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1. SUMMARY 

1.1 Introduction 

New South Wales Archaeology Pty Ltd was commissioned in December 2004 by Jenny Spinks of the Bega 
Eco-Neighbourhood Developers (Bend) Inc to undertake an Aboriginal archaeological assessment for a 
proposed subdivision at Bega, NSW.  
 
Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc is a non-profit organisation which is seeking to develop an eco-
neighbourhood designed with the aim of creating an affordable, ecologically and socially sustainable housing 
development based on permaculture principles, so that energy efficiency, food-production and nature 
conservation are key components of the development design.  
 
The proposal site is situated on the north-eastern fringe of the township of Bega. The study area measures 
approximately 13 hectares in area, with some 2.5 hectares positioned above the 100 year flood level and the 
remaining land, approximately 9.5 hectares, consisting of alluvial flats and including an anabranch of the Bega 
River. The proposed development initially entails the subdivision of a block of land and its sale to a 
neighbouring school which requires the land for additional classrooms. Thereafter it is proposed to subdivide 
the remainder of the ca. 2.5 hectares of higher ground into 21 freehold resident blocks each measuring ca. 700 
m² in size, while the low-lying land will be collectively managed for agricultural and conservation purposes 
and jointly owned under Community Title.  
 
The Bega Valley Shire Council is the Consent Authority in regard to the subdivision proposal. 
 
1.2 The Archaeological Study 

This project has been managed by Julie Dibden, New South Archaeology Pty Ltd. A field investigation for 
Aboriginal archaeological sites within the study area has been conducted by Julie Dibden and Andrew Pearce, 
NSW Archaeology and Ross Thomas and Steve Luff, Bega Traditional Aboriginal Elders Council Inc. 
(representing the Bega Local Aboriginal Land Council).  
 
The study has sought to identify and record any Aboriginal archaeological sites which may be present in the 
area, to assess the archaeological potential of the landform elements present and to formulate management 
recommendations based on the results of background research, field survey and an analysis of results.  
 
The investigation has included both a literature search and field survey. Four fieldworkers participated in the 
survey. The total survey area measured ca. 13 hectares. Approximately 3.85 hectares of this area was 
systematically surveyed on foot. Effective survey coverage is calculated to have been ca. 1.2% taking into 
consideration ground exposure and archaeological visibility variables. Typically ground exposure was low 
within the study area due to a reasonably consistent vegetation cover of grass. However, vehicle and animal 
tracks, bare earth and other exposures across the individual survey units provided reasonable visibility and a 
correspondingly reasonable opportunity to locate the presence archaeological material. Accordingly, while 
effective survey coverage is assessed to be low the results are considered to be a reasonably accurate reflection 
of the archaeological nature of the study area.       
 
The New South Wales National Parks and Wildlife Service (now incorporated into the Department of 
Environment and Conservation) has prepared a draft document which provides a series of guidelines regarding 
the assessment and management of Aboriginal cultural heritage in New South Wales. This report has been 
prepared in accordance with these draft guidelines (NSW NPWS 1997). Additionally the study has been 
conducted in accordance with the Interim Guidelines for Aboriginal Community Consultation - Requirements 
for Applicants (DEC 2004).  
 
1.3 Previously Recorded Sites 

A search of the New South Wales Department of Environment and Conservation (the NSW DEC) Aboriginal 
Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) has been undertaken in respect of this study. The search 
has indicated that there are no previously recorded Aboriginal sites located within the study area (AHIMS 
Search #11732 - 4 January 2005).  
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1.4 Results 

Field work was undertaken on the 14th of February 2005. The proposal area was subject to a reasonably 
comprehensive survey. Two archaeological sites comprised of single stone artefacts were identified in the study 
area. Based on the results of the field survey and a consideration of prior landuse and geomorphology, the 
study area is assessed to be low archaeological sensitivity. 
 
1.5 Statutory Context 

Sections 84 and 90 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended) provide statutory protection for 
any physical/material evidence of Aboriginal occupation of NSW and places of cultural significance to the 
Aboriginal community. The rationale behind the Act is the prevention of unnecessary or unwarranted 
destruction of Aboriginal objects and the active protection and conservation of objects which are of high 
cultural significance.  
 
The implementation of the Aboriginal heritage provisions of the Act is the responsibility of the NSW 
Department of Environment and Conservation. It is an offence to knowingly disturb an Aboriginal object, 
irrespective of its nature or significance, without the prior written consent of the Director-General of the NSW 
Department of Environment and Conservation.  
 
The Act defines an Aboriginal ‘object’ 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 
before or concurrent with the occupation of that area by persons of non-Aboriginal extraction, 
and includes Aboriginal remains’.  

 
1.6 Conclusions 

Two Aboriginal sites were recorded during the study. Generally ground exposure was low within the study area 
due to vegetation cover. However, tracks and other bare earth exposures across the property provided 
reasonable visibility and a correspondingly reasonable opportunity to locate the presence archaeological 
material. Accordingly, while effective survey coverage is assessed to be low, the results are considered to be a 
reasonably accurate reflection of the archaeological nature of the study area.       
 
The study area is predicted to contain a very low density of background scatter of stone artefacts only. It is 
expected that on the low elevation floodplain section within the study area archaeological material will be 
either absent or possibly interred as a remnant representation at considerable depth (up to 2 metres) due to 
relatively recent geomorphological changes to the lower Bega River, while the elevated section to the south of 
the study area is predicted to contain a sparse background scatter of artefactual material. It is assessed that the 
proposal has a low potential to cause impacts to Aboriginal sites of high significance. Accordingly no 
archaeological constraints have been identified to attach to the study area and the proposed subdivision.   
 
1.7 Recommendations 

The recommendations as listed below are based on the survey results and an assessment of archaeological 
sensitivity of the study area, a consideration of the nature of the development and legislative constraints (please 
read Section 12 for a full listing of recommendations).  
 

• No further archaeological investigations are recommended for the study area in relation to the 
current development proposal. 

• If either of the isolated stone artefact sites are proposed to be impacted as a result of the proposal 
the proponent should seek to obtain s90 Consent from the Director-General, the NSW DEC. 

• It is recommended that the proponent consult further with the Aboriginal community if it seeks to 
select an Aboriginal name for the subdivision. Additionally, the proponent may choose to honour, 
by way of signage (and/or other means), the Aboriginal community of the south coast and their 
valuable contribution to farming and the local economy.  This too should be done in consultation 
with the local Aboriginal community.   
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Figure 1. Location of the proposal area (Bega 8824 1st ed. 1:100,000 topographic map) 
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2. INTRODUCTION 

New South Wales Archaeology Pty Ltd was commissioned in December 2004 by Jenny Spinks of the Bega 
Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc to undertake an Aboriginal archaeological assessment of a proposed 
subdivision at Bega, NSW (Figure 1).  
 
Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc is a non-profit organisation which is seeking to develop an eco-
community designed with the aim of providing an affordable, ecologically and socially sustainable housing 
development. This development is conceived along permaculture principles, with an emphasis on energy 
efficiency, and with food-production and nature conservation constituting important elements of the overall 
development design.  
 
The proposal site is situated on Lots 23-27 DP88621 located at the north-eastern periphery of the township of 
Bega, bounded by East Street to the east, Bridge Street to the north and private dwellings to the south. The 
study area measures approximately 13 hectares in area. Approximately 2.5 hectares of this land is situated 
above the 100 year flood level while the remaining land, ca. 9.5 hectares, is located on alluvial flats and 
includes an anabranch of the Bega River.  
 
The proposed development is twofold, consisting initially of the subdivision of a block of land and its sale to 
the neighbouring school for the purpose of constructing much needed additional classrooms. Thereafter it is 
proposed to subdivide the remainder of the ca. 2.5 hectares of higher ground into 21 freehold residential blocks 
each measuring ca. 700 m² in size, while the low-lying land is to be given over to agricultural, re-afforestation 
and conservation areas. 
 
The highest elevation at the site is 20 m AHD adjacent to the southern boundary of the study area. The land 
falls to the north and drains into the anabranch, a section of which lies within the study area, or the Bega River 
itself.  
 
The land is predominantly grassed and is believed to have been originally cleared soon after European 
settlement of the region in the 1830s.  
 
The Bega Valley Shire Council is the Consent Authority in regard to the subdivision proposal. 
 
New South Wales Archaeology Pty Ltd and the Bega Traditional Aboriginal Elders Council (representing Bega 
Local Aboriginal Land Council) have been engaged by the Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc to 
conduct an archaeological assessment of the proposal area.  
 
In accordance with the NSW NPWS (1997) guidelines for archaeological reporting this report aims to 
document: 
 
 the development proposal; 
 the potential impacts of the subdivision proposal on Aboriginal archaeological sites which may be present 

within the area; 
 the involvement in the project of the Aboriginal community; 
 the methodology implemented during the study; 
 the environmental setting of the study area in order to establish background parameters; 
 a review of archaeological and relevant literature, heritage listings on the NSW NPWS Aboriginal Heritage 

Information Management  System; 
 any Aboriginal archaeological sites known to exist within the study area; 
 a synthesis of local and regional archaeology; 
 a predictive model of site location for the study area; 
 the sensitivity of the individual landforms subject to this study; 
 the field survey strategy and results; and 
 recommendations based on the results of the investigation. 

   
This project has been managed by Julie Dibden, New South Wales Archaeology Pty Ltd. The field survey has 
been conducted by Julie Dibden, Andrew Pearce, Ross Thomas and Steve Luff. This report has been written by 
Julie Dibden. This study has been conducted in partnership with the Bega Traditional Aboriginal Elders 
Council Inc. 
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3. PARTNERSHIP WITH THE ABORIGINAL COMMUNITY 

This project has been undertaken in accordance with the NSW DEC Interim Guidelines for Aboriginal 
Community Consultation - Requirements for Applicants (IGACC) (DEC 2004). The NSW DEC requires 
proponents to undertake consultation with the Aboriginal community “…as an integral part of the impact 
assessment” process (NSW DEC 2004).  
 
The NSW DEC manages Aboriginal cultural heritage in NSW in accordance with the National Parks and 
Wildlife Act 1974. Part 6 of the Act provides protection for Aboriginal objects and Aboriginal Places. When an 
activity is likely to impact Aboriginal objects or declared Aboriginal Paces approval of the Director-General of 
the NSW DEC under s90 or s87 of the NPW Act is required. The decision as to whether or not to issue s90 or 
s87 is based on the supply to the DEC by a proponent of adequate information to enable the Director-General 
to make a decision (NSW DEC 2004).  
  
When administering its approval functions under the NPW Act the NSW DEC requires applicants to have 
consulted with the Aboriginal community about the Aboriginal cultural heritage values (cultural significance) 
of Aboriginal objects and place present in the area subject to development (NSW DEC 2004).  
 
Accordingly the NSW DEC requires consultation with the Aboriginal community because it recognises the 
following: 
 

• That Aboriginal heritage has a cultural and archaeological significance and that both should be the 
subject of assessment to inform its decision process; 

• That Aboriginal people are the primary determinants of the significance of their heritage; 
• That Aboriginal community involvement should occur early in the assessment process to ensure that 

their values and concerns can be taken into account and so that their own decision making structures 
can function; 

• That the information arising from consultation allows consideration of Aboriginal community views 
about significance and impact and allows for management and mitigation measures to be considered 
in an informed way (NSW DEC 2004). 

 
The community consultation process as outlined in the IGACC document aims to improve the assessment by 
providing the Aboriginal community with an opportunity to: 
 

• Influence the design of the assessment of cultural and scientific significance; 
• Provide relevant information about cultural significance values of objects/places; 
• Contribute to the development of cultural heritage management recommendation; and 
• Provide comment on draft assessment reports (NSW DEC 2004).  

 
The role of the Aboriginal Community is outlined by the NSW DEC (2004) as follows: 
 

• The Aboriginal community is the primary determinant of the significance of their heritage; 
• The Aboriginal community may participate in the process via comment on the assessment 

methodology, contribution of cultural knowledge; and  
• The Aboriginal Community may comment on cultural significance of potential impacts and/or 

mitigation measures. 
  
 In order to fulfil the consultation requirements as outlined in the IGACC document the proponent has followed 
the following procedure: 
 

1. Notification and Registration of Interests 
 

The proponent has actively sought to identify stakeholder groups or people wishing to be consulted 
about the project and has invited them to register their interest.  
 
Written notification about the project dated 14th January 2005 has been supplied to the following 
bodies: 
 

• The Bega Traditional Aboriginal Elders Council Inc (BTAEC) who conduct Aboriginal site 
assessment work on behalf of the Bega Local Aboriginal Land Council. 
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• The Registrar of Aboriginal Owners 
• Native Title Services 
• Bega Valley Shire Council 
• The NSW Department of Environment and Conservation 
 

In addition an advertisement has been placed in the 14th January 2005 edition of the Bega District 
News.  

 
 The closing date of registration of interest was noted as 28th January 2005. 
 

Replies were received from the Registrar of Aboriginal Owners (on the 13/1/05) and the Bega Valley 
Shire Council (on the 3/2/05). The former provided a list of 42 Aboriginal people who were either 
registered as traditional owners of Biamanga and Guluga, or who had requested registration as owners. 
The BVSC acknowledged the consultation process initiated by Bend and stated that it considered the 
groups and people nominated was satisfactory.   Letters were sent to all 42 people on the 14/1/05. 

