, site or landscape part
of a complex of related sites or landscapes?;

The potential of a site or landscape to provide a relative or absolute chronology extending
back info the past; i.e. stratified sequences of cultural materials and/or dateable materials
such as organic remains (radiocarbon dating), or sealed or cultural deposits (optical or
thermo luminescence); and,

The ability of the site or landscape to provide a large sample size (large numbers of stone
artefacts, art motifs, grinding grooves etc.) about which stafistically significant statements
can be made.



Whilst there is evidence that the Subject Area has been affected by land clearing in the past this is
not seen in this instance as being a factor that has significantly reduced the opportunity for
relatively intact Aboriginal cultural deposits to be identified.

Rarity and Representativeness

This may be assessed by using site type as the first criterion then landscape, size (number of lithics)
and the nature of the lithic content.

No Aboriginal sites have been recorded within the Subject Area.

The Subject Area is located approximately 200m northwest of Bonds Creek and 200m southwest of
a 2nd order fributary, both of which flow northwest into Kemps Creek (refer to Figure 13). Therefore,
the Subject Area has been assessed as having low archaeological potential.

Research potential

Physical condition. Given that the majority of the former land use of the Subject Area has been
residential and pastoral, it is expected that any intact Aboriginal artefact bearing deposit (if it were
fo be present) would be in areas of low to moderate ground disturbance (i.e. areas of pastoral
practice); while areas of high ground disturbance (i.e. residential) are highly unlikely to contain
intfact Aboriginal artefact bearing soil deposits.

Connectedness. Any previously undiscovered Aboriginal objects recovered from the Subject Area
would differ from the established predictive models for the Cumberland Plains i.e. artefact scatters
are commonly located within 100m of permanent fresh water, and would further the understanding
of seftlement patterns and fransient activity through the area.

Potential for a Chronological Sequence. The stylistic dating of lithics (stone fools) is imprecise, given
the length of time over which various stone-working (knapping) techniques were used, and also the
time it took for any new techniques to be adopted. Dating can be more closely estimated if there
is a strong relation with a site, which has sequences of radiocarbon dates, or if the lithics are buried
under dateable deposits.

Ability to produce statistically useful samples of objects. The definition of a statistically useful
sample is purely dependant on the questions that are being asked of the data.

The potential for archaeological material to be present within the Subject Area is low, and in areas
where limited or no sub-surface disturbance has taken place previously, the potential for
subsurface archaeological material to be present is low



In Section 1.4 of this report a number of aims and objectives where identified. This report has
presented details of archaeological surveys that have been undertaken within the Subject Areq,
and presents sufficient information to facilitate an informed decision regarding the proposed
impact upon Aboriginal heritage.

As noted in Section 7.1, the visual assessment of the Subject Area was constrained by the limited
visibility of the ground surface. Areas of ground surface exposure within the Subject Area had <30%
visibility.

This report has reviewed the available existing documents, including previous archaeological
assessments conducted within the Subject Area and the surrounding region (see Section 6). Field
surveys have been completed to idenfify any Aboriginal sites located within the proposed
development footprint (see Section 7.1 and Figure 14). The significance of Aboriginal sites within
the Subject Area has been identified (see Section 9.5).

Section 6.7 of this report made certain predictions in relation to the location of Aboriginal sites and
the site types likely to be present across the Subject Areq, i.e. artefact scatters are most commonly
identified in close proximity of permanent water sources (within 100m) in areas such as creek and
river banks and alluvial flats. The Subject Area is situated between Bonds Creek (located 200m
northwest) and an unnamed ftributary (located 200m southwest), both of which flow northwest into
Kemps Creek. Based on the predictive model, there is a low likelihood that Aboriginal sites may be
present within the Subject Area. From the results presented in Section 7 and a review of Figure 13 it
has been shown that the predictions made in Section 6.7 hold frue for the Subject Area.

As a result of the survey and assessment undertaken for the present study, no previously
unidentified Aboriginal sites were identified.

Although the proposed State Significant Development (SSD) application will not result in harm
and/or impacts to the identified Aboriginal sites and/or their defined extents, it is possible that the
Aboriginal sites may be impacted as a result of works authorised by the SSD.

Should the proposed State Significant Development (SSD) application be approved, prior to the
commencement of any ground disturbance works authorised by the SSD, an Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Management Plan (ACHMP) should be developed by a qudlified and experienced
practitioner in Aboriginal cultural heritage in consultation with the Registered Aboriginal Parties
(RAPs); this should include a provision for unexpected finds, and methodologies for further
investigation and reporting where required.



Specific clauses within the National Parks and Wildlife Act, 1974 (as amended) and the Nafional
Parks and Wildlife Regulations 2009 give rise to certain obligations. Recommendations for other
tasks and activities to be undertaken come from the application of industry standards. Where an
activity or task must be undertaken to comply with relevant legislation it will be detailed in Section
11.1, where a task or activity is recommended to be undertaken to meet the current industry
standards it is presented in Section 11.2.

1. Should Aboriginal sites and/or objects be found during the proposed work, work must cease
immediately and actions in accordance with the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management
Plan (ACHMP) (See Recommendation 4) must be undertaken.

The following management principles and recommendations are based on:

* The legal requirements of the Nafional Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended), whereby it
is ilegal to damage, deface or destroy an Aboriginal relic without first obtaining the written
consent of the Director General of National Parks & Wildlife Service;

* The legal requirements of the Heritage Act 1977, whereby it is illegal to disturb or excavate
any land knowing or having reasonable cause to suspect that the disturbance or
excavation will or is likely to result in a relic being discovered, exposed, moved, damaged
or destroyed unless the disturbance or excavation is carried out in accordance with an
excavation permit;

* The requirements of the Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal
Objects in NSW (DECCW, 2010q);

* The requirements of the Guide to Investigating, Assessing and Reporting on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage in NSW (OEH, 2011);

* The findings presented within this Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report; and,

* Recognition that the current assessment has been prepared for the proposed State
Significant Development (SSD) application (refer to Sections 1.2 and 1.3).

KAS recommends the following:

1. No further assessment of the Aboriginal heritage within the Subject Area is required fo inform
the proposed State Significant Development (SSD) application (refer to Sections 1.2 and
1.3);

2. Should the proposed works be amended and result in potential impacts to areas previously
not inspected as part of this assessment, further investigations may be required;

3. Consultation should continue with the Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) at intervals not
exceeding 6 months unfil such fime as the works approved under the SSD have been
completed;

4. Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbance works authorised by the SSD, an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Management Plan (ACHMP) should be developed by a
qualified and experienced practitioner in Aboriginal cultural heritage in consultation with



the Registered Aboriginal Partfies (RAPs); this should include a provision for unexpected finds,
and methodologies for further investigation and reporting where required;

5. The final ACHMP must be kept onsite so that it can be referred to in the event of an
unexpected find being identified;

6. All relevant staff and confractors should be made aware of their statutory obligations for
heritage under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, which may be implemented as a
heritage induction;

7. If, during the course of development works, suspected historic cultural heritage material is
uncovered, work should cease in that area immediately. The Heritage Branch, Office of
Environment & Heritage (Enviroline 131 555) should be notified and works only recommence
when an approved management strategy has been developed; and,

8. A copy of the final report should be sent to the Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs)
identified in Table 3.

One digital copy of the draft report should be sent to each registered Aboriginal stakeholders
identified in Table 3 for comment, so that their views can be incorporated info the final report.

One hard copy and one digital copy of the finalised report should be sent fo:

Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS)
Office of Environment and Heritage,
PO Box 1967, Hurstville NSW 1481,
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software package i available through Data NSWie

e ©  © °
Al Aborginel Flaces P State Heritage Regivie P

Local government ares.  Liverpool v
Item nameDatabase ID

Local Aboriginal Land Council  Flesse Choose -
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Search for NSW heritage | NSW Environment & Heritage

lofl

APPENDIX Il. STATE HERITAGE INVENTORY SEARCH

RESULTS

Home > Topics > Fetiage places end fems > Saarch for hartiage

Search for NSW heritage

Return to swarch page wher s you can refinebroaden your seorch.

Statutory listed items

Information and items listed in the State Menitage Inventory come from a number of scurces. This means that
there may be several entries for the same heritage item in the database. For clarity, the ssarch results have been
devided into three sections,

* Section 1 - contans Aborigina! Places declared by tha Minister for the Environment under tha Natonal
Parks and Wildife Act. This information is provided by the ge Di .

* Section 2 - contans hertagae tems isted by the Herltage Council of NSW undar tha NSW Hentaga Act, This
includes listing on the State Heritage Register, an [nterim Heritage Order or protected under section 136 of the
NSW Heritage Act, This Information & provided by the Heritage Division,

¢ Section 3 - contans items listed by local councils on Local Environmental Mans under the Environmental
Manning and Assessment Act, 1979 and State government agencies under 5.170 of the Hertage Act. This
information & provided by local councls and State o L]

Section 1. Aboriginal Places listed under the National Parks and Wildlife Act.

Your Search o nol e My Malching ety

Section 2. Items listed under the NSW Heritage Act.

Your search akd not retum any malohing resuts,

Section 3. Items listed by Local Government and State Agencies.

Your search retumed ¥ recons

Imm name Address Suburb LGA Information saurce

Row of Bunya Pines Sringely Road Leggington Uverpool GOV

There wos a fotal of | recods malching your search o

Key:

LGA = Local Government Area

GAZ« NEW Governmant Gazatte (statutory Istings prior to 1997 ), HGA « Hartage Grant Application, HS « Haritage Study,
LGOV = Lecal Government, SGOV = State Government Agency,

Note: ‘While the Mertage Division seehs to keep the Inventory up 10 date, It is reliant on State spences and locsl counchs to provide their
deta. Always cheack wih the relevent State agency of locel counal for the most upto-date isformaten.

hipcffwww.environment.nsw.gov.awheritageappheritagesearch aspx

4052018, 4:36 pm
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APPENDIX lll. REGISTER OF THE NATIONAL ESTATE SEARCH
RESULTS

Heritage - "'1

Auaralinn Heinage Dutabas: d

Vi rd Rebva Erlonmsnt homd * Haitaas * Augiralisn Haritias Daisbess

Search Results
new seargh it seaech
1 resull foumd.

Kamps Creek Matral hres Exeter Rd Cestll Park, NEW, hustrala (Eegetered]
Register of the Mational Estats
{Mon-gtatuleny archwea)

|I—-| d d: Fri May 4 18801 2T 30018 |
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APPENDIX IV. SOUTH WEST GROWTH CENTRE HERITAGE
MAP (SHEET 7)
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APPENDIX V. CONSULTATION LOG

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Date Time Nature of consultation Initials
19/3/2018 4:20pm Emailed agency letters to NTS Corp, Liverpool City Council, OEH, Office of the Registrar & Local Land Services and Gandangara LALC NS
19/3/2018 4:50pm Emailed NNTT search form NS
19/3/18 5:08pm Received email registration of interest from Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council NS
20/3/18 10:45am Received response from the Office of The Registrar NS
20/3/18 1:44pm Received response from the National Native Title Tribunal NS
22/3/18 10:41pm Received email registration of interest from Yurrandaali Cultural Services LS
22/3/18 11:00pm Received email registration of interest from Barraby Cultural Services LS
23/3/18 2:00pm Received response from the Greater Sydney Local Land Services NS
3/4/2018 1:49am Received registration from DLO LS
11/4/2018 9:09am Received response from Liverpool City Council NS
23/4/2018 6:49am Received a reply from OEH with list of RAP's LS
24/4/2018 Tpm Emailed 40x you have been identified letters NS
24/4/2018 2pm Posted 5x you have been identified letters NS
24/4/2018 1:31pm Email a you have been identified letter fo Kawul Cultural Services NS
24/4/2018 1:39pm Received undeliverable email from Wailwan aboriginal digging group NS
24/4/2018 3:35pm Email a you have been identified letter fo Wailwan aboriginal digging group NS
24/4/2018 5:07pm Received registration from DTAC NS
24/4/2018 5:16pm Email a you have been identified lefter fo Murrumbul Cultural Heritage Technical Services NS
24/4/2018 5:54pm Emailed a you have been identfified letter to Nerrigundah NS
24/4/2018 7:42pm Received registration from DNC NS
26/4/2018 10:56am Received comments from of Aboriginal Consultative Committee NS
27/4/2018 10:55pm Received comments from DCAC NS
29/4/2018 11:50am Received comments from Darug Aboriginal Land care NS
6/5/2018 8:16pm Received registration from Murramarang NS
6/5/2018 8:18pm Received comments from Biamanga NS
6/5/2018 8:20pm Received comments from Cullendulla NS
6/5/2018 8:21pm Received comments from Gulaga NS
6/5/2018 8:27pm Received comments from Goobah NS
6/5/2018 8:27pm Received registration from Thoorga Nura NS
8/5/2018 10:16pm Received registration from Wailwan aboriginal digging group via our website NS
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10/5/2018 6:16pm Emailed the Stage 2 and 3 document to all RAPs NS
11/5/218 7:46am Received an email from Phil Khan requesting a hard copy of the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
11/5/2018 12pm Posted a copy of the Stage 2 and 3 document to Phil Khan and CBNTCAC NS
11/5/2018 12:20pm Received comments from Barraby Cultural Services about the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
11/5/2018 12:23pm Received comments from Yurrandaali Cultural Services about the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
11/5/2018 1:39pm Received registration from Butacarbin NS
12/5/2018 2:55pm Received comments from Darug Aboriginal Land care about the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
14/5/2018 12:08pm Received comments from DCAC about the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
17/5/2018 7:44pm Emailed list of registered Stakeholders to OEH NS
17/5/2018 7:44pm Emailed list of registered Stakeholders to Gandangara LALC NS
24/5/2018 10:56am Received registration from Kawul Cultural Services NS
24/5/2018 12:19pm Received email from DNC with comments on the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
25/5/2018 4:48pm Confirmed Kawul Cultural Services’ registration. Emailed Vicki a copy of the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
25/5/2018 4:53pm Received email from Kawul Cultural Services confirming they had received the Stage 2 and 3 document NS
31/5/2018 1:42pm Sent email fo Gandangara LALC fo confirm they would be available to take part in the field survey NS
31/5/2018 1:43pm Sent email to Phil Khan to confirm he would be available to take partin the field survey NS
31/5/2018 1:44pm Sent email to CBNTCAC to confirm they would be available to take partin the field survey NS
6/7/2018 2:34pm Received comments from GLALC NS
10/7/2018 3:12pm Emailed a copy of the draft ACHAR to all RAPs NS
11/7/2018 10:37am Received comments from GLALC about the draft ACHAR NS
11/7/2018 12:00pm Posted a copy of the ACHAR to Phil Khan and CBNTCAC NS
11/7/2018 6:33pm Received comments from Gulaga about the draft ACHAR NS
12/7/2018 11:05pm Received email from DTAC adyvising that the received the draft ACHAR NS
16/7/2018 2:18pm Received comments from DCAC about the draft ACHAR NS
17/7/2018 12:35pm Received comments from Murramarang about the draft ACHAR NS
17/7/2018 12:58pm Received comments from Biamanga about the draft ACHAR NS
17/7/2018 12:59pm Received comments from Goobah about the draft ACHAR NS
17/7/2018 12:59pm Received comments from Cullendulla about the draft ACHAR NS
18/7/2018 3:52pm Received comments from DTAC about the draft ACHAR NS
22/7/2018 7:44pm Received comments from Darug Aboriginal Land care about the draft ACHAR NS
24/7/2018 10:09am Issued a copy of the draft ACHAR to GLALC which included their comments received while we were drafting the ACHAR NS
3/8/2018 12:54pm Received comments from DLO about the draft ACHAR NS
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APPENDIX VI. AGENCY LETTERS

