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Executive Summary 

Northern West Group Pty Ltd propose to redevelop 172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill into a multi dwelling 

residential complex with 115 units.  

JS Architects Pty Ltd on behalf of Northern West Group Pty Ltd have commissioned Unearthed Archaeology 

& Heritage to undertake this Aboriginal due diligence assessment. This Aboriginal due diligence assessment 

has been undertaken in accordance with the Office of Environment & Heritage’s (OEH) Due Diligence Code 

of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales. 

No Aboriginal objects or sites were recorded during the site inspection. An AHIMS search dated 15th May 

2017 indicated that no Aboriginal sites had previously been recorded within the study area.  

The study area is located within an area of archaeological potential. An unnamed tributary of the Killarney 

Chain of Ponds, a first order stream, passes through the rear of the study area. It is located approximately 

100m from an unnamed tributary of First Ponds Creek, a first order stream. Two second order streams, First 

Ponds Creek and Second Ponds Creek, are located approximately 700m and 1.5km respectively from the 

study area. The Killarney Chain of Ponds and Eastern Creek, two third order streams are located 

approximately 1km and 3km respectively from the study area. As the study area is located between two 

second order streams and between two third order streams, it is predicted to contain significant 

archaeological potential.  

 

Therefore, it is recommended that:  

1. Consultation with the Aboriginal community should be undertaken in accordance with OEH’s 

Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents 2010; 

 

2. Archaeological testing in accordance with OEH’s Code of Practice for Archaeological 

Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in NSW should be undertaken to determine the nature and 

extent of the archaeological deposit within the study area. A Research Design which details the 

proposed methodology for the program of archaeological testing should be prepared in 

consultation with the Aboriginal community and submitted to OEH 14 days prior to the program 

of archaeological testing commencing; 

 

3. If, during the program of archaeological testing, no Aboriginal objects are uncovered, the 

proposed redevelopment can proceed without an AHIP;  

 

or 

 

4. If, during the program of archaeological testing, Aboriginal objects are uncovered, it will be 

necessary to apply for an AHIP and possibly proceed to a program of archaeological salvage.   
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1.0 Background Information 

1.1 Introduction 

Northern West Group Pty Ltd propose to redevelop 172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill into a multi dwelling 

residential complex with 115 units.  

JS Architects Pty Ltd on behalf of Northern West Group Pty Ltd have commissioned Unearthed 

Archaeology & Heritage to undertake this Aboriginal due diligence assessment. This Aboriginal due 

diligence assessment has been undertaken in accordance with the Office of Environment & Heritage’s 

(OEH) Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales. 

 

1.2 Study area location 

172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill is also known as Lot 53//30186. Rouse Hill is located approximately 35km 

of the north west of the Sydney Central Business District (CBD) within the Blacktown City Council Logan 

Government Area.  

Figure 1 below shows the suburb of Rouse Hill shaded red. Figure 2 shows the location of the study area 

on the topographic map, while Figure 3 shows the study area on the 2017 aerial photograph.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 1: Showing the suburb of Rouse Hill shaded red 



 

2 
 

Aboriginal Due Diligence Assessment  

172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill 

June 2017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Showing the location of the study area on the topographic map outlined in green and indicated by the arrow 
(Riverstone 9030-1S 1:25,000 Topographic Map). 

Figure 3: Showing the study area on the 2017 aerial outlined in green and indicated by the arrow 
(Aerial photograph courtesy of www.maps.six.nsw.gov.au)  

http://www.maps.six.nsw.gov.au/
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1.3 Proposed works 

Northern West Group Pty Ltd propose to redevelop 172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill from a single dwelling 

semi-rural property into a multi-dwelling residential complex with 115 units.  

The proposed development will include two residential apartment blocks with three proposed subdivision 

roads located around the perimeter of the property.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Figure 4: Showing the proposed ground floor layout of the proposed redevelopment.  