The proponent received five responses. These were from Mary Duroux, Paul Stewart, Lionel and 
Mary Montja and Authur Ridgeway. Information about the proposed survey methodology was sent to 
all respondents.  Follow-up phone calls to discuss the survey were undertaken with each of the above.  
 
Of the five, Mary Duroux (now living in Moruya) provided information about her childhood in Bega 
in the 1930’s and 40’s, particularly concerning the Aboriginal occupation of the Bega River area in 
this period. She is keen that the older people are consulted about this history and that it was honoured 
and recorded in some way. 
 
Paul Stewart has a wide knowledge of Aboriginal genealogy. He lives in Bega and felt that 
information about archaeological assessments should be more widely available to the Aboriginal 
community.  
 
Lionel and Mary Montja: Over several phone calls, and emails from Maureen Davis, it became clear 
that Lionel and Mary were part of a wider group claiming to be the Original Families. They insisted 
that Mr Graham Andy and Lionel participated in the survey. Lionel informed us that he would only be 
available on the 14th February.   
 
Authur Ridgeway lives in Newcastle and was interested in the archaeological study, and also that eco-
housing project. 
 
None of the above provided any comments as to the proposed methodology. 
 
Because it was clear that the proponent was being drawn into wider issues than just the proposed 
assessment, the proponent consulted with Mr Phil Boot, Mr John Dixon (BTAEC) and the consultant 
archaeologist, Julie Dibden. Their advice was consistently that the proponent should engage with the 
BTAEC as the primary Aboriginal organisation in regards to the assessment.  
 
Although it was not specifically a requirement of the NSW DEC regulations, the proponent, in a 
gesture of goodwill to Aboriginal community, took the decision to invite both Lionel Montja and Mr 
Graham Andy to the survey. The proponent organised for the survey to be undertaken on the day that 
Mr Montja said he would be available and also offered to pay their travelling expenses. The proponent 
contacted Mr Montja on the evening before the survey to make final arrangements and was informed   
that both he and Mr Andy had decided not to come to the survey.   

 
2. Preparation for the Assessment (design) 

 
A proposed methodology for the cultural and archaeological assessment has been supplied to the 
registered stakeholders. No response has been received from stakeholders in regard to the proposed 
methodology.  
 

3. Drafting, Review and Finalisation of the Cultural Heritage Assessment Report 
 
A draft copy of this report will be made available for comment and review. 
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The study area falls within the boundaries of the Bega Local Aboriginal Land Council. The Bega Traditional 
Aboriginal Elders Council Inc (BTAEC) conducts Aboriginal site assessment work on behalf of the Bega Local 
Aboriginal Land Council. The study has been discussed with John Dixon, BTAEC. Mr Dixon kindly arranged 
for Steve Luff and Ross Thomas to assist in the field survey.   
 
 
4. PROPOSED IMPACTS 

The Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc is a non-profit organisation which is seeking to develop an eco-
community designed with the aim of providing an affordable, ecologically and socially sustainable housing 
development. The development seeks to provide low-cost housing for less affluent members of the Bega 
community, including members of the local Aboriginal community, and to do so in a manner which is 
sympathetic to the environment. 
 
The Association was established in December 2002 with the following objectives embedded in its constitution: 
 

• To purchase land for housing, agricultural and other uses;  
• To ensure that the buildings and activities are ecologically and socially sustainable; 
• To encourage the development of a socially and economically inclusive neighbourhood; 
• To work together with other groups in attaining these objectives; 
• To support the formation of a community (or residents) association who will maintain these 

objectives. 
 
In two years the Association has grown and now has more than 70 members. Lots 23-27 DP88621 (the Bend 
site) were purchased in July 2004. Work immediately commenced on preparing a Development Application.  
 
The philosophical underpinning to the development proposal is as follows: 
 
• Individually and as a society there needs to be a significant reduction to our ecological footprint on the 

earth. In particular our current consumption of energy, water and soil cannot be sustained.  
• As individuals and communities we are both diverse and interdependent. For human life to be sustainable 

we need to accept our diversity and work creatively with each other. 
 
The proposal site is situated on the north-eastern fringe of the township of Bega bounded by East Street to the 
east, Bridge Street to the north and private dwellings to the south. The study area measures approximately 13 
hectares in area, with ca. 2.5 hectares of this land lying above the 100 year flood level and the remaining land, 
ca. 9.5 hectares, consisting of alluvial flats and anabranch areas of the Bega River.  
 
The proposed development is twofold, with the first stage being the subdivision of a single block of land and its 
sale to a neighbouring school, to be used for the construction of classrooms. The second stage entails placing a 
community title over the remaining land and providing 21 freehold residential blocks, each ca. 700m² in size, 
while the remaining low-lying land is to be given over to agricultural, re-afforestation and conservation areas. 
 
Stage 1 of the Development Application proposes to sub-divide and sell approximately 10% of the Bend site to 
the neighbouring, Mumbulla Steiner School. The area is on the western side of the site, immediately to the 
north of property owned by Mumbulla School. The deposited plans mark the proposed boundary of the land 
proposed for sale. The sale will provide opportunities to the school to increase building and playground space 
and improve the site design for these facilities. 
 
The School and Bend have reached an agreement in principle on the boundaries and easements, subject to DA 
approval from the Bega Valley Shire Council.  These easements are: 

• A permanent easement providing emergency vehicles access from and egress to Parker St for Bend 
residents and visitors (to be used only in the event of flooding at the East St entry)  

• A pedestrian/cycle path that will provide access from and egress to Bega St for Bend residents and 
visitors  

• A pedestrian/cycle path that will provide access from and egress to Bridge St for the school. 
 
The proposed development entails the subdivision of the ca. 2.5 hectares of higher ground into 21 freehold 
resident blocks each ca. 700 m² in size, with the remaining low-lying land collectively managed for food-
production and conservation purposes and jointly owned under Community Title.  
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It is likely that the development proposal will have the potential to directly impact any Aboriginal 
archaeological sites which might be present on that section of land where housing and associated infrastructure 
is intended to be installed. Impacts are likely to include the construction of roads and drainage works, the 
installation of underground services, and as well the construction of houses and related structures. 
 

5. STUDY METHODOLOGY 

This archaeological study has included the following components: 
 
 A NSW DEC Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System site search to determine whether or 

not previously recorded sites are present at the proposal area and to list the type of sites known to be 
present within the local area. 

 
 A review of local and regional archaeological reports and other relevant documents in order to provide a 

contextual framework to the study and heritage management context. 
 
 Extensive consultation, both prior to the commencement of fieldwork as well as in the field, with Chris 

Allen and Jenny Spinks of the Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc, at which time the proposal was 
discussed and the areas of potential impact defined. 

 
 A field survey of the study area aimed at recording Aboriginal sites, survey coverage data and assessing 

the archaeological potential of the various landform elements present.   
 