P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

1. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. +61 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Reference: 4201-2018

Gandangara Lecal Aberiginal Land Councll
PO Box 1038
Liverpool BC NSW 1871
19th Morch 2018

Dear Sir or Modam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in
the Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School ot 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232492 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP12324692
and lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayondel Archaeciogical Services (KAS) has been engaged by The Cothoic
Archdiocese of Sydney 1o underlcke an Archaeological and Abonginal Cultural
Heritoge Assessment. Ths assessment will be completed for o proposed
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic Scnool af 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP12326%2 and Lots 842-83% DP2475] and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP12326%92
and Lots 810-812 DP24735), Austral.

In accordonce with our obligatfiors: under the Abariginal Cultural Heritoge
Consuliation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010}, we are seeking to
identify Aborigncl organisafions ond people who may have an interest in the
proposed project area and hold knowledge relevant to determining the cultural
sgnificance of Aborignal objects ond/cr places for that areq.

The culturcl heritcge assessment may result in an cppication for a Sechion 70 Consent
under Part & of the Nafional Parks & Wildife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the project under the Environmental Planning & Assessrment
Act 1979,

Shoulkd youwr organisation know of cry groups or psople that meet this requirement
we request that you supply ther name and most recent contact details o encbie our
firm 1o make contact ard involve them in fulre aspects of the proect.

Should you have cry queries plecse free fo confact our office and ask for the Project
Marnager for Project ID: 4201-2018,

Thank you for your assistance with 1his matter.

Yours sincerely,

7 = / )
Lance Syme

Principal

B Arts (Arch/Paloeo), Grad Dp (Hentage Consenation)

Full Member international Council on Mornuments and Sites (M.ICOMOS)

Expert Member Intemational Commitiee on Archoeological Herlage Management
Registered Cultural Heritage Adwsor

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. 461 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Reference: 4201-2018

Greater Sydney Local Lond Serices
PO Box 4515
Penvith Westfields NSW 2750
19th March 2018

Dear Ms Botired,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in
the Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP12324692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232492
and lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS) has been engaged by The Catholic
Archdiccese of Sydney to undericke an Archaeclkogical and Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment This assessment will be completed for a proposed
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School ot 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lois 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1| DP1232692
and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral.

In cccordance with our oblgations under the Abcriginal Cultural Heritage
Consultation Requrements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking fo
identify Abcngincl organisctiors and people who moy haove on intersst in the
proposed project area and hold nowiedge relevant 1o determining the cultural
sgnificance of Abonginal objects and/or places for that areq.

The culivral reritcge assessment may result in an application for a Section 90 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildiife Act 1974 and may also be used In the
assessment of iImpact of the prgect under the Enwonmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of arny groups or people that meet this requirement
we request that you supply their name and mest recent contact details to enable our
firm o make contact ana involve them in future aspects of the prgect.

Should you have any queries please free o contact our office and ask for the Project
Marager for Project ID: 4201-2018.

Thank you for your asastance wath this matier.

Yours sincerely,

e

o

/\3
e, -
Lance Syme

Principal

B Arts {Arch/Pakaeo), Grad Dip (Hentage Corsenvation)

Full Member International Council on Monuments and Sites (M.ICONOS)

Expert Member Intermational Committee on Archaeclogcal Heritage Monogement
Registered Cultural Heritoge Advisor

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. 461 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Reference: 4201-2018

bverpool City Council
Locked Bag 7064
Uverpool BC NSW 1871
19th March 2018

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in
the Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232492 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP12324692
and lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS) has been engaged by The Catholic
Archdiccese of Sydney to undericke an Archaeclkogical and Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment This assessment will be completed for a proposed
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School ot 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lois 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1| DP1232692
and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral.

In cccordance with our oblgations under the Abcriginal Cultural Heritage
Consultation Requrements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking fo
identify Abcngincl organisctiors and people who moy haove on intersst in the
proposed project area and hold nowiedge relevant 1o determining the cultural
sgnificance of Abonginal objects and/or places for that areq.

The culivral reritcge assessment may result in an application for a Section 90 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildiife Act 1974 and may also be used In the
assessment of iImpact of the prgect under the Enwonmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of arny groups or people that meet this requirement
we request that you supply their name and mest recent contact details to enable our
firm o make contact ana involve them in future aspects of the prgect.

Should you have any queries please free o contact our office and ask for the Project
Marager for Project ID: 4201-2018.

Thank you for your asastance wath this matier.

Yours sincerely,

e

o

/\3
e, -
Lance Syme

Principal

B Arts {Arch/Pakaeo), Grad Dip (Hentage Corsenvation)

Full Member International Council on Monuments and Sites (M.ICONOS)

Expert Member Intermational Committee on Archaeclogcal Heritage Monogement
Registered Cultural Heritoge Advisor

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. 461 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Reference: 4201-2018

NS Corp
PO Box 2105
Strawberry Hills NSW 2012

19th March 2018
Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in
the Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232492 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232492
and lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS) has been engaged by The Catholic
Archdiccese of Sydney to undericke an Archaeclkogical and Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment This assessment will be completed for a proposed
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School ot 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lois 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1| DP1232692
and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral.

In cccordance with our oblgations under the Abcriginal Cultural Heritage
Consultation Requrements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking fo
identify Abcngincl organisctiors and people who moy haove on intersst in the
proposed project area and hold nowiedge relevant 1o determining the cultural
sgnificance of Abonginal objects and/or places for that areq.

The culivral reritcge assessment may result in an application for a Section 90 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildiife Act 1974 and may also be used In the
assessment of iImpact of the prgect under the Enwonmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of arny groups or people that meet this requirement
we request that you supply their name and mest recent contact details to enable our
firm o make contact ana involve them in future aspects of the prgect.

Should you have any queries please free o contact our office and ask for the Project
Marager for Project ID: 4201-2018.

Thank you for your asastance wath this matier.

Yours sincerely,

e

o

/\3
e, -
Lance Syme

Principal

B Arts {Arch/Pakaeo), Grad Dip (Hentage Corsenvation)

Full Member International Council on Monuments and Sites (M.ICONOS)

Expert Member Intermational Committee on Archaeclogcal Heritage Monogement
Registered Cultural Heritoge Advisor

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. 461 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com

Qur Reference: 4201-2018
NVs Suscn Harrison
Senor Team Leader Planning
Greater Sydney Branch
Cffice of Envircnment and Herilage
PO Box 644
Paramatia NSW 2124

19th March 2018

Cecr Ms Harrison,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in
the Redevelopment of St Arthony of Padua Catholic School ot 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232492 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP12324692
and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayandel Archaeclogical Servces (KAS) has been engaged by The Catholic
Archdiocese of Sydney to undertcke an Archaeclogical and Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment This assessment will be completed for a proposed
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School af 165125 Tenin Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot | DP1232492
ond Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral.

In accordance with our oblgations under the Abcriginal Culfural Heritage
Consultation Requkements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking to
identify Abcriginal organisctiors and people who may have an interest in the
proposed project area and hold knowledge relevant 1o determining the cultural
sgrnificance of Abonginal objects and/or places for that area.

The cultural heritacge assessment may result in on application for a Section 0 Consent
urder Part 6 of the Nafional Parks & Wildiife Act 1974 and may also be used in the
assessment of impact of the praect under the Envronmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979,

Should youw organisation know of ary groups or people that meet this requirement
we request that you supply fherr name and most recent contact details to enable our
firm io make contact and involve them in future aspects of the prgect.

Should yeou have any queries please free to contact our office and osk for the Project
Manager for Project ID: 4201-2018

Thank you for your assstance with this matter.

/)

~

7
- lance Syme

Principal

B Aris (Arch/Palaeo), Grad Dip (Hentage Corservaticon)

Full Member Internaticnal Council on Monuments and Sites (M.ICOMOS)

Expert Member Intermational Commitiee on Archaeolog col Hertage Monagement
Registered Culivral Hefilcge Advisor

Yours sincerely,

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61 (0)2 4627 8622
F. 461 (0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Reference: 4201-2018

Office of the Registrar - Abonginal Land Rghts Act 1983 (NSW)
PO Box 5068
Paramatia NSW 2124
19th March 2018

Dear Sir or Madam,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in
the Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232492 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232492
and lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayandel Archaeological Services (KAS) has been engaged by The Catholic
Archdiccese of Sydney to undericke an Archaeclkogical and Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Assessment This assessment will be completed for a proposed
Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School ot 165-125 Tenth Avenue
(Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lois 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1| DP1232692
and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral.

In cccordance with our oblgations under the Abcriginal Cultural Heritage
Consultation Requrements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010), we are seeking fo
identify Abcngincl organisctiors and people who moy haove on intersst in the
proposed project area and hold nowiedge relevant 1o determining the cultural
sgnificance of Abonginal objects and/or places for that areq.

The culivral reritcge assessment may result in an application for a Section 90 Consent
under Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildiife Act 1974 and may also be used In the
assessment of iImpact of the prgect under the Enwonmental Planning & Assessment
Act 1979.

Should your organisation know of arny groups or people that meet this requirement
we request that you supply their name and mest recent contact details to enable our
firm o make contact ana involve them in future aspects of the prgect.

Should you have any queries please free o contact our office and ask for the Project
Marager for Project ID: 4201-2018.

Thank you for your asastance wath this matier.

Yours sincerely,

e

o

/\3
e, -
Lance Syme

Principal

B Arts {Arch/Pakaeo), Grad Dip (Hentage Corsenvation)

Full Member International Council on Monuments and Sites (M.ICONOS)

Expert Member Intermational Committee on Archaeclogcal Heritage Monogement
Registered Cultural Heritoge Advisor

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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APPENDIX VII. NATIONAL NATIVE TITLE TRIBUNAL SEARCH

Engares <Enaunesgrntt gov s> sent: Tue 200300 1as o ||

Natale Sties

A |

N BH TR - Netive Wiw soneely < Auvtd - SRS

UNCLASSIFIED

Native title search - NSW Parcels - Multipie
Your ref: 4201-2018- Our ref: SR3952

Dear Natade Stiles,
Thank you for your search request received on 20 March 2018 in relation to the above area,

Please note: Records held by the National Native Title Tribunal a3 at 20 March 2018 indicate that the parcels identified below appear to be freehold, and
freehold tenure extinguishes native titie,

The National Native Title Tnbunal does not hokd data sets for freehold tenure; consequently, we cannot conduct searches over freehold . For confirmation
of freehold data, please contact the NSW Land and Property Information office or seek independent legal advice.