 

4 
 

Aboriginal Due Diligence Assessment  

172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill 

June 2017 

2.0 Landscape and Environmental Context 

2.1 Topography 

The study area sits within the north western section of the Cumberland Plain, the low lying gently 

undulating plain which covers approximately 30% of the Sydney Basin. The Cumberland Plain covers an 

area of approximately 2750m2 and extends from Windsor in the north west to Picton in the south, the 

Nepean-Hawkesbury River in the west, to the headwaters of the Georges and Parramatta Rivers in the 

east and to the Hornsby Plateau in the north (Stening 2016a:8).  

172 Tallawong Road is situated approximately 700m to the east of First Ponds Creek, approximately 1.5km 

to the west of Second Ponds Creek and approximately 3km to the east of Eastern Creek. It is located 

approximately 1km to the south west of the Killarney Chain of Ponds. An unnamed tributary of the 

Killarney Chain of Ponds extends through the rear of the study area and an unnamed tributary of First 

Ponds Creek is located approximately 100m to the south of the study area.  

During the site inspection, it was observed that the study area was located just below the ridgeline, which 

is located on the adjacent property to the north and sloped gently down towards the dam at the rear of 

the property and the unnamed tributary of Killarney Chain of Ponds.  

 

2.2 Stream order modelling 

Stream order can be used to facilitate a predictive model of Aboriginal land use patterns. A creek or small 

tributary that generally does not have any water flowing into it, but feeds into a larger stream is classified 

as a first order stream. A first order stream can have intermittent flow. When two first order streams join, 

it creates a second order stream, and the joining of two second order streams creates a third order stream 

and so forth.  

McDonald and Mitchell (1994) developed a predictive model within the Cumberland Plain which 

demonstrates that stream order can be used to predict areas of archaeological potential. Their hypothesis 

is that in order to allow permanent stream flow or to allow the formation of waterholes with extended 

longevity over months and years, it is necessary to have a threshold catchment area. The critical point at 

where the necessary conditions are met is at the junction of two second or third order streams. Locations 

such as these areas likely to contain larger, more complex sites with higher densities of artefacts, whilst 

locations within 100 metres of second and third order streams are likely to contain large sites (Stening 

2016a:8).  

The study area is located approximately 100m from an unnamed tributary of First Ponds Creek and an 

unnamed tributary of the Killarney Chain of Ponds extends through the rear of the study area. These 

unnamed tributaries are classified as first order streams. Two second order streams, First Ponds Creek 

and Second Ponds Creek, are located approximately 700m and 1.5km from the study area. The Killarney 

Chain of Ponds and Eastern Creek, both third order streams, are located approximately 1km and 3km 

respectively from the study area.  As the study area is located between two second order streams and 

two third order streams, it could be predicted to contain significant archaeological potential.  



 

5 
 

Aboriginal Due Diligence Assessment  

172 Tallawong Road, Rouse Hill 

June 2017 

2.3 Geology and soils 

The study area is located on the Liverpool subgroup of the Wianamatta group of shales. The Liverpool 

subgroup consists of Minchinbury Sandstone overlying a formation Bringelly Shale which separates the 

Minchinbury Sandstone and lowest formation of Ashfield Shale which grades upwards into a fine 

sandstone siltstone (Penrith 1:100,000 geological map; Jones & Clark 1991: 17). The Liverpool subgroup 

does not provide a good variety of lithic materials suitable for stone tool manufacture.  

Hawkesbury Sandstone forms the surface of most of the high plateaus surrounding the Cumberland Basin 

(Sydney 1:250,000 geological map; Jones & Clark 1987: 14). The Hawkesbury Sandstone weathers into 

overhangs and shelters suitable for habitation and protection from the elements and provides surfaces 

suitable for the manufacture of ground edge implements and for the engraving and painting of art. 