 Documentation of survey results. 

 
 An analysis of survey results. 

 
 The formulation of a set of management recommendations ensuing from the above. 

 
5.1 Literature Review 

Background research has been conducted to determine if known Aboriginal sites are located in the vicinity of 
the proposal area and to assist in the formulation of a predictive model of site type and location relevant to the 
proposal area.  
 
The following information sources were accessed for this study: 
 

 NSW DEC Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System 
 Relevant archaeological reports held in the NSW DEC Cultural Heritage Unit 
 Bega 1:100,000 topographic map 
 Bega 1:25,000 topographic map 
 Historical documents and geomorphological papers relevant to the area 

 
5.2 Field Survey and Methodology 

The field survey was carried out on the 14th of February 2005.  The consultants were met in the field by Chris 
Allen and Jenny Spinks of the Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Developers Inc. The nature of the study and proposal 
were discussed and the boundary of the study area was defined.  
 
Field survey was designed to encompass as much of the property as practicable and was undertaken by four 
people. The study area was subject to a reasonably comprehensive survey. The survey was focused on 
inspecting ground surfaces for evidence of stone artefacts. Ground exposures inspected during the survey 
included vehicle and animal tracks, erosional features and bare earth exposures. Survey coverage is described 
in Section 8 of this report.   
 
While the field survey was aimed at locating archaeological and cultural heritage material (Aboriginal objects 
as defined under the NSW NPWS Act 1974 as amended) an assessment was also made of prior land 
disturbance, survey coverage variables (ground exposure and archaeological visibility) and the potential 
archaeological sensitivity of the land.  



Proposed subdivision Bega Eco-Neighbourhood Development. 

New South Wales Archaeology Pty Ltd           February 2005 page 9  

Survey units have been defined on the basis of a combination of environmental variables which are assumed to 
relate to Aboriginal usage of the area. These areas are termed archaeological terrain units and in this study 
have been defined on the basis of a combination of landform element, gradient and aspect (cf Kuskie 2000: 67). 
Survey areas are defined as individual units that are bounded on all sides by different archaeological terrain 
units.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2 Location of the study area within its wider environmental context (Bega 8824-1S 2nd ed. 1:25 000 
topographic map: MGA)   

1 km

Study area 
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6. LANDSCAPE CONTEXT 

A consideration of the landscape is necessary in archaeological work in order to characterise and predict the 
nature of Aboriginal occupation across the land (NSW NPWS 1997). In Aboriginal society landscape could be 
both the embodiment of Ancestral Beings and the basis of a social geography and economic and technological 
endeavour. The various features and elements of the landscape are/were physical and metaphysical places that 
are known and understood within the context of social and cultural practice. 
 
Given that the natural resources that Aboriginal people harvested and utilised were not evenly distributed 
across landscapes Aboriginal occupation and the archaeological manifestations of that occupation will not be 
uniform across space. Therefore, the examination of the environmental context of a study area is valuable for 
predicting the type and nature of archaeological sites which might be expected to occur. Factors which 
typically inform the archaeological potential of a place include the nature of the terrain, the presence or absence 
of water, animal and plant foods, stone and other resources. The cultural meaning associated with a locale may 
also determine the nature of its use and the archaeological potential of a place.  
 
Additionally, geomorphological and humanly activated processes need to be defined as these will influence the 
degree to which archaeological sites may be visible and/or conserved. For example land which is heavily 
grassed will prevent the detection of archaeological material while land which has suffered disturbance may no 
longer retain artefacts or stratified deposits. A consideration of such factors is necessary in formulating site 
significance and mitigation and management recommendations.                       
 
The following sections provide information in regard to the landscape context of the study area.  
 
6.1 Topography, geology and geomorphology. 

The proposal site is situated on the north-eastern fringe of the township of Bega and is bounded by East Street 
to the east, Bridge Street to the north and private dwellings to the south. The study area measures 
approximately 13 hectares in area, with some 2.5 hectares positioned above the 100 year flood level and the 
remaining land, approximately 9.5 hectares, consisting of alluvial flats and including an anabranch of the Bega 
River.  
 
The study area consists predominantly of a grassed floodplain, with adjoining slopes to the south from which 
extends a central low relief spur. The property is extensively cleared, former cropping and grazing land, with a 
scattered distribution of non-indigenous tree species. The highest elevation at the site is 20 m AHD at the 
southern boundary of the study area. The land falls to the north from this high point at a moderate gradient 
before levelling across the area of alluvial flats. An anabranch of the Bega River is contained within these flats 
(see Figure 2). 
 
Soils within the alluvial flat are coarse granitic sands which are indicated to have been deposited at a depth of 
up to two metres during historic times, with dark grey/brown loamy soil overlying the elevated southern section 
of the study area.  
 
The climate of the study area is mild, with rainfall and temperatures peaking in the summer months. The 
prevailing winds are north-easterly in summer and south-westerly in winter.  
 
An examination of past geomorphological processes and resultant changes are highly pertinent to a 
consideration of the archaeology which may exist within the study area, as these transformations are indicated 
to have been considerable, especially ensuing from the time of European settlement in the Bega Valley.  
 
The Bega district was first explored by Europeans in the late 1820s, with settlement commencing in the 1830s. 
Initially, land clearance within the Bega Valley was restricted to the alluvial flats centred around the present 
township site, which were used for sheep grazing, cropping and subsistence farming (Brooks and Brierley 
1997). At this time the lower Bega River is understood to have been comprised of a narrow, deep channel, 
lined by large river oaks and characterised by deep pools with extensive rushes along the base of high and 
relatively stable, vegetated banks (Brooks and Brierley 1997).  
 
By 1851 large squattages had been staked out in the lowland area of the Bega Valley, but there had been little 
European impact to the broader catchment at this time. However, when the Robertson Land Acts were passed 
in 1861 the European population of Bega and the surrounding district swelled dramatically. The former large 
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squattages were carved up into smaller acreages and dairying became the principal land use. In addition a 
forestry industry supplying timber to Sydney was well established by the 1860s. Following the initial clearance 
of lowland forests, extensive recolonisation by various wattle species gave rise to wattle bark stripping for 
tanning, which also became an important commercial enterprise in the area from the 1860s (Brooks and 
Brierley 1997). By the 1870 -1880s almost 70% of the Bega catchment was cleared of its cover of tall open 
eucalypt forest. 
 