These items not found in NNTT non freehold data:

810/D2475
WD12326%2
B2
(201232682 |
s1viD2ATs |
O
8a0iD24Ts |
EXZ
22

For further information, please visit our webslte.
Should you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact us on the free call number 1800 640 501.
Regards,

fnquires

Public enguiry bhotrs are §.30am to 4.30pm
National Native Title Tribunal | Perth

Facsimule (08) 9425 1193 | Email gpguinies@ Nt aoxav

P ——
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APPENDIX VIII. LIVERPOOL CITY COUNCIL RESPONSE

From Norma Burrows <Burrowsh Siverpool new.goy.au > Sent  Wed 11/04/2008 9:04 AM
To Natale Sties
Ca

Sutiyect: RE: Kayandel Hertage Project in Austral - identitication of Aboriginal Groups and Peophe
Good Morning Natalie Stiles,
By way of a response to your request, can | suggest you make contact with the following Aboriginal cultural knowledge holders

» Cubbitch Barts Native Title Claimants Aboriginal Corporation,
Address Correspondence to Director Glenda Chalker, 55 Nightingale Road Pheasants nest NSW 2574,
Phone. 4684 3829, Email KOCHALKEREBIGPOND COM

» Tharawal Local Aboriginal Land Council,
Address Correspondence to CEO Rebecca Ede
220 West Parade. Coundjah, New South Wales 2571
Phone: 02 4681 0059 Email reception@tharawal com au

» Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council
Address Correspondence to Chawperson Tony Scholes and Interim CEO Therese Malone, 103 Moore Street, Liverpool
NSW 2170
Phone: (Tony) - 0414 102 196 and (Therese) - 02 8602 5280 Email receptionest Jasmne Nolan: Jasmine Nolan
JNolangdqlale org ay>

<

» Liverpool City Council's Aboriginal Consultative Committee
Address correspondence to Committee’s convenor myself - Norma Burrows, Communtty Development Worker (ASTI)
email:

Please note each Local Aboriginal Land Council were formed to improve, protect and foster the best interests of all Aboniginal
persons within the Council's area

Kind Regards,
Norma Dusrows | € y Devedop Worker (Abongined and Tosres Strait tstander)

i, S3saD

33 Moore Streel, Liverpool NSW 2170
PATIINTY  E: ByaowsN@iiverpoolnsw.gov.ay | Wi wew liverpool naw G0y By

@
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APPENDIX IX. GANDANGARA LOCAL ABORIGINAL LAND
COUNCIL RESPONSE

Fram: Matahe Sties Sent:  Mon 19/03/2018 508 PR

Tae Theresa Malane™

e Lance Syme (Lance, Syme @kayandsl com.au]

Sulbgect: RE: Kayandel Meritage Project in Austral - Identification of Aboriginal Groups and People '-'I
Hi Theresa, ?

Thank you for registering for the project. Are you aware of any Aboriginal organisations and/or individuals that Kayandel should contact to
be included in our process.

Regards,

Natalie Stiles
Archaeologist =
Bachelor of Arts Arch/Palaeo)

Postgraduate Certificate of Arts [Archaeclogy)
MGISERemoteSens

Member Australian Association of Archaeology (AAA)

KAY ANDEL

ARCHAEDLOGICAL SERVICES
T - e Mifw

PO Box 440, Picton NSW 2571
Tel +81 (0)2 4627 8622 Fax. +61 (0)2 45605 0815
Fisose congider ths snvironman! when panfing Fhis emaoil,

vuwmpmfhmu“'

This email and all attachments are confidential. For further important information about emails sent to or from Kayandel or if you have

received this email In error, please refer to www.kayandel.com.au/emaidisclaimer.htmi
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APPENDIX X. GREATER SYDNEY LOCAL LAND SERVICES
RESPONSE

From: Margaret Botvel onargaret boty el Ol row gov.a > Sent:  Fo 23,000018 200 MM
T Satale Sthet
e

Subject Identilication of ADONQING! S¢QANKLALioN and Peopie who may have an intereit in the Redevelopment of 5t Anthany of Padus Catholic School o 165125 Ter
{ -
To Lance Syme,

RE: Identification of Aboriginal organisation and people who may have an interest in the Redevelopment of St Anthony of
Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140
Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Thars you for your letter Gated 19 March 2014, requesting 215STINCE with i3ertifying ADCrIgIng! TTINENOAIET SrOup] OF DETIONS WO May NIVE BA IFERYES? In yOur propect
red

[» @

Greater Sydney Local Lang Services (GS LLS) acknowieages that Lockl Lang Services have Deen listed in Section 4 1 2 (9] of tTheAborigingl cullurd! Aentope consuitonion
reQuinements for proponents 2030, under Port & NoDONG! Porks ong WIkEife ACt 1974 33 8 30urce of Information 15 CDEMIN The “names of ABOgIng! peapie who may hold
U INOwieage relevant 10 determining the NgNINCInCe of ADOMGING! CdJeCTs andyor piaces™

GS LLS 15 8 partner with many ABOriging! Communities In the region on many fatural resource management (NRMVD projects. However, GS LLS ks not the primary source
10r COMBCIING OF MANAEING CONTACT ists for ADOrIgIngl COmMUNIties O DErsond thet may Inform of provide COmment on planing lsues. G5 LLS considers Cultursl
Deritage HIues ThT refate 10 land-use DIaNNing In genersl 8nd ondy ConMiders OUTUre and PeAtage I1ues In the Contest of NRM

W strongly recommend thet you Mmake CONTACT with the Office of Envircrment and Meritage (OFN), Cutursl Meritage Division, for ali-inciusive contact lists of persent .
#NC OrganIItOns thET My 3Lt with yOuf ITveitgaton.

Note: Hawhestury Nepean Catchment Maragement Authorty (HNCMA) no Ionger esists All work previously Ciried out By HNOWA in now defivered Dy Greater Syaney
Local Lang Services (GS LLS)

Regar

Margaret Bottrell Senior Strategic Land Senaces Officer
(Aboriginal Communities)

Oeeete Syooay Lote Le~d Se~vee

Level & 2-6 Staton Sireet Penntn

PO Box 4515 Penath Weathelas NSW 2750

T 024724210

£ DRNAN SRS tie S0 Ay

N ONER wes U8 000 S5 By

= |= |In

vl
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APPENDIX XI. OFFICE OF THE REGISTRAR, ABORIGINAL
LAND RIGHTS ACT 1983 (NSW)

OFFICE OF THE REGISTRAR
Ammu LAND BICHTS ACT 1583 NS

20 March 2018

Lance Syme

Kayandel Archaeological Services
P.O Box 440

PICTOM MSW 2571

DearLance
Re: Request - 3earch for Registered Aboriginal Owners

| refer to your email dated 19 March 2018 regarding an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Assessment forthe propos ed redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic
Schoolat 185-125 Tenth Avenue and 170-140 Eleventh Avenue, Austral MSW.

| have searchedthe Registerof Abariginal Owners andthe project area described
does not have Registered Aboriginal Owners pursuant to Division 3 of the Aboriginal
Land Rights Act 1983,

| suggestthat you contact Gandangara Local Aborginal Land Coundl on (2 8602
£280. They may be ableto assistyouin identifying otherAboriginal stak eholders for
this projed.

Yours sincersly

N !
; !
I A
s W AN
i

ey
Jodie Rikiti

Administration Officer
Office ofthe Registrar, ALRA

Leswed 3, 2 — 10 Wenbworth Street, PARRAMATTA MEW 2130
FJO Box 2055, PARRARMATTA MW 2124
o2 8633 1166
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APPENDIX XII. IDENTIFIED POTENTIAL ABORIGINAL
STAKEHOLDERS

Potential Aboriginal Party Representative/Contact Identified By

Liverpool City Council's Aboriginal Consultative

Date Advised

Committee Norma Burrows LCC 11/4/2018
LCC 11/4/2018
Tharawal Local Aboriginal Land Council Rebecca Ede
OEH 23/4/2018
Darug Custodian Aboriginal Corporation Justine Coplin OEH 23/4/2018
Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation - OEH 23/4/2018
Darug Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessments Gordan Morton OEH 23/4/2018
- Des Dyer OEH 23/4/2018
i ve Ti i iqi LCC 11/4/2018
Cubbitch Barta Nag;i)gtrlsﬁ(g:lmoms Aboriginal Glenda Chalker oo raots
Wurrumay Consultants Kerrie Slater OEH 23/4/2018
Warragil Cultural Services Aaron Slater OEH 23/4/2018
Kawul Cultural Services Vicky Slater OEH 23/4/2018
Tocomwall Scott Franks OEH 23/4/2018
Gunyuu Kylie Ann Bell OEH 23/4/2018
Walbunja Hika Te Kowhai OEH 23/4/2018
Badu Karia Lea Bond OEH 23/4/2018
Goobah Developments Basil Smith OEH 23/4/2018
Wullung Lee-Roy Boota OEH 23/4/2018
Yerramurra Robert Parson OEH 23/4/2018
Nundagurri Newton Carriage OEH 23/4/2018
Murrumbul Mark Henry OEH 23/4/2018
Jerrinjong Joanne Stewart OEH 23/4/2018
Pemulwuy CHTS Pemulwuy Johnson OEH 23/4/2018
Bilinga Simalene Carriage OEH 23/4/2018
Munyunga Kaya Bell OEH 23/4/2018
Wingikara Hayley Bell OEH 23/4/2018
Minnamunnung Aaron Broad OEH 23/4/2018
Gundungurra Tribal Technical Services Christopher Payne OEH 23/4/2018
Walgalu Ronald Stewart OEH 23/4/2018
Thauaira Shane Carriage OEH 23/4/2018
Dharug Andrew Bond OEH 23/4/2018
Bilinga Cultural Heritage Technical Services Robert Brown OEH 23/4/2018
Gunyuu Cultural Heritage Technical Services Darlene Hoskins - McKenzie OEH 23/4/2018
Munyunga Cultural Heritage Technical Services Suzannah McKenzie OEH 23/4/2018
Murrumbul Cultural Heritage Technical Services Levi McKenzie-Kirkbright OEH 23/4/2018
Wingikara Cultural Heritage Technical Services Wandai Kirkbright OEH 23/4/2018
Gulaga Wendy Smith OEH 23/4/2018
Biamanga Seli Storer OEH 23/4/2018
Callendulla Corey Smith OEH 23/4/2018
Murramarang Roxanne Smith OEH 23/4/2018
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Butucarbin Aboriginal Corporation Jennifer Beale OEH 23/4/2018
Didge Ngunawal Clan Paul Boyd OEH 23/4/2018
Ginninderra Aboriginal Corporation Steven Johnson OEH 23/4/2018
Garrara Aboriginal Corporation Raymond Ingrey OEH 23/4/2018
Nerrigundah Newton Carriage OEH 23/4/2018

Wailwan Aboriginal Digging Group Philip Boney OEH 23/4/2018
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APPENDIX Xlll. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION INVITATION TO
REGISTER

Letters were issued to all potential Aboriginal stakeholders identified in Appendix Xl inviting them to
register their involvement with the project. The letter below is an example of that which was sent to
the potential Aboriginal stakeholders.

P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. +61(0)2 4627 8622
F. +61(0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Our Ref: 4201-2018

Cubbitch Barta Native Title Claimants Aboriginal Corporation
Ms Glenda Chalker
S5 Nightingale Road,
Pheasants Nest NSW 2574
23rd April 2018
Dear Ms Chalker,

Re: Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Cathollic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 and
Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Kayandel Archacological Services has been engaged to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Report for the Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots B10-812 DP2475),
Austral,

The land in question is within the Liverpool LGA, and the project involves the establishment of St Anthony of
Padua Catholic Schod at Austral. The proposal is subject to asessment and approval under the NSW
Ermir { Planming ond A 1t Act 1979.

The purpose of this consultation is to inform the preparation of the State Significant Development {SSD)
application and an Envi tal Impact S it (EIS) for the proposal, and/or assist in the preparation of
an Aboriginal Cuftural Heritage Assessment Report to support an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit under Part
6 of the National Parks ond Wildlife Act 1974 and will assist the Director General of OEH in considering that
application.

In making our énquires to satisly Section 4.1.2 of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritoge C ftation Requi: s
for Proponents 2010 (DECCW 2010) your organisation was identified as potentially having an interest in the
project area and also being a holder of knowledge relevant to determining the cultural significance of
Aborigina! objects and/or ploces within the subject area.

Should you or your organisation be interested in being consulted in relation to the above project we require
your expression of interest to be forward to our office no later than COB 7th May 2018. i you are expressing
an interest on behalf of an organisation please nominate an authorised representative to receive all future
correspondence.

Section 4.1.5 of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage G Itation Requi ts for Proponents 2010 (DECCW)
2010 requires Kayandel to forward your details to the DECCW and the Local Aboriginal Land Coundil unless you
specifically Indicate otherwise.

Should you have any queries about the project, feel free to call the office on the above number and speak with
Natalie Stiles.

Yours sincerely,

Lance Syme
Principal

Sydney Melbourne Brisbane Perth
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APPENDIX XIV. RAP REGISTRATION

Froomx Theresa Makone <TMalone 2glaic.org.au> Sent Mon 19/03/2018 4:58 PM |
Toc Natsbe Stles
Ce

Subject: Kayandel Hertage Project In Austral - idgentification of Abonginal Groups and People

Hi Natalie

1 &

Thank you for your email today. Can you register the following interest for Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council. Details as below.

Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council
103 Moore St, Liverpool
Ph: 025602 5230

Email addrass is tmalone @glalc.org.au

w

Kind regards,

Theresa Malone

Interim CEQ

Gandangara Local Aboriginal Land Council

103 Moore Street, LIVERPOOL NSW 2170 | PO Box 1038 Liverpool BC 1871

Ph: (02} 9602 5280 Fax (02} 9602 2741 Mobile: 0455 503 890 E- TMalone@glalc org.au W: www.alalc org 3y

Gandangara LALC acknowledges the Cabrogal Clan and the Darug Nation as the traditional custodians of the land and as such pays deep
respect to the Elders past and present. We also acknowledge that the Dhurawal and Darug Nations continue to have a long standing
relationship with this ry and its peopl

L4

From: lily carroll <didgengunawaldan@yahoo.com.au> Sent:  Tue 24/04/2015 7:42 PM
To: Natalie Stiles

Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLlots 542839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

Hi Natalie,

[» &

DNC would like to register an interest into the redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School, Austral,

Kind regards
Paul Bovd & Lilly Carroll
Directors DNC

From: Biamanga <biamangachts@gmail. com > Sent: Sun6/05/2015 8:18 PM
To: Natalie Stiles

Cc

Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andlots 542-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral

i)

Hi Matalie
This is Biamangas expression of interest to register for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.
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From: Cullendulla <cullendullachts @gmail.com = Sent:  Sun 6/05/2018 5:20 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andlots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral
Hi Matalie =2
Fs

This is Cullendullas expression of interest to register for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.

From: Goobah <goobahchts@gmail.com = Sent:  Sun 6,/05/2018 8:27 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral
Hi Natalie EEJ

This is Goobahs expression of interest to register for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.

Regards Basil Smith
Chief Executive Officer
Goobah PH 0405995725

This email may contain privileged information. Privilege is not waived if it has been sent to you in error, or if you are not the intended recipient.
Please immediately notify me and delete the email if you have received this in error.

From: Gulaga <gulagachts@gmail.com = Sent:  Sun 6,/05/2018 8:21 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots 842-339 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral
Hi Natalie G2
Fs

This is Gulagas expression of interest to register for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.

Kind Regards

Wendy Smith

Cultural Heritage Officer
Gulaga

0401 508 988

This email may contain privileged information. Privilege is not waived if it has been sent to you in error, or if you are not the intended recipient.
Please immediately notify me and delete the email if you have received this in error.

From: Murramarang <murramarangchts@gmail.com = Sent:  Sun &/05/2018 8:16 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots §10-812 DP2475), Austral
Hi Natalie f
re

This is Murramarangs expression of interest to register for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.
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From: Thoorga Thoorga <thoorganura@gmail.com > Sent: Sun 6,/05/2018 8:27 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Cc
Subject: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andlots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots §10-812 DP2475], Austral
Hi MNatalie G2
Fs

This is Thoorga Nuras expression of interest to register for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.

Yarma Walaawarnie
Yours Truly
John Carriage

Chief Executive Officer
THOORGA NURA.

Address:

50B Hilltop Crescent,
Surfbeach, 2536, NSW

Email: thoorganura@gmail.com
Mobile: 0401641299

From: info@kavandel com.au

Sent: Tuesday, May 8, 2018 10:16:02 PM (UTC+00:00) Monrovia, Revkjavik
To: Kavandel office(@gmail com

Subject: Website Enquiry Email from kavandel com. au

Form details below.

First Name: Phillip Bonev

Email: Waarlan12(@outlook.com

Subject: Wailwan aboriginal digging group

Message: Thank vou for vour invitation to register for this project if selected 1ilook forward to working with vou again thank vou.
Phil Boney

From: Vicki Slater [mailto:vicki.slater@hotmail.com] @ Mext “#Previous
Sent: Thursday, 24 May 2018 10:56 AM

To: Matalie Stiles

Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots
810-812 DP2475), Austral

Hi Natalie, Kawul Cultural Services would like to register an interest for the above project. Regards Vicky Slater

Get Outlook for Android
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BUTUCAREBIN ABORIGINAL CORPORATION
PO Box E18, Emerton NSW 2770

28 Pringle Road, Hebersham NSW 2770

Ph: 9832 7167  Fax: 9832 7263

koori@ozemail.com.au
ABN:83 535742276

11t May, 2018
Dear Natalie,

I apologise forthe delaved response. There have been some technical issues with our
computers.

Ifit is still possible, Butucarbin Aboriginal Corporation wishes to register its interest to
participate in the Aboriginal community consultation for the redevelopment of St Anthony of
Padua School. We would prefer that our details are not released to the Deerubbin LALC. We

look forward to being involved in the process and appreciate the invitation to do so.

Yours Sincerely,

Jennifer Beale
CEO
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CLLTURAL
SERVICES

Bamaby Cultural Services
ABM: 65 112 720 796
& Macgibbon Pde,
Ol Erowal Bay M5W 2540
T: 0455 328 485
E: bamabyculturalservices@gmail.com

23/03r20138

The Project Manager

ci- Kayandel Archeaeological Services
PO Box 440

PICTOM MSW 2571

Re: Aboriginal Cultural Heritage - Austral

Bamaby Cultural Senvices would like to express aninterestto register for the Abornginal
cultural hentage project mentioned sbowve.

We hawve expenence in Cultural & Hentage works.
All stafftake prde in their work and are able to undensake sll aspects of the work.

Attached are ourlnsurances.

Looking forward to working with you.

“ours Truky,

Les Field



Yurrandaali
Cultural Services

The Project Manager

cl- Kayandel Archaeological Services
PO Box 440,

Picton, NSW 2571

Friday, 23rd March 2013

Re: Registration of Aboriginal cultural heritage project at Austral.

Yurrandaali Cultural Services (YCS)would like to register an expression of interestin the
Abariginal cultural hertage project at Austral.

We have experience in cultural & heritage maitenance and identification.
Cur site officers are fit and able to do cultural site surveys.

| have enclosed copies of my public liabilty and workers comp polides forvour records.

We look forward to warking with you.

Kind Regards
Bo Field
Manager

Yurrandaali Cultural Services
ABM: 52 618794 088

6 Macgibbon Pde,

2ld Erowal Bay MSW 2540
0457 546643
vurrandaali_cs@hotmail.com
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DARUG LAND
OBSERVATIONS PTY LTD
ABN 27 602 765 453

w
EMAIL: DARTGLANDOEBSERVATIONS@GMATL. COM
PO BEOX 2008 EENDALONG NSW 2530
_ MOEILE: 0413 887 278
2% April. 2018

YourERaf: 4201-2018

Lanes Svma

Kavandel Archasological Services
PO BOX 440

FICTON, NSW, 2371

Notification and istration of ALL Aborieinal Interests

EE: EEDEVELOPFMENT OF 5T ANTHONY OF PADUA CATHOLIC 3CHOOL,
123-163 TENTHAVENUE (LOT2DP 1232692 & LOTS 839-842 DP2475) and
140-17T0 ELEVENTHAVENUE (LOT 1 DPF 1232692 & LOT3 810-812DF 2473), AUSTRAL

Aboriginal Cultural Haritapz Assessment
Dizar Lancs,

Plzasa bz advised that Darug Land Observations Pt Ltd is seeking to be involved in anv and
all consultation mestings and fisldwork.

This office specialises in Aboriginal and community consultations, and has a membership that comprises of
Traditional owners from the area in quastion. Those retain strong storv, songlines, oral history and
continued contact.

Wea would also like to stats that we do not accapt or support any personor organisation that are NOT from
tha DARTIG MNation that comments regarding the said area.

Plzasez also be advised that this Aboriginal organisation does not do veluntesr work or attend unpaid
measatings. ] hopathat vou advise vour clisnt of this so that, “This Group’, will not be discriminatad against
and rafused paid fisldwork. DLO srata is 3440 half dav {lass than 4 howrs)and 3880 par dav (flat rats),
ineluding GST.

All correspondence should ba emailad to: damelandobservation s email com and any further consultation
during this project can be dirsctad to Anna O"Hara on mobila 0413 687 279,

Yours sincaraly,

et flitisen
Jamis Workman Unecle Gordon Workman
Darme Land Observations P Ltd Darug Elder

. _________________________________________________________________________________________________| 95



Ta Protect and Preserve Darug Places and Sites | To Promote and Educate the wider community about Darug Heritage and Culture

Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation
ICM:- 2734
PO Box 441
Blacktown, NSW, 2148
Ph | 02 9622 4081
Email: darug_tribal@live.com.au

Darug Research & Information Centre
71 seven Hills Rd South,

Seven Hills, NSW, 2147
Ph | Fax 02 2622 4081

Kayandel Archaeological Services
PO BOX 440
PICTON, NSW, 2571

RE: Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DPZ475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots §10-
812 DP2473), Austral

Dear Lance,

Thank you for the invitation to participate in the above-mentioned project.

The Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation, on behalf of our Members, do hereby request to be
included in all activities regarding this project, including any future correspondence there
from arising.

We can provide advisory, on site consulting, and other services as required. Our standard
rate is 5100 excluding GST per hour ($110 per hour including GST).

The Corporation is a Mot for Profit entity, and as such, all net income, following payment of
wages to archaeological workers, derived from our participation in the project, goes toward
supporting our Members and the functioning of the Corporation and its services.

Sincerely,

(Vo=

Corina Marino

Darug Tribal Aboriginal Corporation (ICN: 2734) f
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DARUG CUSTODIAN
ABDRIGINAL
CORPDRATION

PO BOM 31 WINDSDR 2754
PHOMNE: 0245775181 FaX- 0245775098
MDEILE: 0415770163 Leanne Watsan
04149627646 Justine Caoplin
EMAIL: mulzokimiEbizpond.com [ justinecoplin Soptusnet.comau

Attention: kayandel

Subject: redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School at 165-125 Tenth Avenue
[Lot 2 DP1232652 and Lots E42-E3% DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232652 and
Lots B10-E12 DP2475], Austral

Disar Matilis

Qur group is 3 non- profit organisation that has been active for over forty years inWestem
Sydney, we area Darug community group with over three hundred members. The main aim
in our constitution is the care of Darug sites, places, wildlife and to promote owr culture and
provide education on the Darug history.

The &ustral area is an area that our group has a vast knowledss of, we have worked and
Iived in for many years, this area s significant to the Darug people due to the connection of
sites and the continwed oocupation. Our group has been involeed in all previous
azzessments and works in this areaas a traditional owner Darug group for the past 40 ples

years,

Therefore we would like to register our interest for full concultation and involvement in the
abowe project area.

Please contact ws with all further enguiries on the above contacts.

Regards

Justine Coplin
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Eonircasmans J
Hesiage

183 Parigas Closa

Dooneide Z7ETH SW
ABN 71301 006 047

Darug Aboriginal LandCare
(Uncle Des Dyer)

Mataliz Stiles

Archasologist

Eavandel Archasology Sarvicas
FO Box 440

Picton 2371

MNEW

Re: 165-125 Tenth Avenue |, Austral

Dear Matalie,

Darug Aboriginal Land care/Uncle Des Oyer. Have no aobjections to the planned
development.

The Darug Aboriginal Land carewould like to register for this projectand be

consulted and take partin survey and test excavations. This project falls within
the Darug land.

We are Traditional Owner, our members have lived on Darug land for most of
theirlives and worked inthearea. We have responsibility to look afterthe plants,
creeks and rivers on Darug land. We have been doing Cultural Heritage
Assessments forover 20 year and still do today.

Dur members are family and havelived inthearea, we consult with them by Email
and phone.

We would liketo take partin any field survey and test excavations. Attend any
meetings.

We have over 20years experience and all cur works have White cards
Our preferred method of communication is by Email.

Our Site Officer Ricky Fields
Mobile 04029342572,
Email fields.n@outlook.com

For all Survey test excavation and salvage works please contact him for all
work matters.

please contact him
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We agree and understand you can give our contacted detailsto others.

The area is an important part of ouwr culture and valued by the community as most
of the peoplethat lived therewere Darug. We can provide cultural knowledge
during the survey.

Owr preferred option to receive the project information is by E-mail.

Thank you

Kind regards

Des Dyer. Manager.

Darug Elder

Email desmond4552{@hotmail.com
Mobile 0403350814
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APPENDIX XV. COMBINED STAGE 2/STAGE 3 DOCUMENT

Letters were issued to all Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) in Table 3 providing details in regards
to the project going forward. The letter below is an example of that which was sent to the RAPs

(refer to Table 3).

P.O. Box 440,
Picton NSW 2571

T. #61(0)2 4627 8622
F. +61(0)2 4605 0815

W. www.kayandel.com
Qur Ref: 4201-2018

Gandangara Local Abonginal Land Coundl
Ms Therese Malone
103 Mocre St
Liverpool MNSW 2170
|0th May 2018

Dear Ns Malcre,

RE: Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP12324%2 and Lots 810-812
DP2475), Austral
Stage 2 -Presentation of Infformation about the Proposed Project
and
Stage 3 - Gathering Information about Cultural Significance

Thonk you lor your regisfralion of interest in e Abonginal Cullural Herloge Assessmen! Repor!
[ACHAR) for the Redevelcpment of St Anthorny of Podua Cathdlic Schoot of 165125 Tenth Averwue
[Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lots B42-83% DP2475) ond 170-140 Eleventh |Lot | DP12326%2 and Lots 810812
CP2473), Austral, in the Liverpoct City Coundll Local Govemment Arec (Figure | ond Figure 2], Your
interest in 1he projects has been formally registered in occordonce with the Aborigingl Cultueol
Heritage Consuitotion Requirements for Proponents 2010 [DECCW, 2010a].