Outcrops of materials suitable for small tool manufacture, such as chert, silcrete, tuff and quartz, weather 

from the Hawkesbury Sandstone (Stening 2016a:8-9)  

Silcrete, a preferred raw material suitable for the manufacture of stone tools on the Cumberland Plain, is 

found at a number of outcrops in the Cumberland Plain. Those located nearest to the study area are at 

Plumpton, approximately 10km to the south west of the study area; St Clair, approximately 16km to the 

south; Erskine Park, approximately 16km to the south west of the study area; and Luddenham, 

approximately 30km to the south west of the study area (Stening 2016a:8-9).  

 

2.4 Vegetation 

Historically the study area would have contained the Cumberland Plain Woodland vegetation. The 

Cumberland Plain Woodland is characterised by Grey Box Eucalypts (Eucalyptus moluccana), Forest Red 

Gum (Eucalyptus tereticornis), Narrow Leaved Ironbarks (Eucalyptus crebra), Spotted Gum (Eucalyptus 

maculate) and other eucalypt species, Sweet Pittosporum (Pittposporum undulatum),  with a shrubby 

undergrowth including willow leaved hakea (Hakea salicifolia), ferns and climbers (Benson and Keith 1990; 

http://www.environment.gov.au/resource/cumberland-plain-woodland).      

The Cumberland Plain Woodland vegetation would have provided a multitude of resources for foods and 

medicines, such as seeds, roots, flowers and rhizomes. Bark could be used medicinally and bark and wood 

were used to produce objects such as spears, coolamons and shields. The Cumberland Plain Woodland 

would also have provided a food source for a variety of animals, including small mammals like wallabies 

and possums, and birds and small reptiles, associated with the Aboriginal diet of this area (Stening 

2016:9). 

Due to European land management practices, the vegetation of the study area has been significantly 

modified. Agricultural and rural residential development have resulted in the loss of Cumberland Plain 

Woodland vegetation communities across the majority of the Cumberland Plain, with only 6% of the 

original vegetation community remaining. 

The study area has been cleared of original vegetation and is presently covered in lawn with only a few 

large Eucalypts present along the street frontage and in the south eastern corner of the property. Some 

small introduced shrubs and palms are planted around the house.  

http://www.environment.gov.au/resource/cumberland-plain-woodland
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2.5 Land use history and current land use 

The study area is presently a semi-rural single dwelling block in Western Sydney. The property is occupied 

by a single storey red brick house with two large sheds to the immediate south and east of the house. A 

dam occupies the eastern portion at the rear of the property. The study area has been subjected to minor 

disturbance in the form of levelling and landscaping in the location of the house at the front of the 

property and construction of the dam.   
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3.0 Archaeological Context 

3.1 The Cumberland Plain 

Research into the regional and local archaeological context of the study area can be used to develop an 

understanding of the patterning of Aboriginal land use and enable the preparation of a predictive model 

to determine the likelihood of particular site types being located within the study area.   

The Last Glacial Maximum (LGM), the last period when Earth’s ice sheets were at their maximum 

glaciation, occurred between 15,000 – 18,000 years ago. Sea levels were up to 130m below current sea 

levels during this period (Nutley 2006:1). As temperatures started to rise at the end of the LGM, the polar 

ice caps started to melt and sea levels began to rise, and in doing so helped to form the present day Sydney 

landscape. As sea levels rose, people were forced to move inland, abandoning formerly coastal sites which 

were now being inundated by the sea (Nutley 2006).  

Sea levels began to stabilise about 6,000 years ago and the majority of sites around the Sydney region 

date to the last 5,000 years after sea levels had stabilised. Research into submerged Aboriginal sites has 

demonstrated that several submerged sites in the Sydney region date to more than 10,000 years BP.  

The increasing urban expansion and development across the Cumberland Plain has increased the number 

of archaeological investigations being undertaken across the region. In 1989 the National Parks and 

Wildlife Service (NPWS) engaged Smith to undertake an Aboriginal Site Planning Study to assist in the 

management of Aboriginal sites on the Cumberland Plain (Smith 1989), as the number of archaeological 

investigations being undertaken in the region was increasing due to increasing development.  

Smith’s study indicated that site location and site densities were heavily influenced by the availability of 

water and of raw materials to manufacture tools, however other environmental factors including 

topography, soil type and vegetation had significantly less influence on site location and densities 

(1989:3).  