As a result of this extensive clearance of the catchment, floodplain and channel-margin vegetation, as well as 
agricultural activities such as the drainage of upland swamps, ploughing of alluvial flats and the construction of 
tracks and roads, valley fill sediment stores were unlocked and large volumes of sediment were conveyed to the 
lower catchment (Scott 1999). In consequence, the hydrologic and sediment regime of the Bega River was 
critically altered and the river landscape transformed.  The lower Bega River, including the floodplain section 
of the study area, experienced massive increase in channel width. Between 1851 and 1896, this channel width 
had expanded from an average of 40 metres wide to 150 metres across, with pools along the lowland plain 
infilled with the large quantities of sediment flushed downstream from the upper catchment and up to 2 metres 
of coarse sand deposited over the floodplains which were previously comprised of fine silt. By 1926 the 
channel width reached its maximum extent, measuring 250 metres in width at a point ca. 3 kilometres upstream 
from the study area, this being an increase of 340% from the 1851 channel width (Brooks and Brierley 1997).  
 
In direct consequence of this large scale dumping of sediment in the lower catchment area the point of the Bega 
River’s tidal interface shifted dramatically. The upstream extent of estuarine facies indicate that the upper tidal 
limit at 6000 years BP was located at a point upstream of the Brogo River confluence, which is situated ca. 400 
metres north-west of the study area, and probably near to the present highway bridge. This fluvio/estuarine 
delta front has prograded 5.8 kilometres in the period from 6000 years BP to 100 years BP, while mapping 
evidence indicates that in the 140 years since 1851 the Bega River tidal interface has shifted 3.9 kilometres 
downstream as the direct result of massive sediment depositioning (Brooks and Brierley 1997). 
 
Prior to European impacts the study area would have contained floodplain flats of lower elevation to those 
which are now present. The river itself would have been located at approximately 150 m north of the northern 
property boundary. The original vegetation on the hillslopes above the floodplain would have been comprised 
of tall open forest of spotted gum, forest red gum and wholly butt with a fairly dense shrubby sclerophyllous 
understorey (Brooks and Brierley 1997). The river oak lining the banks of the river gave way to various 
Eucalypt species on the floodplain including forest Eucalyptus tereticornis,  E. baueriana, E. melliodora, 
Angophora floribunda and probably E. globoidea and E. viminalis also with an understorey of various wattles, 
tea-tress and Callistemon.  
 
The following European land-use activities have been undertaken on the property: 
 

• Annual cropping, primarily for corn and beans, was the primary agricultural activity in late 18th and 
early 19th centuries.  

• Until its sale to the Bend Association the land was owned by the Spence family for several decades. 
The family also owned and managed the tannery that was to the west of the Bend site. Wattlebark for 
the tanning process was stored in the barn that is still standing on the Bend land. 

• In recent decades the land was used for grazing beef and later dairy cattle.  
• In recent years the land where the block subdivision is proposed (and the old barn) has been agisted 

for the grazing of trotting horses.  
 
Summary 
 
The wider local area in which the proposal site is situated is likely to have provided Aboriginal land users with 
a wide variety of resource zones including riverine, forest and fresh water lagoons. Elevated landforms are 
likely to have been used for camping. However, given the moderate gradient of the majority of the land situated 
above the floodplain in the proposal area it is predicted that this land is unlikely to have been utilised for long 
term or repeated camping. However, the crest of the small spur which extends northwards from the existing 
barn area could possibly have been used as a camp location. The majority of this spur crest is situated outside 
the area proposed for subdivision. 
 
The proposal area is therefore assessed to contain a low level of artefact discard based on environmental 
grounds. However, as a result of prior European impacts, both direct and indirect, the proposal area has been 
substantially impacted to the degree that any archaeological evidence which may be present is likely to be 
disturbed and lacking in archaeological integrity.  
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7. ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT 

7.1 Social geography  

On the basis of archaeological research it is known that Aboriginal people have occupied Australia for at least 
40,000 years and possibly as long as 60,000 years (Mulvaney and Kamminga 1999: 2). By 35,000 years before 
present (BP) all major environmental zones in Australia, including periglacial environments of Tasmania, were 
occupied (Mulvaney and Kamminga 1999:114).    
 
At the time of early occupation Australia experienced moderate temperatures. However, between 25,000 and 
12,000 years BP (a period called the Last Glacial Maximum) dry and either intensely hot or cold temperatures 
prevailed over the continent (Mulvaney and Kamminga 1999: 114). At this time the mean monthly 
temperatures on land were 6-10ºC lower; in southern Australia coldness, drought and winds acted to change the 
vegetation structure from forests to grass and shrublands (Mulvaney and Kamminga 1999: 115-116).  
 
During the Last Glacial Maximum at about 24-22,000 years ago, sea levels fell to about 130 m below present 
levels and accordingly, the continent was correspondingly larger. With the cessation of glacial conditions, 
temperatures rose with a concomitant rise in sea levels. By ca. 6000 BP sea levels had more or less stabilised to 
their current position. With the changes in climate during the Holocene Aboriginal occupants had to deal not 
only with reduced landmass, but changing hydrological systems and vegetation; forests again inhabited the 
grass and shrublands of the Late Glacial Maximum. As Mulvaney and Kamminga (1999: 120) have remarked: 
 

When humans arrived on Sahul’s shores and dispersed across the continent, they faced a 
continual series of environmental challenges that persisted throughout the Pleistocene. 
The adaptability and endurance in colonising Sahul is one of humankinds’ inspiring 
epics.   

 
Occupation of the NSW south coast dates from at least 20,000 years ago as evidenced by dated sites at Burrill 
Lake (Lampert 1971), Bass Point (Bowdler 1970) and two sites near Buchan in Victoria; Cloggs Cave (Flood 
1980) and New Guinea 2 (Ossa et al 1995). The Bulee Brook 2 site in the south coast hinterland ranges, 
excavated by Boot (1994), provides evidence that occupation of this zone had occurred by at least 18,000 years 
ago. These known Pleistocene occupation sites are few on the south coast; the majority of recorded sites date 
from the mid to late Holocene at the time when the sea more or less stabilized to its current level. It is 
nevertheless reasonable to assume that the Bega area was occupied and utilised by Aboriginal people from the 
late Pleistocene onwards. 
 
Howitt (1904: 81-81) identified the people of the Far South Coast as the Yuin ‘tribes’, also called the Coast 
Murring tribes. The Yuin boundaries extend along the coast from the Shoalhaven River in the north to Cape 
Howe in the south (Mullet 1996: 5). Howitt (1904) recognized a distinction between the people of the north and 
those of the south with the division lying somewhere between Moruya and Ulladulla. Tindale (1974) defined 
the area situated between Cape Dromedary (near Tilba) and Bega as that belonging to the Djiringanj speaking 
people.  
 
Eades (1976) describes the Dyirringan language as being spoken in the area between Wallaga Lake and 
Twofold Bay, with the Thawa language spoken south of Twofold Bay.   
 