Below is the proposed methodology for the project which includes the methodolegy for a field
survey. This document also includes the methodoiogy for an archaeological test excavaton
progrom should archaeologically senstive lkandforms e identiled dunng the field survey, | woukd
like 1o invite you 1o review the methodology ond provide any cormenents you may have by the 7th
June 2018

Please nofe that Kayandel Archaeoiogical Services is the pnmary contact for the Proponent.
However, shoulkd you be unsatisfied with Koyardel's resporse fo oy concerns raised, the
oltermative contact for the Proponent is:

Eizabetn D'Clier

Senor Praect Monager

Pepper

Level 28 Chifiey Tower, 2 Chifiey Square
Sydney NSW, 2001

Project Background

Kayondel Archaeciogcol Services [KAS] hos been commissioned by Pepper on behalf of The
Caothoic Archdiocese of Sydnay (the Proponeni] 1o undertake a pedeston field survey, and if
required on completion of the survey, orchoeclegical subsurfoce Investigalon 1o prepare an
Abcrignal Cultural Herilage Assessment Report (CHAR) in relation to Aborignal hentage within 165
125 Tenih Avernue (Lot 2 DP1232492 ond Lots 842-83% DP2475) and 170-140 Elevenh (Lot |
DP1232492 and Lots B10-812 DP2475), Austral, MNEW.
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In May 201& Robinson Urban Planning PFTY LTD on behalf of the Proponent lodged a Development
Application (DA) (DA-465/201 6) for 140 Eleventh Averwe (Lots 811 & B12 DP 24735}, Austral for the:

>  Demoition;

> Site works;

* Lot comsolgahon; and,

* Corstruction of classsoom buildings for the pupose of an educational estabishment
(Primary Schoal] to cater for 300 students from kindergarten-year 6 and 20 staff.

In October 2016, KAS was engaged o underiake on Aboriginal Due Diligence assessment of 140
Eleventh Avenue in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of
Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales ([CECCW 2010b]) to address further information requested by
Liverpool City Council as part of assessing the DA.

Mo Aboriginal cbjects were denfified dunng the survey undertaken by KAS, and it was
recommended that the proposed developrment “as currently specified can proceed with caufion.
If Aboriginal objects are located, works must cease, and the Office of Envircnment and Heritage
must be nofified" (KAS, 2016).

DA2016/465 was granted approval on 25 Ociober 2016 by Liverpool City Council (Council) for the
construction and operation of ¢ prirmary schod with maxmum student populaton of 300 students.
An exsting resdence on site was converted o an administration and staff building, ond two
buldings have/are being construcied that provide spoce for seven class groups

DA2DI&/465 only related to Lot 811 and 812 and approved a maximum of 300 students
{kindergarten -year 4) and 20 staff.

The school currently has 105 students ervolied of which 45 are currently attending the scheol. The
followang provides o breakdown of enrolments in 2017 and 2018:

> 2017 45 kindergarteners
> 2018: 45 year one students, ond &0 kindergarteners

The proposed redevelopment of St Anthony of Poduo is classfied os o State Sigreficant
Development [SSD) on the basis that it falls within the requirements of clause 15 of Schedule | of
State Envkonmental Planning FPolicy (State and Regional Development| 2011 (SRD SEPP), being
‘development that has a capital investment value of more than $20 milion for the purpose of
alterations or addifions to an existing school'.

Secreiory’s Environmental Assessment Requiremenis (SEARS) for the proposed redevelopment were
issued in December 2017. The SEARs in regards to Aboriginal heritaoge are identified below:

* |dentify, describe and docurment the Aboriginal Cultural Herfage values that exist across
the whole area tihat will oe affected by the development, which may Include the need for
surface survey and test excavation, The identiiea of Aboriginal Cultural Hertage vaiues
shoulkd be guided by the Guide to invesfigating, assessing and reporfing on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage in NSW [DECC, 2011) and consultation with OEH Regicnal Officess.

* Where Aboriginal Cultural Hentage values are idenfified, consultation with Aborignal
people must be undertaken ond documented in accordonce with the Aboriginal Cultural
Heritoge Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 [DECCW, 2010a). The sgnificonce
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of cultural heritage values for Aboriginal people whe have a cultural assoaation with the
loand must be documented in the EIS.

» The EIS mwst demonstrate attempts io ovoid impact vupon cultural heritage values and
identify cny conservation cutcomes. Where impacts are unavoidoble, the EIS must outiine
measures proposed 1o mitigate impacls. Any objects recorded as part of the assessment
must be documented in the EIS. Please note the Due Dilgence assessment process is not
appropnate to address the requiremenits for Abonginal Cultural Heritage assessment.

The Proponent has engaged KAS to assist with the Abonginal heritage process in order to address
the SEARs, and prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report, and an Archaeologcal
Technical Report (if required), in accordance with current OEH guidelines. The report(s) will assess
the potential impact of the proposed Redevelopment of St Anthony of Podua Catholic School

The repcrt(s] will provide the necessary documentation 1o infoarm the preporation of the State
Sigrificant Development (SSD) application and an Envwronmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
propecsal, and/or assst in the preparation of an Abariginal Cultural Hentage Assessment Report o
suppcrt an Aborignal Heritage Impact Permit under Part & of the Naticnal Parks and Wildlife Act
1974 and will assist the Director General of OEH in considering that appication.

Proposed Assessment Methodology

KAS proposes to prepare an Aboriginal Cultural Hentage Assessment Report [ACHAR], and an
Archaeological Technical Report (if required), in occordance with the folliomng guidelines:

*  Guide to invastigating, Assessing and Reporting on Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in NSW [OEH

211);
*  Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (DECCW
2010a);
*» Code of Practice for Archoeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales
(DECCW 2010c].
Field Survey Methodology

The field survey Wil include the complete visual inspections throughout all readily accessble
portions of the Subject Area. Detfailed inspections will be camed out at the location of ground
surface exposures, which may contain sicne critefacts.

All mature trees will inspected for evdence of cultural modificafion; if ewdence of cultural
medification is identified the following information will be recorded:

* Typeoftree;
* Shape of the scar; and
Y Length, widih and depth,

The field survey will also identify whether on arcnaeologically senstive landformrs are present within
the Subject Area.
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Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

Upen completion of the field survey, an ACHAR will e prepared. The preparation of the ACHAR
willinclude the following tasks:

* Aborigincl community consultation;

*» Desktop research;

* Preparafion of the ACHAR will incorporate Aboariginal consultation and any cultural
information provded, assess potential impacts to Abcrignal heriage, and make
recommendaiions on any Abonginal herifage sites and/or objects that may be present
within the Subject Areg;

*  Summary of the results and discussion from the test excavation program (if archoeclogically
sersifive landforrrs are identified); ond,

> |If Aboriginal sites and/or objects are identified, submissiors of ste recerdings for registration
on OEH's Aborignal Heritage Information Management System [AHIMS) database

Archaeological Technical Report

If arcnaeologically sensitive lkendforms are identified dunng the field survey, and an archaeolcgical
test excavation program Is urdertaken, KAS will prepare an ATR. The preparation of fhe ATR will
indude the following fasks:

*  Detail the methodoiogy for the fest excavation;

* Discuss the Phase | resulls, ond provde discussion which will help to assess the
Archaeciogical Significance of the Identified Abenginal sites;

* Arficulate any management consderations or consiraints on development, based on
evidence of Aboriginal objects and levels of previous ground disturbance; and,

*  Provwde svitable mancgement considerations for the identified site(s).

Further detail regarding the archaeological test excavation is provided beslow. This component
would be undertaken in conjunction with representatives of the Registered Abonginal Parties [RAPS)
based on selective commercial engagements determined by the Proponent.

Archaeological Test Excavation Methodology

If archaeologically senative landforms are identified dunng the field survey, an erchaeoiogical test
excavation program will be undertaken.

Any archoeological test excavation progrom undertaken will be implemenied occording to
Requirements 16 and 17 of OEH's Code of Practice for Archceological Investigation of Aboriginal
Objects in NSW (DECCW, 2010b]. Refer to Attcchment 1 for a copy of the Aborgnal
Archaeological Test Excavation Methodology.

Depending of the results of the excavation proegram, an excavation of the wider Subject Area may
be warranted. If it isidentified that an excavation pregram should be undertaken across the wider
Subject Area, an amended test excavafion methodology will be provided fo the RAPs.
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Timeline

KAS proposes the following indicative imeframes for the project:

-~

Distibution of this document to Registered Aborignal Porfies: early-May 2018,

End of review period for the proposed methodology: early-June 2018

Field survey: ecrly to mid-June 2018

*  Distibution of the draft report to Regstered Aboriginal Parties for reew: ate June 2018.

KAS will notify RAPs of definite dates for fieldwork and document deivery as they become
availeble.

Information Sought

KAS would appreciate your feedback on the field survey methedology (above) and the attached
Abariginal Archoecikogical Test Excavation Methodclegy.

In retuming your answers, plecse consider and include the following where appropnate:

>

Any protocols that you would like adopted during the project;

identificaton of ary Abonginal objects of cultural significance and/or importance that
you are aware of within the activity areas, and how you wish them to be dealt with
dunng the project;

Identificafion of ony ploces of cultural significance and/or impertance that you are
aware of within the activity areas, and how you wish them to be dealt with dunng the
project;

¥ Guidance on the protocols, sensifivity, use and/or distribution of any cultural information
that you provde KAS; and,

Whether you require any further information prior to KAS proceeding with the project.

>

Itis important that you undersiand that KAS will compile and forward informaiion for review by the
proponent, bul we do not dedde who will be involved in field work in ary paid capacity.

If you would ke 1o offer 1o provide field staff 1o particpote in field investigotions, please provide
the informationin the table below,

However, 10 avoid discppointment please note thatl few offers for fieldwork involvernent will be
taken up as reqgurements are Imited ond there may be ¢ large number of RAPs. Any dedison to
engage RAPs for paid serdces will be based on local connection, relevant expenence and cost in
consultation with the proponent. Any cecisicns are of a commercial nature separcted from the
process of consultation regarding cultural values and Abonginal cultural heritage mancgement
outcomes. Any RAPs that use aggressve factics o secure paid fieldwork will not be engaged.

tn
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Are you offenng fielawork seruces?
(yes/'no)

(Hote: Wi the imted scope of the
ousessment and the Hkely number of
RAPS, @ very imted rurriber of these
I offers will be 1o

Wi a worker be covered by Worker's
Compersaton ard Uabikty
nsurcnoe?

(Cerificates of currency will be
requasted if on offer to provide poid
fiskdworker is Jcken up)

What is your daily rase?

(Note: The proponent may et o
fixed offer)

I'we have nol worked logeiher
before, you may ke 1osuggest a
corssiont archaeoicgist who con
provde g reference

If you have any questions about ary aspect of this letter, please contact me on (02) 4627 8622

Yours sinceretly,

Lance Syme

Prnncipal

B Arts [Arch/Palaeo), Grad Dip (Hertcge Conservation)

Full Member Intematicnal Councll on Monuments and Sites |M.ICOMOS)

Expert Member Intfemational Cormmitiee on Archaeolcgical Heritage Managerment
Registered Culiural Hertage Advisor

References

DECCW 2010¢, Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consulfafion Requirements for Proponents, Department
of Erwvircnment, Cimate Change and Water NSW, Sydney South, Apnl 2010.

DECCW, 2010b, Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Profection of Abariginal Objects in New
South Wales. Departrment of Emdronment, Cimate Cnange and Water, Sydney South

KAS, 2016, Aboriginal Archaeocloglcal Due Difigence Assessment 140 Eleventh Ave [Lots 81 ) and 812
DF2475], Austral. Prepared for Munns Sty Moore Architects
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ABORIGINAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL TEST EXCAVATION

METHODOLOGY
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Proposed Redevelopment of

St Anthony of Padua Catholic School

125-165 Tenth Avenue

(Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lots 842-839 DP2475) and,
170-140 Eleventh

(Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475),
Austral, Liverpool City Council LGA, NSW

15C Methodology

Prepared for Pepper on behalf of The Catholic Archdiocese of Sydney
May 2018
Lance Syme and Natalie Stiles

KAY ANDEL

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICES

W 024627 8622
& 0245627 8433

‘D Info@kayandel.com.au
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® 2018 Kayandel Archaecicgical Servces

This document is and shall remain the property of Kayandel. The document may only be used for
the purposes for which it was commissioned and in accordance with the Terrre of Engagement for
the commission. Unauthonsed use of this document inany form whatsoever is pronibited.
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Kayaondel Archoeological Senices (KAS] has been commissioned by Pepper on behalf of The
Caotholc Archdiocese of Sydney (the Proponent) to underiake a pedestnan fiekd survey, ond
archaeclogical subsurfaoce invesiigation if archaeciogically sensifive landforms are identified during
the survey, to prepare an Aboriginal Culiural Heritoge Assessment Report (CHAR] in refation fo
Aboriginal heritage within 125165 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 and Lots 842837 DP2475) ond
170-140 Eleventn (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots BI0-812 DP2475), Austral, NSW in accordance with
Requirement 15 of the Code of Practice for Archaeclogical invesfigatfion of Abariginal Objects in
New South Wales (DECCW 2010q).

This notificafion oddresses the matters set out in Requirement 15C of the Code of Practice for
Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010a].

The arec cutined inred in Figure | is the Subject Area for the purpose of this investigation.

In May 2016 Robinson Urban Plorning PTY LTD on behalf of the Proponent lodged a Development
Application (DA) (DA-465/201 6) for 140 Eleventh Averwe [Lots 811 & B12 DP 2475}, Austral for the:

* Demoiticn;

*  Site works;

* Lot comsclaation; and,

*  Corstfruction of classroom buikdings for the pupose of an sducotional estabishment
(Primary Schodl] to coter for 300 students from kindergarten-yeor 6 and 20 staff.