The burgeoning expansion of development into Western Sydney has increased since Smith’s (1989) study, 

resulting in a significant increase in the archaeological investigation of the Cumberland Plain. The results 

of these archaeological assessments and excavations has demonstrated the complexity of the 

archaeological record across the region. In particular, ongoing research and investigation has indicated 

that the presence of surface artefact scatters does not indicate the full nature and extent of the 

archaeological deposit. Archaeological deposits can be located despite historical disturbance and in 

locations with a lack of surface artefacts. The research has indicated that more complex sites with higher 

artefact densities are generally located on permanent water sources and areas with major confluences 

present are prime site locations (Stening 2016a:11).  

In 1997, Kohen’s studies around Penrith determined that sites such as surface artefact scatters, rock 

shelters and grinding grooves “are particularly likely to occur adjacent to the rivers and creeks”, such as 

the Nepean River, a fifth order stream.  

In 2005, the results of McDonald’s excavations in the Rouse Hill Development Area, south of the present 

study area, refined the model of occupation for the Cumberland Plain. She examined site location, 
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mobility and change over time, in relation to stream order. Her study determined that confluences of 

second and third order streams with other watercourses are more likely to contain major, complex sites.  

She examined the dynamic nature of lithic, or stone tool, technologies across the Cumberland Plain. She 

analysed the manner in which “stone technologies were organised in relation to landscape” and the way 

in which technologies and the model of occupation across the Cumberland Plain changed over time in 

response to environmental factors (McDonald 2005:np). As sea levels rose and population levels increased 

in the region, sites become more intensively occupied and some groups live permanently in the 

Cumberland Plain. As such, emphasis is placed on locally sourced raw materials for the manufacture of 

stone tools and lithic technology changes accordingly (McDonald 2005:np).  

McDonald’s excavation methodology demonstrated that a lack of artefacts on the surface does not reflect 

the actual archaeological potential of a site. She states that “despite artefacts being rare or completely 

absent on the surface of each of the sites investigated, all six sites were found to contain intact 

archaeological deposit” (McDonald 2005:np). Sites were selected for investigation based on their assessed 

archaeological potential.  

McDonald’s extensive studies across the Cumberland Plain have resulted in a predictive model for the 

region. She determined that sites located on fourth or fifth order streams are likely to be more complex 

and possibly stratified indicating ongoing, repeated, lengthy occupation at these locations. Sites with 

evidence of frequent occupation are likely to be located within third order stream catchment areas.  

Second order streams have the potential to contain sites which reflect occasional occupation. 

Comber’s excavations at Penrith Lakes (2010a&b) confirmed the model of occupation presented by Kohen 

(1997) and McDonald (2005). Excavations were undertaken in two locations, adjacent to the Nepean 

River, a fifth order stream. Her excavations revealed that despite only a low density artefact scatter being 

present on the surface at each location, more than 1,000 artefacts were collected from a highly stratified, 

intensively occupied site.  

Excavations undertaken at a highly disturbed location adjacent to Eastern Creek, a third order stream, at 

Doonside (Stening 2011). These excavations demonstrated that despite no surface artefacts being 

recorded, more than 1,000 artefacts were uncovered. Analysis showed that the site had been occupied 

by a larger, more complex group over more extensive periods of time.  

Smith (1989), Kohen (1997) and McDonald’s (2005) model of occupation for the Cumberland Plain 

indicates that larger, more complex sites are more likely to be located at the confluence of several 

watercourses, especially higher order streams. Evidence of frequent occupation is likely to be located 

within third order stream catchment areas, despite a lack or a low density of surface artefacts. First and 

second order creeks are likely to contain evidence of less complex and lower density sites. 

 

3.2 Rouse Hill 

A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) on 15th May 2017 indicates 

that there are 15 registered Aboriginal sites within 1km of the study area. Details of these 15 registered 

sites are detailed in Table 1 below: 
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AHIMS No. Site type Description 

 
45-5-3765 

 
Isolated find 

Located approximately 520m from Second 
Ponds Creek, a second order stream on a lower 
slope in an erosion scour. The artefact was a 
petrified wood fragment.   