Prior to European occupation the Aboriginal people of the Bega Valley practiced a hunting, gathering and 
fishing economy. Robinson (in Mackeness 1941:335-336) discussed the economy of the Bega Valley people as 
follows: 
 

“…the zamia (is common) on the ranges…the nuts are collected in large quantities and by 
the Blacks called Bunggon. The Cabbage Palm…is another article of subsistence…The 
Phascomolys (Wombat) and the fish are the chief support of the natives, the latter are taken 
in Weirs, Eels and other fish in ponds are stupefied by an infusion of bark’. 

 
Robinson (1844) noted that fish weirs allowed large numbers of people to come together for sustained periods 
of time, as they provided an abundant source of food. Observations from the Bega region indicate that 
Aboriginal people relied heavily on coastal resources such as fish and shellfish and that camps were located on 
coastal dunes or in forests within close proximity to the coast (Sullivan 1982). Ethno historical records note 
that fishing methods utilised on Black Ada Lagoon, situated east of the study area, involved a combined effort 
of people driving fish to one end of the lagoon where they could be easily speared (Smith 1970:5). 
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Boot’s (1994) investigation, drawing on original archival sources of ethno historical observations relating to the 
south coast region, lists a large number of faunal and floral species which have been recorded in the literature 
as having been utilised by Aboriginal people. The animals listed include fish, shark, eel, whales, seals, marine 
worms, shellfish, possum, kangaroo, wombat, birds, goanna and grubs. Plants harvested and utilised include 
kangaroo apple, native cranberry, honeysuckle, pigface, macrozamia, cabbage tree, fruit and yams.  
 
The first Europeans to enter the Bega area were the shipwrecked sailors of the ‘Sydney Cove’ who walked 
from Point Hicks to Wattamolla Bay, near Sydney. These men reported the existence of what became known as 
Twofold Bay. George Bass was despatched post haste by Governor Hunter and in 1797, entered the mouth of 
the Bega River on his voyage south (Bayley 1942). During the same journey Bass inspected Twofold Bay 
noting its considerable advantages as a suitable sea port. 
 
In the late 1820s the Bega area was occupied by squatters who made an overland traverse from the Monaro via 
Cobargo. The Bega valley was perceived to be fertile and suitable for agriculture: The country was undulating, 
sparsely treed, blanketed in long grass and well watered (Bayley 1942). It is highly probable that the vegetation 
structure which existed at the time of initial European contact, was a result of Aboriginal land management 
practices. Early commentators also remarked upon the abundance of emus, kangaroos, koalas and ‘wild fowl’, 
which then provided both Aboriginal and Europeans with food, but now are largely absent from the region.  
 
Cattle were brought into the district in 1830 at which time conflict between Aboriginal people and the 
cattlemen and their stockmen is recorded to have occurred (Bayley 1942). By the early 1830s land on the 
Monaro and both to the south and north of Bega was occupied by squatters and their cattle. As elsewhere, the 
first squatters to arrive took up the best land in terms of its fertility and proximity to water. This land would 
also have been favoured land occupied by Aboriginal people. By 1834 Governor Bourke upon visiting the 
district reported that the use of the land was already contributing significantly to the wealth of the colony 
(Bayley 1942). The Aboriginal people around Bega did not readily give way to the European occupation and 
this factor coupled with other difficulties resulted in the abandonment of Warragaburra which is situated 
immediately to the south of the study area on the Jellat Jellat flats. Warragaburra was however soon re-
occupied by the Imlay brothers.    
 
During the 1830’s and 1840’s the Imlay brothers held properties which extended from Bittangabee, south of 
Eden, to the Murrah and Cobargo, both of which are situated north of Bega (Wellings (1966: 6). Closer to hand 
the Imlay brothers held land at Bega, Tarraganda and Bournda. During the Imlays occupation of the area cattle, 
sheep and fine horses were bred and exported to other Australian colonies, and as well, to New Zealand and 
England. Fruit and vegetables were also produced in abundance and shipped elsewhere.     
  
According to Wellings (1966: 7) the Imlays were regarded as ‘safe people’ by the Aborigines. Aboriginal 
people were employed by the Imlays in both their agricultural and whaling ventures on the far south coast. It is 
likely that by the late 1830s to early 1840s Aboriginal people began to find both employment and other 
advantages by forging close relationships with individual European men and women. Lambie (cited in Bayley 
1942) reported in 1842 that ‘a good many’ Aboriginal people were employed on coastal properties, hoeing and 
reaping maize, and sheep washing. Referring to Aboriginal people employed by the Imlays in whaling, Lambie 
(cited in Bayley 1942) stated that after the season ‘they all returned to their tribes in the bush’.  It is possible 
that similarly, Aboriginal people in the Bega area alternated between farm and ‘bush’ life in these early years.     
 
European settlement of the far south coast caused immense disruption and change to Aboriginal social and 
economic life and relationships to country. Nevertheless, in the early days of settlement Aboriginal groups had 
continued access to some lands and maintained many cultural and social traditions (Chittick & Fox 1997:191).  
 
After 1854, when town allotments were first sold in Bega, farm allotments extending from Bega to Wallagoot 
were also sold. After the initial encroachment of European occupation Aboriginal people continued to find 
employment within the new settler economy.  On the south coast during the 1800’s, Aboriginal people ran their 
own farms, businesses and contributed significantly to pioneering; they established a valuable place within the 
new society (Rose 1990: 41). People continued to pursue a rich cultural life, both ‘traditional’ and introduced, 
throughout the late 1800s. For example, the first Wallaga Lake school teacher found it difficult to interest the 
men in adult education because they were engaged by Cricket Clubs for the season (Rose 1990: 41). European 
bean growers of the Bega Valley were also concerned that Aboriginal pickers were difficult to secure due to 
cricket commitments which kept them otherwise occupied. By 1882 Aborigines lived mostly in camps around 
the small town of Bega.  
Rose (1990:42) has argued that the Yuin peoples successful efforts to peacefully accommodate Europeans and 
to adapt to the new society was systematically destroyed by the Aborigines Protection Board which in 1884 
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adopted the policy of concentrating Aboriginal people on settlements. In 1891 the Aboriginal Protection Board 
established the Wallaga Lake Reserve, which became a virtual prison (Byrne 1984).  In the 1940s and until 
recently the Aboriginal people worked as seasonal labourers in the bean and pea fields.   
 
The remembrance of this life in the Bega area at this time is perpetuated within the living memory of the 
Aboriginal community of the South Coast. Informants recall the seasonal work performed picking beans, peas, 
corn ‘…whatever was going’ and being required to move on when the work was completed (Chittick and Fox 
1997). In consequence, families were continually being uprooted and the children relocated from one school to 
another. At that time Aboriginal people camped all along the Bega River with families, many of them large, 
living in tents. One such camp site was on the banks of the Bega River, near to the Bridge in North Bega, with 
another at Tarraganda, on the opposite side of the river to the study area. “The Junction”, has significance to the 
local aboriginal community, due to its association with the past camps along the river, and its current use as a 
recreation area. One former camp was situated on the western bank of the Brogo River (Chris Allen pers. 
comm. 2005). To the east of the township of Bega, just off the Tathra Road, up to fifty families camped on the 
river on the property of the Otton brothers. As a result of this, the Bega River played a big part in their lives 
(Chittick and Fox 1997). This period is remembered by some as being a good time, when through hard work 
wages approaching the basic wage could be earned, and when the Aboriginal community was closely 
connected through their shared experience of travelling, working and camping together (Chittick and Fox 
1997).  
 