In October 2016, KAS wos engaged to undertacke an Aborigna! Due Diligence assessment of 140
Eleventh Avenue in accordance with the Due Diigence Code of Practice for the Protection of
Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010b) to address further informaton requested by
Liverpool City Council as part of assessing the DA.

No Aboriginal cbjects were identified during the survey undericken by KAS, and it was
recommended that the proposed development “as currently specified can proceed with caufion.
If Aboriginal objects are focated, works must cease, and fhe Office of Environment and Heritage
must be nofified" (KAS, 2016).

DA2016/465 was granted approval on 25 October 2014 by Liverpool City Council (Council) for the
consiruction and operation of o primary schedl with maxinmum student population of 300 students,
An exsting resdence on site was converied to an administration and steff bulding, and twe
buldings have/are being constructed that provide space for seven class groups.

DA2D16/465 only reloted to Lot Bl1 and 812 and approved a maximum of 300 students
(kindergarten -year 6) and 20 staff.

Secretary’s Erwironmental Assessment Requirerments (SEARS) for the proposed redevelopment were
issved in December 2017. The SEARS in regards to Abonginal hentage are identified below:

* Identify, describe ond document the Aboriginal Cultural Hentage values that exist across
the whole area fhat will be affected by the development, which may include the need for
surfoce survey and test excavation. The identiied of Abcngnal Cultural Heritage values
should be guided by the Guide to investigating, assessing and reporfing on Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage in NSW (DECC, 2011) and consultation with CEH Regicnal Officers.
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* Where Aboriginal Cullural Hertage volues are identfied, consultation with Aborignal
people must be undertaken and decumented in accordance with the Aboriginal Cultural
Heritoge Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 [DECCW, 2010a). The sgnificance
of cultural heritage valves for Aboriginal people who have g cultural assodation with the
land must be documented in the EIS,

> The EIS must demonstrate attempts o avoid impact upon cultural herifage values and
identify any conservation cutcomes. Where impacts are unavaedable, the EIS must outine
measures proposed to mifigate impacts. Any objects recorded as part of the assessment
must be documented In the EIS. Please note the Due Dilgence assessment process 15 not
oppropnate to address the requirements for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage assessment.

The Proponent has engaged KAS to ossist with the Abonginal hesitcge process, ond prepare an
Aboriginal Cultural Hentage Assessment Report, and an Archaeologicaol Technical Report [if
required), in cccordance with current OEH guidelnes. The report(s) will assess the potential impac!
of the proposed redeveiopment of St Antheny of Padua Catholic Scheol.

tion of r t @x 1i Al !
Subject Area: 125-165 Tenth Averwe (Lot 2 DPI232692 and Lots 842-83% DP2475 ond 170-140

Eleventh (Lot | DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Austral
Grid Reference: GDA 297405 6243323 Zone 56.

Location: The Subject Area comprises of Lots | & 2 DP1232692, ond Lots 810812, ond 842-839
DP2475, bounded by Eleventn Avenue to the nortn, Tenth Avenue to the south, Edrmondson Road
to the sast, and Fourth Avenue to the west, within the Liverpool City Council (LCC) Locai
Govemnment Area (LGA). The Subject Area covers approximately 10.92 nectares (see Figure | and
Figure 2},

Name: Lance Syme (BA, CGrad. Dip. [Hefitage Cons.), MICOMOS)
Pasition: Pincpal Archaeologis!

Compaony: Kayondel

Address: PO Box 440, Picton 2571.

Phone: 02 4627 8622

Email: lance.syme@kayandel.comau

Name: Lance Syme (BA, Grad. Dip. [Heritage Cons.), MICOMOS)
Position: Pancpal Archaeologist

Company: Kayandel

Address: PO Box 440, Picton 2571.

Phone: 02 4627 8622

Email: ksncesyme@koyandel.com.au

Anticipated dates: Weorks will not commence pricr o the completion of the field survey.

The date for any test excavation progrom will be subject o agreement between Koyandel and the
RAP’s involved in the fieldwork.

Should fhe results of the Phase | test excavation tigger ihe next phose of subsurface investigation,
the RAPs will be notified 1 week prior to the commence of the fieldwork.
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Tempoerary storage location: 37 Cherry Road, Lakesiand, MNSW 2571,
Acopy of the sampling strateqy is gttgched,
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Figure 2: Subject Area
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Propoted Redeveloprment of St Anghany of Padua Cathoic School, 125 185 Tenth Avenue and, 170140

eliodol

PROPOSED RE-DEVELOPMENT OF STANTHONY OF PADUA CATHOLIC SCHOOL TEST EXCAVATION
SAMPLING STRATEGY

Rationale: In October 2016, KAS was engaged to undertake an Abonginal Due Dilgence
cssessment of 140 Elevenih Avenve in accordance with the Due Diligence Code of Practice for the
Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (DECCW 2010b} fo address further infermation
requested by Liverpool City Counal as part of assessing the DA,

No Aboriginal cojects were identified during 'he survey undertaken by KAS, and It wos
recommended that the proposed development “as currently specified can proceed with caution,
If Aborlginal objecfs are located, works must cease, and the Office of Environment and Heritage
must be nofified" (KAS, 2016).

In order 1o address the SEARs in relation to Aborginal heritage, KAS proposes to underiake a field
survey of the Subject Area, During which any archaeclkogically sersifive kandforms are present
within the Subject Area will be identified.

If archaeologically sensitive landforrrs are identified dunng the field survey on archaeclogical test
excovation program is undertaken,

The test excavation program (s propesed to be undertaken across any archaediogically sensitive
landforms that are identified during the field survey; nowever, depending of the resulis of the
excavation program, an excavation of the wider Subject Area may be warranted.

The Proponent has engaged KAS to assst with the Aboriginal hertage process in order to address
the relevant SEARs, and prepare an Abonginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report, and an
Archaeological Technical Report (if required), in accordance with current OEH guidelnes.

The repeort(s) will provide the necessary documentation to inform the preparation of the State
Sigrificant Development (SSB} application and an Enwonmenial Impact Statement (EIS) for the
proposal, ond/or assst in the preparation of an Abonginal Cultural Hentage Assessment Report to
suppeort an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit under Part é of fne Naticnal Parks and Wildlife Act
1974 and will assist the Director General of OEH in considering that applcation.

Puwrpaose of the test excavatfion: The purpose of the test excavafion would be o collect infermation
about the noture and extent of sub-surface Abonginal objects, based on o sample derived from
sub-surfoce Investigatiors. The ifest excavafions would contribute an understoanding of site
characteristics, local and regional prehistory and they con be used 1o inform conservation and
harm mitigation measures for the proposed redevelopment (DECCW 20100:24).

Risk of harm: Any archaeciogically sersifive kandforrms that are present within the Subject Area are
at risk of harm from future development works assocated with the redevelopment (i.e. bulk
earthworks, construction of buildings, and associated infrastruciure).
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Areas of low potential [as relevant): Any subsurface investigation will be restricted 1o the Subject
Area (see Figure 2}, and confirmation of areas of low potential is not relevant |beyona the scope of
the study bref).

Comply with methods described in the archaeological Code of Practice: The test excavation
woulkd comply with the methods described in the Code.

Sampling to occuwr wifthin the area of proposed impact. The entire Subject Area would be affected
by any future development works associoted with the rezoning ond any Abongnal objects ond
crchaoeciogically sendtive landscapes withn this area would probably be harmed by the works
(see Figure 3).

Personnel: Test excavations will be carried out by perscnnel from Kayandel, together with members
of ihe local Aboriginal community identified during the consuliation process.

Code of Practice (DECCW, 2010a) Requirements
The test excovations would be conducted in accordance with Requirement 16a of the Code of
Pracfice (DECCW 2010a}.

. Test units will be ploced on G systermatic gnd, with spacing at Smintervals. Test urils may be
more closely spaced, to clanfy the spatial distribution of objects. Test units may be off-set
from the Sm grid to avoid obstacies as necessary .

Test unifs would be separated by at least 5m,
Test units will be excavated using hand toolks only.
Test units will be excavated in 0cm x S0cm squares.

(O S AR

Test unifts may be combined and excavated as necessary to understand site characteristics,
however.

a. The maxnmum continuous surface area of a combination of test units will not be
greater than 3me;

. The maxmum surface area of all test units will be less than 0.5% of the ste being
investigated.

&, The first test unit will be excavated and documented in 5cm spifs. Bosed on the results of
the first test unit, 10cm spits o sediment profile/stratigraphic excavation (whichever is
smaller] may then be implemented.

7. Al motenal excovoted from the test units will be sieved using o 5mm cperture wire-mesh
seve, A smaller mesh may also be used. Wet sieving will be used if possible.

8. Test units wil be excavated 10 at least the base of the identified Aberiginal object-bearing
units, and will continue to confirm the soils below are culiurally sterile. However, excavation
will cease iffwhen B-horizon clays, rock or other impenetrable loyer is reached, even if
objects cccur direcily on this layer,

?.. There isno pont 10N requrement 1éa of the Code.

10. Photographic ond scole-drown records of the stratigraphy/scil profile, fectures ond
infermative Abcriginal objects will be made for each test unit or combined units.

11. Test units will be backfilled as socon os practicable.

12. An Aboriginal Site Impact Recording form will be completed and submitted to the AHIMS
Registrar as soon as practicabie affer tne test excavation (DECCW 20100:26-27).
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Proposed Test Excavation Method

If an archaeological test excavation is necessary, the investigation is proposed to be undertakenin
3 phases, with the design of each subsequent Prase being determined by the results of the earier
Phase(s}.

Phase |: Investigatons would involve the excavation of test pits at intervals of 20m along
each transect, with each frarsect 20m. KAS proposes that infield consulicfion would be
undertaken with the RAPs to Identify test pits that have ¢ moderate to high potential of containing
intact archaeolegical deposits.

Phase 2 Investigations would involve the excovation of cddifional fest piis ot a distance of
10m from Phase 1 Test Pits, where high frequenaes of Aboriginal cultural rmaterial were identified. IF
no Abeoriginal cultural material was identified the test excavation weould cease at Phase 1.

Phase 3 Investigaiions weould involve the extension of previous test pits that contained high
frequency of Abcriginal objects count.

The test excavation program is propesed to be undertaken across any archaecicgically sensitive
landforms that cre identified during the field survey; nowever, depending of the resulis of the
excavation program, an excavaiion of the wider Subject Area may be warranted, If it is identified
that an excavation program shouid be undertaken across the wider Subject Areg, an omended
test excovation methodology will be provided to the RAPs.

Objects recovered during the test excavation = Requirements 16b, 19 and 26
Any Abecriginal opjects will be managed in accordance with Requirements 16b, 19 and 26.

Temporary storage: Any objects recovered dunng the test excavation will be temporanly removed
from the ste, to the offices of Kayandel at 37 Cherry Road, Lakeskand NSW 2571. Once there, they
will be cleaned, identfified, and recarded by, or under the supendson of, lithc specialsts (Lance
Syme and Natake Stiles).

Reburial: Any objects recovered during the test excavation will be reburied as per Requirement 16b
and 26, pending ary agreement reached as to the long-term management of the objects. Before
any obyects are rebuwried, consullation will tcke place with members of the local Abornginal
community as to the preferred locafion of both a temporary ond long-term 'keeping place'. The
wishes of the community will be respecied. Any reburial location will be subject to procedures to
ensure that it Is not harmed. When objects are rebuned, the location of the reburial will be
submitted to AHIMS with a ste update record card (DECCW 2010a:27). If rebuned,

e The collection will be ploced in a suitable impervious and permanent container arnd
labelled.

e Areccrd of the final location of the collection will be made, including gnd co-crdinates, site
plkon (or mud map), depth of bunal, and photographic record of the disposifion, This record
will be submitted fo AHIMS with a site update cord.

Attribute recording: Recording of any objects will include the atfributes listed on the AHIMS Artefact
Recording Table, in accordance with Requirerment 19,

e A calalogue of objects will be made.

¢ Diagnostic artefacts will be photographed and drawn.

e Al objects will be bagged in appropriate and identifiable units, which caon be cross-
referenced 1o the catalegue.
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Objects will be sicred in good quaity, double-bagged plasfic zip-lock bags.

The bags will be extermally labelled vsing a permanent marker and an independent lobel
onrobust material (e.g. tyvex] will be placed inside the bag.
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Cessation of test excavation - Requirement 17
Test excavation will cease if any of the items detailed below are identified.

Suspected human remains are encounterea;

Culturally sterile ceposits;

Clay:

Rock base;

Locally or regicnally high density of objects;

Presence ofrare or representafive objects;

Presence of locally or regionally sgnificant deposifs; and/or,

Ercugh information has been recovered to adequately choracternse the objects present
with regard fo their nature and significance

LI N L I D D

References

DECCW, 210a, Code of Praoctice for Archaeological investigafion of Aboriginal Objects in New
South Wales, Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water MNSW, Sydney Souih.

DECCW, 210b, Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New
South Wales. Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water, Sydney South

KAS, 2016, Aboriginal Archaeokgical Due Difigence Assessment 140 Eleventh Ave (Lots 811 and 8)2
DP24735), Austral, Prepared for Murnrs Sly Moore Architects

. _________________________________________________________________________________________________| 120



Darug Aboriginal Land care
Unela Dias Dhvar 18 a Perigee Close

Doonzide

NEW 2767

ABN 71301 0046 047

Matalie Stiles

Archaeologist

Eavandel Archaeclogical Services
PO Box440

Picton 2371

NEW

Ee: Tenth Avenue & Eleventh Avenue Aunstral .
Dear, Matalie,

The Damg Abonginal Land care/ Uncle Des Dyer, hasno objections to the planned
development.