 
45-5-3924 

 
Artefact scatter 

Located approximately 830 north west of Second 
Ponds Creek, a second order stream across a 
gently sloping ridge crest.  

 
45-5-3925 

 
Isolated find 

Located approximately 720m west of Second 
Ponds Creek and 820m east of First Ponds Creek, 
two second order streams, across a gently 
sloping ridge crest and upper slope.  

 
45-5-4079 

Potential archaeological deposit 
(PAD) 

Located approximately 60m from a first order 
tributary of the Killarney Chain of Ponds on a 
terraced area overlooking the watercourse.  

 
45-5-4080 

 
Scarred tree 

Located in a flat, cleared paddock approximately 
1km to the east of First Ponds Creek, a second 
order stream.  

45-5-4081 PAD Located on the bank of an unnamed intermittent 
creek line, a first order stream.  

 
 

45-5-4311 

Site card not available, however 
the AHIMS Extensive Search 

indicates that this site 
comprises an isolated find, a 
PAD and a scarred or carved 

tree. 

 

 
 
 

45-5-4466 

 
 
 

Artefact scatter 

Located approximately 1m from an unnamed 
tributary, a first order stream and approximately 
150m from First Ponds Creek, second order 
stream, on the edge of a dam. Scatter consisting 
of five silcrete flaked pieces, two mudstone 
flaked pieces, a chert flake and a broken chert 
flake. 

 
45-5-4561 

 
Isolated find collected during 

test excavations 

Located approximately 520m from Second 
Ponds Creek, a second order stream, and 
approximately 50m from an ephemeral drainage 
line, a first order stream, on a lower slope.  

45-5-4646  Located on the banks of an unnamed tributary of 
First Ponds Creek, a second order stream. 

45-5-4738 Isolated find collected during 
test excavations 

Located approximately 320m from Second 
Ponds Creek, a second order stream, within the 
road reserve.  

 
45-5-4907 

 
Isolated find 

Located approximately 250m from an unnamed 
tributary of First Ponds Creek, a first order 
stream.  

45-5-4899 Isolated find Located approximately 420m from First Ponds 
Creek, a second order stream.  
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45-5-4885 Artefact scatter Located approximately 200m from the Killarney 
Chain of Ponds, a third order stream.  

45-5-4886 Artefact scatter Located approximately 200m from the Killarney 
Chain of Ponds, a third order stream.  

 

Another known site AHIMS 45-5-4765 is located at 56 Cudgegong Road. Archaeological testing has been 

undertaken by Comber Consultants in accordance with OEH’s Code of Practice for Archaeological 

Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales (Stening 2016b). the program of archaeological 

testing revealed 110 artefacts out of a total excavated area of 19m2. Artefact types included cores, flakes 

and flaked pieces, predominantly made from silcrete. Comber Consultants have recommended that the 

property owner apply for an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) to undertaken salvage excavations 

prior to development.  

Four registered sites (45-5-4558, 45-5-4559, 45-5-4560, 45-5-4561) were recorded during archaeological 

testing undertaken by AECOM in respect of the Cudgegong Road and Rouse Road Residential 

Development in a disturbed area.  

Seven artefacts were collected from an excavated area of 15m2  at AHIMS 45-5-2574 during test 

excavations within an area that showed evidence of intensive disturbance due to ploughing and possible 

erosion.  

The sites that have been recorded within the vicinity of the study area and the sites that have been 

excavated confirm that subsurface deposits will be found despite later disturbance and despite artefacts 

not being located on the surface. All of these sites conform to the predictive model for the Cumberland 

Plain developed by Smith (1989), Kohen (1997) and McDonald (2005) that more complex sites will be 

located at confluences of two watercourses. Less complex sites of lower density are located around first 

and second order streams and more complex sites with evidence of extended and repeated occupation 

will be found around higher order streams and around confluences of two or more watercourses and in 

the catchment area of two third order streams.   