7.2 Previously Recorded Sites 

A search of the NSW DEC Aboriginal Heritage Management Information System was conducted on the 4th 
January 2005 (AHIMS search #11732). The search was undertaken for an area of 36 kms² encompassed by 
Eastings: 751000-757000 and Northings: 5934000-5940000.  
 
Sixteen Aboriginal sites are recorded on AHIMS as being present within the site search area. However, none of 
these sites are situated within the study area itself. It is noted that sites on AHIMS may be variable in their 
accuracy. The AHIMS register only includes sites which have been reported to NSW NPWS. Generally, sites 
are only recorded during targeted surveys undertaken in either development or research contexts. Accordingly, 
this search cannot be considered to be an actual or exhaustive inventory of Aboriginal sites situated within the 
local area or indeed within the study area itself.  
 
The following table details those NPWS site cards available which relate to the sites provided in the AHIMS 
site search result.  
 

NPWS 
Site No 

 

Grid 
Reference 

Site Type 
 
 

Location 
 

Brief Description 
 

62-5-0007 756100e 
5938100n 

Scarred tree No site card 
available 

 

62-6-0011 751600e 
5940000n 

Bora/Ceremonial Four km north-
west of the Bega 
Post Office 

Two barely visible Bora rings, 
five indicated to be present in 
total. 

62-6-0033 756100e 
5938100n 

Scarred tree Corridgeree Road, 
Bega 

Ringbarked and dead tree with 
scar measuring 1.95m (L) x 
0.65m (W). 

62-6-0465 753620e 
5936570n 

Artefacts/ceremonial. 
 

Girraween Cres, 
Bega 

Pebble manuports and stone 
artefacts including cores, flaked 
pebbles, flakes, ground-edge 
hatchet and ochre. 

62-6-0477 753620e 
5936950n 

 

Artefact assemblage Bega High School, 
Auckland Street, 
Bega 

Nineteen artefacts, consisting of 
16 quartz and 3 basalt items. 

62-6-0051 756500e 
5937900n 

Scarred tree Bega Golf Links, 
Bega 

Yellow box – tree described as 
canoe or shield tree. 
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62-6-0516 754537e 
5935606n 

Scarred tree ‘Glen Mia’, Bega Forest red gum, scar size 
(including regrowth) 2.6 m (L) x 
0.66 m (W). 

62-6-0517 754547e 
5935616n 

Scarred tree ‘Glen Mia’, Bega Forest red gum, scar size 
(including regrowth) 2.5 m (L) x 
1m (W). 

62-6-0052 754500e 
5939000n 

Scarred tree Bega Golf Links, 
Bega 

Red gum – tree described as 
bearing marks which could be 
interpreted as step scars. 

62-6-0053 754500e 
5939000n 

Bora/Ceremonial Corridgeree Road, 
Bega 

- 

62-6-0054 752300e 
5936800n 

Bora/Ceremonial - Two partial ceremonial rings 
identified from the air 

62-6-0536 754370e 
5935480n 

PAD 1 ‘Glen Mia’ 6 artefacts in 40 x 35 m area; 
artefact density: 0.009/m² 

62-6-0537 754450e 
5935725n 

PAD 2 ‘Glen Mia’ 19 artefacts in 90 x 45 m area; 
artefact density: 0.04/m² 

62-6-0538 754625e 
5935900n 

PAD 3 ‘Glen Mia’ 1 artefact; artefact density: 
0.001/m² 

62-6-0539 754790e 
5936100n 

PAD 4 ‘Glen Mia’ 6 artefacts in 37 x 30 m area; 
artefact density: 0.011/m² 

 
The following is discussion in Sections 7.3 will present a review of previous archaeological work in the region 
for the purposes of producing a predictive model of site type and location for the study area (seen Section 7.4).       
 

7.3 Archaeology – Occupation models and prior research 

Numerous studies have been undertaken, both in an academic and consultancy context, in the broader Bega 
region of the New South Wales south coast. Consideration of a predictive model of site type and site location 
within a geographical context relevant to the study area can be made through recourse to these previous studies.  
From this a contextual and relevant assessment of the archaeological potential of the study area can be formed. 
  
The contemporary consideration by a number of researchers with regard to the nature of Aboriginal occupation 
on the South Coast prior to European settlement has resulted in conflicting arguments. Perceived higher site 
densities on the coast compared to forested hinterland contexts have led researchers, until recently, to argue that 
the coast was the focus of Aboriginal occupation and landuse. 
 
Poiner (1976) proposed semi-nomadic occupation of the coast during summer and nomadic occupation of both 
the coast and hinterland during winter. However, this model was based on scanty evidence (Hiscock 1982) and 
an assumption that hinterland sites were few in number, small and widespread (Boot 2002). The strong 
seasonal focus of Poiner’s (1976) model is inappropriate however, given that the mesothermal climate which 
prevails on the south coast presents only limited seasonal variation (Boot 2002).     
 
Attenbrow (1976) argued that the major determinant of Aboriginal land use would have been the carrying 
capacity of the land. While Attenbrow (1976) proposed that groups would have utilized the coast and inland at 
all times of the year she argued that in spring, summer and autumn more people in larger numbers would have 
occupied the coastal zone practicing a largely marine economy and in winter smaller groups would be spread 
more evenly across county subsisting on a higher proportion of land animals. She predicted that areas such as 
coastal margins and inland valleys would have supported larger populations than the mountain slopes or 
foothills. 
 
The forest-woodland environment contains large numbers of land mammals and plants (Attenbrow 1976). 
Poiner (1976) and Attenbrow (1976) have argued that both inland and marine resources declined in both range 
and abundance during winter.  Poiner (1976) argued that the sea was the source of the bulk of food resources.  
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Vallance (1983) argued that a range of subsistence strategies would have been pursued and that these would 
have varied both within and between seasons and from year to year. This shift away from a seasonal model has 
been further expanded by Boot (1994) who has predicted that based on the Vallance (1983) model larger 
archaeological sites could be expected to be situated in areas where large quantities of food are available, either 
on a single occasion or on a regular basis, with smaller sites located elsewhere reflecting short term occupation 
or movement between focused occupation sites. Based on work undertaken during his doctoral research Boot 
(1994) has argued that the hinterland occupation was “widespread and very dense…” during the past 4000 
years.  
 