We haveread your report and agree with the recommendations, Methodology and test
excavation, salvage in yourreport.

We ask that while the developmentis in progressif any Artefacts are uncovered that
work stops until the Artefacts can be moved.

we ask that all artefacts be reburied on site out of harm's way, that any rockcravens,
and scared tree be preserved, were possible, and be recorded.

Or Artefacts are put in the local museum, or displayedin the foyer of new building
with signage onwhere they came from

The Darug Aboriginal Land care have and always will holds allland specific social,
spiritual and have a responsibility to look after the plants , animals creeks riverson
Darug land has cultural values to our organisation.

We are Traditional Owner, our membershave lived on Damug land formeost of their lives
and workedm the area. We have been domg Cultural Hentage Assessments for over 20
wears and still do today.

E.espectfully yvours,

Uncle Des Dyer

Darmig Elder

Damg Aboniginal Land Care
Mobile 0408 360 214
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From: lity carroll <didgengunawaldan @yahoo.com.au> Sent: Thu 24/05/2018 12:19 PM

To: Matalie Stiles

e

Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots §42-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475), Aus
hi Natalie, E

DMNC agrees to all propoals within the study area of the redevelopment of Padua Catholic school

kind regards
Paul Boyd & Lilly Carroll
Directors DNC

Fri 11/05/2018 12:23 PM

BF Bo Field <yurrandaali_cs@hotmail.com>
Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475),

To Natalie Stiles

Cc  Lance Syme

Att: Lance

Yurrandaali Cultural Services supports the methodology for this project.
| have also attached the form for fieldwork services.
I look forward to working with you.

Regards
Bo
YCS
Fri 11/03/2018 12:20 PM
LF lee field <barrabyculturalservices@gmail.com>

Re: Kayandel Heritage Project at 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232692 andLots 842-839 DP2475) and 170-140 Eleventh (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lots 810-812 DP2475),

To  Matalie Stiles

¢ Lance Syme

Dear Lance,
Barraby Cultural services supports the methodology for this project.
Please see the attached letter in regards to field work.

Regards
Lee



DARUG CUSTODIAMN
ABORIGINAL
CORPORATION

PO BOX 31 WINDSOR 2756
PHOME: 0245775181 FAX: 0245775058
MOBILE: 0415770163 Laznne Watson
0414962765 lustine Coplin
ERMAIL: mulzgokiwi@bigpond.com / justinecoplin@optusnet.com.au

Attention: kayandel
Subject: 125-165 Tenth Avenue and 170-140 Eleventh
Dear Natalie

Cur group is @ non- profit organisation that has been active for over forty years in Western
Sydney, we are a Darug community groug with over three hundrad members. The main aim
in our constitution is the care of Darug sites, places, wildlife and to promote our culture and
provide education on the Darug history.

COur group promotes Darug Culture and works on numerous projects that are culturally
based as a proud and diverse group. It has been discussed by our group and with many
consultants and researches that our history is generic and is usually from an early colonists
perspective or solely based on archaeology and sites. These histories are adequate but they
lack the people’s stories and parts of important events and connections of the Darug people
and also other Aboriginal people that now call this area home and have done so for
numerous generations.

This area is significant to the Darug people due to the evidence of continued ocoupation,
within close proximity to this project site there is a complex of significant sites.

Landscapes and landforms are significant to us for the information that they hold and the
connection to Darug people. Aboriginal people [Darug) had a complex lifestyle that was
based on respect and belonging to the land, all aspects of life and survival did not impact on
the land but helped to care for and conserve land and the sustenance that the land
provided. As Darug people moved through the land there were no impacts left, although
there was evidence of movement and lifestyle, the people moved through areas with
knowledge of their areas



and followed signs that were left in the landscape. Darug people knew which areas were not
to be enterad and respected the areas that were sacred.

Knowledge of culture, lifestyle and lore have been part of Darug people’s lives for thousands
of years, this was passed down to the next generations and this started with birth and
continued for a lifetime. Darug people spent a lifetime learning and as peogle grew older
they passed through stages of knowledge, elders became elders with the learning of stages
of knowledge not by their age, being an elder is part of the kinship system this was a very
complicated system based on respect.

Darug sites are all connected, our country has @ complex of sites that hold cur heritage and
past history, evidence of the Darug lifestyle and occupation are all acress our country, due
to the rapid development of Sydney many of our sites have been destroyed, our sites are
thousands of years old and within the short period of time that Australia has been
developed pre contact our sites have disappeared.

The Abariginal culturol heritage conswitotion requirements for propaonents Section 4.1.8 refers
to “Aboriginal organisations representing Aboriginzgl people who hold cultural knowledge".
Recent consultation meetings have revealed that many of these Aboriginal organisations and
individuals do not hold cultural knowledge of the Western Sydney area. The increasing
involvement of such parties in cultural heritage management means that genuine local
Aboriginal organisations are unable to properly care for our cultural heritage.

Many &boriginal organisations listed in the OEH response letter do not contribute to the
Aboriginal community of Western Sydney. Individuals listed in the OEH response letter do not
represent the community and while they may be consulted with, should not be employed for
their own personal financial benefit.

Our organisation is committed to providing benefits back to our local Aboriginal community
through such measures as funding the local Aboriginal juniors’ touch football team, painting
classas for the local children and donating money to various charities. Employment in cultural
heritage activities is source of income that organisations such as ours can use to contribute
to beneficial activities and support within the community.

Darug custodian Aboriginal Corporation’s site officers have knowledge of Darug land, Darug
Culture, Oral histories, landforms, sites, Darug history, wildlife, flora and legislative
reguirements. We have worked with consultants and developers for many years in Westarn
Sydney (Darug Land) for conservation, site  works, developments and
interpretation/education strategie

Darug Custodian Aboriginal Corporation have received and reviewead the report for 125-165
Tenth Avenue and 170-140 Eleventh
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We support the recommendations set out in this report.
Please contact us with all further enquiries on the above contacts.

Regards

Justine Coplin
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APPENDIX XVII. RAP COMMENTS - ACHAR

GANDANGARA
Local Aboriginal Land Council
2T76/2018
To Matalie Stikes GLALC ref Tenth Avenue

Kayandel Archaeologicsl Senvices
PO Box 440, Picton MEW 2571

RE: Due Diligence Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Survey 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
DP1232692 and Lots £42-820 DP2475)and 170-140 Eleventh Avenue (Lot 1 DP1232652 and
Lots B10-812 DP24T5), Austral NSW.

On the 8th June 2018 Gandangera LALC representative, Bamy Gunther paricipated on an
Archaeological cultural herntage survey at 125-165 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2 DP1232682 and Lots 842-
839 DP2475)and 170-140 Eleventh Avenue (Lot 1 DP1232692 and Lotz 810-812 DP2475),
Austral H5W to assessthe likely hood of hamn to known and unknown Abonginal objects that may
be presentwithin the proposed study aresa.

It was evident that the study area was previously highly disturbed by pastdevelopments including
pastend present farming sctivities.

Dwring the surwvey no Abonginal objects were found within the study area. In sddition no areas with
the potential (PADSs) to contain Aboriginal objects were identified |

Recommendations:

» HKaysndel Archaeological Hentage Services to provide GLALC s copy of the final Due
Diligence Archaeological cultural herntage report for GLAC record keeping.

#+ |f the proposed study area changes please contact the GLALC forfurther consultation.
# Ensure proponent hasan Unexpected Finds Procedure during construction activities.

Regards

Barmy Gunther
103 Moore Street, Liverpool 2170 | PO Box 1038, Liverpool Business Centre 1871
Phone: [02) 9602 5280, Fax: (02) 9602 2741, Email: admin@sasl.org.a
ABM 59 476 B58 149

Fagelof a4
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From: Barry Gunther <BGunther@glalc.org.au>= Sent: Wed 11,/07/2018 10:37 AM
To: Matalie Stles
Cc Theresa Malone
Subject: RE: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
icx)
Hi Natalie, El

Thanks for the draft CHAR.

As GLALC participated in the field survey and there is no impacts to known Aboriginal objects or places | have these comments
regarding this report:

* Would of liked to see GLALCs survey report included (I know there is a space allotted for it) however to see it gives me
more certainty that the GLALCS comments and recommendations have been captured and documented in this report.

* | noticed that the report alludes to the process of stop work etc if Aboriginal heritage is found during construction
however for any Aboriginal objects or places including skeletal remains that may be unearthed during construction the
proponents must have an Unexpected Finds Procedure and | could not see this mentioned in the report.

Happy to discuss.
regards
Barry

GLALC Cultural Heritage and Land Management Officer
103 Moore Street Liverpool NSW 2150

Ph: 9602 5280

Fax: 9602 2741

Email: BGunther@GLALC.org.au




DARUGLAND
OBSERVATIONSPTY LTD
ABN 27 602 765 453

EMATL: DARUGLANDOESERVATIONZZGMATL. COM
PO BOX 2008 BENDALONGNSW 27461
MOEILE: 013 657 279

3% August, 2018

Matalie Stiles

Eayandal Archzeclogical Services
PO Box 440

PICTON NEW 2371

Diear Natalie,

RE: REDEVELOPMENT OF ST ANTHONY OF PADUA CATHOLIC
SCHOOL, 165-125 TENTHAVENUE & 170-140 ELEVENTHAVENUE,
AUSTRAL,NSW

Aborigmal Cultursl Heritage Assessment

Damg Land Observations Pty Ltd has reviewed the draft Aboriging]l Culturz] Heritage
Aszsessment, and supports the methedolegy for the propoesed redevelopment of 5t
Anthony of Paduz Cztholic Scheol for staged developments for educationzl buiddmgs
and assoctated facilities ncluding 2 church, trzde raming centre, multi-purposs hall,
child care centre, library, mdoeor and outdeor sports facilities at Lot 2 DP 1232692
and Lots 842-330DPF 2475, Imown 25 163-123 Tenth Avenne and Lot 1 DP 1232692
and Lotz 810-812DP 2473 known as 170-140 Eleventh Avenus m Austral.

Furthermore, we would be mvelved in the monitoring of the topsed removal, and'or

other forms of wotks to be carriad out on the sit=.

Tours sincerely,

Jamiz Workman Uncle Gordon Wotkman
Darug Land Observations Pty Ltd Darug Elder
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From: Murramarang <murramarangchts @gmail.com > Sent: Tue 17/07/2018 12:35 PM
To Matalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
Hi Natalie, N
This is Murramarangs support for the Draft ACHA for the above project.
We wish to be kept informed of any further developments and all correspondence should be sent to this email address. Thankvou
From: Goobah <goobahchts @gmail. com > Sent: Tue17/07/2018 12:59 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Cc
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
. . i)
Hi Natalie, N
This is Goobahs support for the Draft ACHA for the above project. A
We wish to be kept informed of any further developments and all correspondence should be sent to this email address. Thankyou
From: Cullendulla <cullendullachts @gmail. com > Sent: Tue 17/07/2018 12:59 PM
To: Natalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
. . iy
Hi Natalie, -
This is Cullendullas support for the Draft ACHA for the above project. 1
We wish to be kept informed of anv further developments and all correspondence should be sent to this email address. Thankyou
From: Biamanga <biamangachts @gmail.com > Sent: Tue 17/07/2018 12:58 PM
To: Matalie Stiles
Co
Subject: Re: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
. . iz
Hi Natalie, -

This is Biamangas support for the Draft ACHA for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments and all correspondence should be sent to this email address. Thankyou

El

Sun 22/07/2018 7244 PM

DD  desmond dyer <desmond4552@hotmail.com>

Re: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2
To Matalie Stiles
o\"ou forwarded this message on 23/07/2018 10:59 AM,

Hi Natalie,
The Darug Aboriginal Land care agree with your recommendations and Methodology
in your report

kind regards
Des
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Wed 18/07/2018 3:25 PM

R John Reilly <jmreilly228@gmail.com>
Redevelopment 5t Anthony-Austral

Te Matalie Stiles
ﬂ‘rou forwarded this message on 18/07/2018 412 PM.

Thank you for your email.

We agree with the methodology and support your recommendations for the project. Look forward to work with the team in
the future.

Cheers John dtac

Wed 11/07/2018 6:33 PM
G Gulaga <gulagachts@gmail.com>
Re: Kayandel Heritage Project - Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue (Lot 2

To  Matalie Stiles

Hi Natalie
Gulaga support the draft ACHA report for the above project.

We wish to be kept informed of any further developments thankyou.

Kind Regards

Wendy Smith

Cultural Heritage Officer
Gulaga

0401 808 988
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DARUG CUSTODIAN
ABORIGINAL
CORPORATION

PO BOX 21 WINDSOR 2758
PHOME: 0245775181 FAX: 0245775038
IMOBILE: 0415770163 Leanne
0414352766 Justine
EMAIL: mulgokiwi@bigpond.com / Justinecoplin@optusnet.com.au

Attention: Kayandel
Subject: Redevelopment of 5t Anthony of Padua Catholic School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue
Dear Natalie

We hawve received the draft report for Redevelopment of 5t Anthomy of Padua Catholic
School of 165-125 Tenth Avenue, We would like to add that our sites are a complex and not
all separate sites and recommend that the connections are interpreted throughout the
project. Information gathered during these projects is of high significance, once our sites are
gone there is no other evidence of the sites or connections.