 

3.3 The Study Area 

The AHIMS search undertaken on 15th May 2017 indicates that there are no registered Aboriginal sites 

within the study area.  

 

3.4 Predictive Model 

The environmental and archaeological background research within the Cumberland Plain and in Rouse 

Hill, in particular, it could be predicted that the study area contains archaeological potential. It is located 

between two second order streams and between two third order streams. A first order stream passes 

through the study area. Fifteen known Aboriginal sites are recorded within a 1km radius of the study area.  

It is highly likely that archaeological deposits exist within the study area. The background research and 

the predictive model of occupation for the Cumberland Plain indicate that archaeological deposits are 
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likely to be located close to watercourses, despite few or no artefacts being recorded on the ground 

surface. The following site types could be expected within the study area:  

1. Isolated find 

A single artefact recorded on the ground surface which could be the result of tool loss or 

abandonment, or could be the result of erosion of the surrounding soils.  

2. Artefact scatter 

Two or more artefacts recorded on the ground surface. 

Other site types that are not expected include scarred and carved trees as the study area has previously 

been cleared and rock shelters, art or grinding grooves are not expected as there is no sandstone outcrop 

within the study area.  
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4.0 Methodology 

4.1 Background research 

A search of the OEH’s AHIMS database was undertaken on 15th May 2017. Research was undertaken into 

the environmental background of the study area, outlining the topographic, geological and vegetation 

context of the study area. An analysis of the archaeological background of the Cumberland Plain and 

Rouse Hill was undertaken. This background research facilitated an understanding of Aboriginal land use 

patterns within the region and the preparation of a predictive model of occupation.  

A review of plans for the proposed development of the study area enabled an understanding of the impact 

of the proposed works on the potential archaeological deposit.  

 

4.2 Site inspection 

A site inspection was undertaken by Tory Stening of Unearthed Archaeology & Heritage on Friday 18th 

May 2017. The whole of the study area was inspected on foot to locate and record any evidence of 

Aboriginal occupation.   

The surrounding landscape was also examined to facilitate an understanding of the environmental context 

of the study area and to locate previously recorded Aboriginal sites within the vicinity of the study area.  

 

4.3 Report 

This Aboriginal Due Diligence Assessment Report was prepared in accordance with OEH’s Due Diligence 

Code of Practice to Protecting Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales and Guide to investigating, assessing 

and reporting on Aboriginal cultural heritage in New South Wales. 
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5.0 Results 

No Aboriginal objects or sites were recorded during the site inspection. An AHIMS search dated 15th May 

2017 indicated that no Aboriginal sites had previously been recorded within the study area.  

The study area is located within an area of archaeological potential. An unnamed tributary of the Killarney 

Chain of Ponds, a first order stream, passes through the rear of the study area. It is located  approximately 

100m from an unnamed tributary of First Ponds Creek, a first order stream. Two second order streams, 

First Ponds Creek and Second Ponds Creek, are located approximately 700m and 1.5km respectively from 

the study area. The Killarney Chain of Ponds and Eastern Creek, two third order streams are located 

approximately 1km and 3km respectively from the study area. As the study area is located between two 

second order streams and between two third order streams, it is predicted to contain significant 

archaeological potential.  

In addition, OEH’s Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South 

Wales outlines the significance of particular landscape features, including water sources. The Due 

Diligence Code of Practice states that if proposed activity is “within 200m of waters”, there may be a need 

to apply for an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP), particularly if the background environmental 

and archaeological research indicates that the study area contains archaeological potential.  

Prior to applying for an AHIP, archaeological test excavations in accordance with the Code of Practice for 

Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales are required to determine the 

nature and extent of the archaeological deposit. If, during the test excavations, Aboriginal objects are 

uncovered, an AHIP will be required.  
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6.0 Legislation 

6.1 The National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended) 

The National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) provides statutory protection to all Aboriginal objects 

and Aboriginal places within New South Wales. The Office of Environment & Heritage (OEH) is the State 

Government agency responsible for the implementation and management of this Act.  

Part 6 of the National Parks & Wildlife Act provides provision for the protection of all Aboriginal “objects” 

which are defined as “any deposit, object or material evidence (not being a handicraft made for sale) 

relating to the Aboriginal habitation of the area that comprises New South Wales, being habitation before 

or concurrent with (or both) the occupation of that area by persons of non-Aboriginal extraction, and 

includes Aboriginal remains”. 

In particular, Part 6 of the Act states that it is an offence to harm or desecrate an Aboriginal object or 

Aboriginal place, without an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP).   

The Due Diligence Code of Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales and The 

Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales dictate that if 

there is the possibility for Aboriginal objects to exist on the subject property, subsurface archaeological 

testing must be undertaken in consultation with the relevant Aboriginal stakeholders. 

Therefore, as the subject property is within an area of archaeological sensitivity with high potential to 

contain Aboriginal objects the following must be undertaken: 

 

1. Aboriginal consultation must be undertaken in accordance with OEH’s Aboriginal cultural heritage 

consultation requirements for proponents 2010 prior to archaeological testing (approximately 4 – 

5 months); 

 

2. Once the consultation has been undertaken, archaeological testing must be undertaken in 

accordance with OEH’s Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation of Aboriginal Objects in 

NSW. The purpose of the testing is to determine the nature and extent sites within the study area 

and to determine whether the proposed development will adversely impact upon Aboriginal 

“objects” (approximately 1 week); 

 

3. If during the program of archaeological testing, no Aboriginal objects are uncovered, then the 

project can proceed without an AHIP; 

 

4. If during the program of archaeological testing, Aborignal objects are uncovered, then it will be 

necessary to apply to OEH for an AHIP. Once an AHIP has been issued, it may be necessary to 

undertake archaeological salvage excavations (OEH can take at least 8 weeks to issue an AHIP).  
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7.0 Recommendations 

The following recommendations are made in accordance with:  

 

• The legal requirements of the National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended) which states that 

it is an offence to harm or desecrate an Aboriginal object without gaining prior consent of the 

Director General of OEH; 

 

• Research into the environmental and archaeological record of the study area; 

 

• The results of this due diligence assessment which concludes that it is highly likely that subsurface 

archaeological deposits will be located within the study area.  

 

Therefore, it is recommended that:  

 

1. Consultation with the Aboriginal community should be undertaken in accordance with OEH’s 

Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents 2010; 

 

2. Archaeological testing in accordance with OEH’s Code of Practice for Archaeological Investigation 

of Aboriginal Objects in NSW should be undertaken to determine the nature and extent of the 

archaeological deposit within the study area. A Research Design which details the proposed 

methodology for the program of archaeological testing should be prepared in consultation with 

the Aboriginal community and submitted to OEH 14 days prior to the program of archaeological 

testing commencing; 

 

3. If, during the program of archaeological testing, no Aboriginal objects are uncovered, the 

proposed redevelopment can proceed without an AHIP;  

 

or 

 

4. If, during the program of archaeological testing, Aboriginal objects are uncovered, it will be 

necessary to apply for an AHIP and possibly proceed to a program of archaeological salvage.  
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Photographs 

 

Photograph 1: Facing east and looking toward the front of the house.  

 

Photograph 2: Facing west and looking toward Tallawong Road. 

 

Photograph 3: Facing south and looking across the sheds to sheds to the rear and east of the house. 
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Photograph 4: Facing east and looking across the dam at the rear of the property. 

 

Photograph 5: Facing west and looking across the dam towards the ridgeline.  

 

Photograph 6: Facing north west and looking across the dam towards the ridgeline.  
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Photograph 7: Facing east and looking down the slope toward the dam.  

 

Photograph 8: Facing north and looking toward the ridgeline. 

 

Photograph 9: Facing north and showing the minor disturbance around the location of the house.  
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Appendix A: AHIMS Extensive Search Results 
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