Darug people stayed in this area to present times, the oral histories of this area support the
families staying here for thousands of years.

Within this document the amount of groups for consultation is high with many groups not
from this area, we do not support personal profit groups and also do not support any input
that they have into the recommendations. Apart from the amount of people consulted we
support the summery report. Please contact us with all further enguiries on the above
contacts.

Regards

Justine Coplin
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APPENDIX XVIil. AHIMS RESULTS

The locations and details of Aboriginal sites are considered culturally sensitive information. It is
recommended that this information, including the AHIMS data and GIS imagery, is removed from
this ASR if it is to enter the public domain.

* il AR AHIMS Web Services (AWS)
NSW | & Heritage Search Result Purchase Order/Reference : Eighth_Ave
Client Service 1D : 321678
Kayandel Archaeological Services Date: 11 January 2018

PO Box 440 15 Henry Street
Picton New South Wales 2571

Attention: Lance Syme
Email: lance.syme@kayandel.com.au

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.

Zngae !

A P e

A search of the Office of the Environment and Heritage AHIMS Web Services (Aboriginal Heritage Information
Management System) has shown that:

7')IAborlginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.
olAborlulmll places have been declared in or near the above location, *
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If your search shows Aboriginal sites or places what should you do?

» Youmust do an extensive search if AHIMS has shown that there are Aboriginal sites or places recorded in the
search area.

o Ifyou are checking AHIMS as a part of your due diligence, refer to the next steps of the Due Diligence Code of
practice.

» Youcan get further information about Aboriginal places by looking at the gazettal notice that declared it.
Aboriginal places gazetted after 2001 are available on the NSW Government Gazette
(http:/ fweww.nsw.gov.an fgazette) website. Gazettal notices published prior to 2001 can be obtained from
Office of Environment and Heritage's Aboriginal Heritage Information Unit upon request

Important information about your AHIMS search

o The information derived from the AHIMS search is only to be used for the purpose for which it was requested
It is not be made available to the public.

* AHIMS records information about Aboriginal sites that have been provided to Office of Environment and
Heritage and Aboriginal places that have been declared by the Minister;

# Information recorded on AHIMS may vary in its accuracy and may not be up to date .Location details are
recorded as grid references and It is important to note that there may be ervors or omissions in these
recordings,

o Some parts of New South Wales have not been investigated in detail and there may be fewer records of
Aboriginal sites in those areas. These areas may contain Aboriginal sites which are not recorded on AHIMS,

o Aboriginal objects are protected under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 even if they are not recorded
as asite on AHIMS.
# This search can form part of your due diligence and remains valid for 12 months.

3 Marist Place, Parrsnatia NSW 2150 ABN 30841 387271
Locked Bag 5020 Parramatta NSW 2220 Email: ahims@envrcaument nsw. gov. s
Tel: (02) 9385 6380 Fax: (02) 9873 8599 Web: www environument nsw. gov.a
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AWk |g",,,*°,;,::_, AHIMS Web Services (AWS) el i R
NSW |&Heritage Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 321678

SitelD SileName Datum  Zene Eastine  Noohine Coplext Site Status SileFeatures SiteTynes Beports

45-5-3300 LIF-1 AGD 56 296817 6240125 Open site Valid Artelact - 102442

\ Becordlers  Nawin Officer Heritage Consultants Pty Ltd

45.5.3854  BRP-IF-05 56 295605 6241463  Opensite Destroyed Artefact : 1

Conladt Becorders  Kelleher Nightingale LtdMr. Bate,Miss Kristen T, Permits 3742
45-5-3856  BRP-IF-07 GDA 56 297478 6241243 Opensite Valid Artefact: 1

Conladt Becorders Mrl.im Permits
45-5-3858  BRP-IF-09 GDA 56 296004 6241350  Opensite Destroyed Artefact: 1

Contact Beconders  Kelleher Ni Cotsult LidMr. Bate,Miss Kristea T: Permits 3742

45-5-3860  BRP-IF-11 GDA 56 294826 6241522  Opensite Destroyed Artefact: 1

Recorders  Kelleher Ni LtdMr. Bate,Miss Kristen T Permits 3742

45-5-3944  LP-1 GDA 56 298851 6240110  Opensite Destroyed Artefact: 1 102442
Contat Beconders  MrMark RawsonKelleber N Consulting Pty LidKelleher N Con Permits 3517

45-5-3906  SWRL Site 12 GDA 56 299228 6240872 Open site Valid Artefact : 1 102442
Contact Recorders  Mary Dallas Archacologists Matthew Kelleher Kelleher Nightingale Cont Permits 3731

45-5-3968  ALN-IF-06 GDA 56 295876 6243329  Opensite Valid Artefact 11, Burial: -
Contact Becorders  Australian Museum Consulting Consulting), Sydoey Water-ParvamattaMrs Jen  Permits

45-53905  SWRLSITE1 GDA 56 300276 6240709  Opensite Valid Artefact 1 102442

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 12/01 /2018 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 295563 - 299563, Northings : 6240567 - 6244567 with a
Buffer of 1000 meters. Additional tnfo : due diligence assessment, Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 79

This information &s pot d to be free from error omission. Office of Envirosssent and Henitage (NSW) and #ts emuployees disclaim Habiley for any act done or omissson made on the mdo d tsuch
i or oreission

Page 1 ol6
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Al oot AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your RaffP0 Wb : Eghth v
M biunagn Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 321678
Duum Zene Eastine  Nocthine Conlext SieStaus  Sleeatures SiteTvnes

45-5-3897 BRP-S-11 6241200 Open site Destroyed Artelact: 1

45-5-3868 BRP-5-13 GDA 56 296114 6241329 Open site Destroyed Artefact:1

Becorders  Kelleber Cotsulting Pty LtdMr Leigh Bate Miss Kristen Taylor Permits

45-5-3870  BRP-S-15 56 295206 6241463 Open site Destroyed Artefact: 1
m Kelleher LtdMr Leigh Bate Miss Kristen T.

294967 6241477 Open site Destroyed Artefact: 1

45-5-3872 BRP-S-17

GDA
Becorders

Kelleher LtdMr. Bate Miss Kristen Taylor

45-5-3874  BRP-5-19 6240826 Opensite
m Mu.eldlam

BRP-5-10-PAD 56 296851 6241320  Opensite Destroyed Mﬂlld

45.5.4015  Isolated Object 2016-5 GDA 56 297480 6245528  Opensite Valid Artefact ;- 103786
LContact Becorders  Extent Heritage Pty Ltd Doctor Alan Willianes Permits

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 12/01 /2018 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 295563 - 299563, Northings : 6240567 - 6244567 with a
Buffer of 1000 metors, Additional Info : due diligence assessment, Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 79

This information s pot d to be free from Office of and Hentage (NSW) and #ts eruployees disclaim Habiley for any act done oc omk made on the mformat) d fsuch
acts or oreission
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g*;{,,h,;,:',,,, AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Ref/PO Number : Eighth_Ave
Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 321678
Datum  Zone Eastine  Nodhine Conlext i
45.-5.4018  PAD 2019.6 56 297367 6242079 Open site 103783
Mduoln.rd
mn) -

Extent Heritage Pty Ltd Doctor. Alan Williams

Isolated m 2021-5 56 296796 6243361 103783
Extent Herit Ltd Doctor.Akm Wllm

45-5-4024  Artefact Scatter PAD 2025-46 GDA 56 294669 6241517 Opensite Destroyed Artelact : -, Potential

Contact RBecorders  Extent Herit. Ltd Doctor.Alan Williarss Kelleher Ni Pyl Permits 3742

45.5.4050 PAD 20556 GDA 56 295942 6239731 Open site Valid Potential

Deposit (PAD) : -

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 12/01 /2018 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 295563 - 299563, Northings : 6240567 - 6244567 with a
Buffer of 1000 meters, Additional Info : due diligence assessmeont, Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 79

This information &s pot gearasteed to be free from error omission. Office of Envirosssent and Hentage (NSW) and its eruployees disclaim labiley for any act done or omissson made on the mfo and tsuch
At or orsission
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3 oicaot  AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Rf1P0 N Eh_ v
iR Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 321678
SitelD SiteName Datum  Zepe Eastine  Nodhine Loplext Sile Status SileFeatures SiteTvoes Beporls
45-5-2559 TLC1 GDA 56 2968953 6240722 Open site Valid Artelact : 2, Potential Isolated 98739102442
Archacological FindScarred Tree
Deposit (PAD) - -

Mary Dallas Consulting Archaeclogists Annie NicholsonMs Tamika Goward

Artefact : -

45-50965  WH3; AGD 56 300000 6242750  Opensite Valid

Open Camp Site 2738,96369,96
370,96371,984
43967391024

&

IFLAGL Gas; AGD 56 299200 6239780  Opensite Valid Artefact :- Isolated Fird 98739,102442

45-6-2427

Conlact Becopders  Antho
45-5-26854 Lot 70 PAD AGD 56 294850 6240900 Open site Valid Potential
Archacological
Deposit (PAD) - -

45-5-3532  SWRLSite 9 GDA 56 295798 6240883 Open site Valid Shell -1

45-5-3537  SWRLSite3 GDA 56 300303 6241016  Opensite Valid Stone Arrangerent - 102442

Australian Museum Consulty

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 12/01 /2018 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 295563 - 299563, Northings : 6240567 - 6244567 with a

Buffer of 1000 metors, Additional Info : due diligence assessment, Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 79
This information &s pot g d to be free from Office of K and Henitage (NSW) and its emuployees disclaim Habiley for any act done or omissson made on the formati d ¥ fsuch

s or orsission.
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g oiceot  AHIMS Web Services (AWS) N A s i
Shaiage Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID : 321678

45-5-3682  LTZ2 (Liverpool) GDA 5 299793 6245257 Open site Valid Artefact 2
Beconders  Australian Museum Consulting (AM Consulting)

3
:

45-5-4258  SWRL 20 GDA 5% 295750 6240961 Open site Vakd
Loptagt Becorders  Australlan Musewn Consulting (AM Consulting)

45-5-4962  SA-AS1-17 GDA 56 296870 6241825  Opensite Valid Artefact -+
Lontact Recorders  MrGeordie Oakes AECOM Australia Pty Ltd (previously HLA-Envirosciences) Permits

45-5-2689  B62 AGD S 295050 6245290  Opensite Vahd Artefart -
Conladt Becorders  Navin Officer Heritage Consultants Pty Ltd Eermits

45.5-2609 SHMP AGD 5 300390 6245180  Opensite Valid Aboriginal Resource 96369,98370,9

and Gathering : - #371,968443,10
0565

Contagt Recorders  Doctor o McDonald Ms El zabeth White,Colin Gale Permits 26522649

45-5-3298  PP¥3 GDA 56 299449 6245540  Opensite Valid Artelact -
Lonlact Becorders  MrMark Riwson Permits

45-5-4383  LP10AS GDA 5% 29%046 6240668 Open site Vahd Artefact - -
Contast Becorders  Mrsjenna Weston Eermits

45-5-4375  LP1AS GDA 56 295676 6240173  Opensite Valid Atefact:-
Contact Becorders enna Weston Permits

Report generated by AHIMS Wehb Service on 12/01 /2018 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 295563 - 299563, Northings : 6240567 - 6244567 with a
Buffer of 1000 meters. Additional Info : due diligence assessment. Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found is 79
This information & mot g d %0 be free fro: Office of| and Heritage [NSW) and it evsployers dise L liability for any act done or oimission made oo the informsati d Qe ok
acts or ombssion.
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Proposed Redevelopment of St Anthony of Padua Catholic School, Austral, Liverpool City Council LGA, NSW
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report

N Im,gfm AHIMS Web Services (AWS) Your Rf1P0 Number - Echih Ave
NSW |&Heritage Extensive search - Site list report Client Service ID - 321678
SieD  SiteName Daum  Zene Eatine  Nodhine Conted SieStaus  SileFeatures SiteTynes Benorts
45-5-4439  ELWW PAD1 GDA 56 297070 6240425 Open site Valicd Potential
Archacological
Deposit (PAD) - -
Lontagt Kelleher Nightingale Consulting Pty Ltd Permits
45-5-4421  ELWW2 GDA 56 296979 6239708 Open site Valid Artefact : -

Contadt Recorders  MrMark Rawson Permits 3731

45-54773  Sixteenth Ave Artefact Scatter 1 GDA 56 2968920 6244904 Opensite 103783

Conlact Beconders  Mary Dallas Archaeal

45-5-4837  Byron Road AFT 2 GDA 56 298280 6240120 Open site
Recorders  Kelleher Nightingale Consulting Pty Ltd Kelleher Nightingale Consulting Pty LtdMr Permits 4046

|

45-5-4918  Ingleburn Road AFT 1 GDA 56 296881 6239973 Open site Valid Artefact ;-
Lontadt Becorders  Kelleher Nightingale Consulting Pty Ltd Kelleher Nightingale Consulting Pty Ltd,Mi  Permits

Report generated by AHIMS Web Service on 12/01 /2018 for Lance Syme for the following area at Datum :GDA, Zone : 56, Eastings : 295563 - 299563, Northings : 6240567 - 6244567 with a

Buffer of 1000 meters. Additional Info : due diligence assessment, Number of Aboriginal sites and Aboriginal objects found Is 79
This information &s pot d to be free from Office of Ex and Hentage (NSW) and its eruployees disclaim Habiley for any act done or omissson made on the dformation and o fsuch
acts or oeission.
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