Prior to these debates within the academy, Geological Surveyor William Anderson recorded and excavated 
several Aboriginal midden sites in the region (Anderson 1890). Anderson (1890) mapped the location of major 
‘shell-heaps’ at Wagonga Inlet and Pambula Lake. Anderson noted that the coastal zone in the area “…seems 
from all accounts to have been permanently inhabited by certain tribes of Aborigines, who occupied specialized 
areas in the district”. Anderson (1890) described the results of the excavation of two middens at Wagonga Inlet 
in some detail. Both contained deep deposits; one 5’ deep and the other 3’. The skeleton of a dingo was 
retrieved from one midden. Sullivan (1982) subsequently examined the middens of the south coast as the topic 
of her doctoral research.   
 
One of the preliminary consultancy projects undertaken on the south coast was conducted by Sullivan and 
Gibbney (1978) for the CSIRO. The study was aimed at identifying and recording locations containing 
evidence of Aboriginal and early non-Aboriginal occupation. Two hundred and eleven Aboriginal sites were 
listed during the survey. Site types recorded include shield and canoe trees, surface campsites, hatchet grinding 
grooves and stratified deposits including open shell middens and rock shelters (Sullivan and Gibbney 1978: 
197).  
 
Since this time a number of studies have been undertaken in the Bega area (Bowdler 1982; Byrne 1983; 
Dearling 2002; Egloff 1979; Hughes and Sullivan 1978; Kuskie 1994; Saunders 1997; Saunders 2003). 
 
Hughes and Sullivan (1978) assessed the types and distribution of Aboriginal sites within the ‘Five Forests’ 
prior to the selective logging of the area.  The Five Forests extends over 40 km from Wallaga Lake in the North 
to Bega in the south and 20 km inland. The Five Forests occupied an area between the coastal zone of 
alternating rocky headlands and estuaries backed by alluvial river valleys to the east and rolling hill country to 
the west.  Most sites were found along roads or logging tracks and none of the artefacts were regarded to be in 
situ. Visibility was low in the inland areas, with visibility of less than 10% in most places. The survey was 
conducted by selecting areas of potential such as stream crossings, ridge crests and saddles in areas where 
granite outcropped.  The survey resulted in representative transects of each of the forests and their various 
geological and landform associations.  Surveys of coastal areas stretching from Middle Lagoon to Bega River 
in the south were also made in order to provide a comparative context to the hinterland. 
 
Five small artefact scatters were located mostly comprising artefacts made from quartz (Hughes and Sullivan 
1978).  None of the quartz artefacts were thought to be unequivocally of Aboriginal origin given that they were 
found on exposed surfaces near roads or on logging tracks. However, none of the stone occurred naturally at 
these sites. Other materials encountered included indurated mudstone and porphyritic volcanics. Artefact types 
included flakes, one core, one scraper and some utilised flakes. Sites were typically found to be located along 
saddles and gentle slopes or ridge crests. The small number of sites found away from the coast was attributed to 
lack of visibility due to ground cover, the location of the survey area underlain by Ordovician beds (which 
produced surface lag deposits rich in shattered vein quartz) and that manufacturing sites were unlikely to be 
present due to lack of suitable rock types for implement manufacture.   
 
Egloff (1979) conducted a study of Mumbulla Mountain, situated to the north of Bega and ca. 22 kms north 
east of the study area, commissioned by the Forestry Commission of New South Wales. This study was 
conducted in response to the Forestry Commissions decision to commence logging on Mumbulla and the 
subsequent six month embargo which followed The Yuin Tribal Council’s request of the NSW Heritage 
Council for an Interim Conservation Order. Egloff found that the Yuin Tribal Council represented Aborigines 
who retained sufficient traditional knowledge for the claims in regard to Mumbulla to be taken seriously. His 
findings resulted in the gazettal of the disputed area as an Aboriginal Place 
 
Byrne (1983) surveyed Loggable Block One on Mumbulla Mountain (measuring 9 km square) in response to 
planned thinning operations of Timber Stand Improvement zones. Given the presence of dense timber regrowth 
the majority of the study area was unable to be adequately surveyed. Survey was confined to areas of predicted 
sensitivity. No sites were located. This negative result was explained in terms of the high levels of ground 
disturbance in areas subjected to previous integrated logging operations.  
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Bowdler (1982) conducted a limited survey of an 8 km square area in Loggable Block 4 of Biamanga 
Aboriginal Place situated on the east side of the Murrah River. Survey was confined to locations which were 
predicted to be sensitive. One previously recorded site was relocated. No additional sites were recorded.  
 
Dearling (2002) conducted research in the Bega Valley based on a sampled survey of five areas. 119 open 
artefact scatters and 62 isolated finds were recorded with the highest percentage of sites occurring in areas that 
were formerly dry grass forest. The most complex sites were found to be situated close to the transition zones 
at ecotone boundaries (Dearling 2002: 21). Dearling (2002: 21) concluded that Aboriginal people utilised 
almost all hinterland environments and that the level of exploitation depended on resource availability within 
the particular environment.  
 
Kuskie (1994) conducted a survey of a five ha area situated approximately seven kilometres north of Brogo. 
The study area is situated 500 m north of the river within a zone of lower elevation ridges, hills and drainage 
channels. The study area encompassed part of a flat level knoll and steep simple slopes. Most of the area was 
assessed to be of low archaeological sensitivity. No sites were found and this result was considered to be a 
reasonably accurate reflection of the sensitivity of the study area.  
 
Saunders (1997) surveyed a granite extraction pit site located 15 km northwest of Bega and consisting of an 8 
ha parcel of land. The archaeological potential of the area was assessed to be low given the nature of the terrain 
and absence of reliable water. No sites were found and this result was argued to be an accurate reflection of the 
potential of the area. 
 
Steele et al (2001) conducted a survey of the Bega High School site. No sites were recorded however this was 
attributed at least in part to low levels of ground surface visibility. Steele et al (2002) conducted subsurface 
investigations at the site at which time 19 stone artefacts were recovered. The low levels of artefact density 
were attributed to prior disturbance.  
 
Saunders (2003) surveyed the “Glen Mia” thirty five hectare subdivision area on the south east outskirts of 
Bega. The area consisted of moderately inclined slopes separated by intermittent streams. Two scarred trees 
and four areas of archaeological potential were recorded. Ground visibility and hence the potential to locate 
artefactual material was low during the survey.  
 
The Bega Tradition Aboriginal Elders Council (Steve Luff pers. comm.) conducted a survey of an area situated 
immediately to the east of the proposal site for the Bega Valley Shire Council. The site is situated on the Bega 
River flood plain. At the time of this survey high levels of ground visibility were present, however no 
artefactual material was observed to be present. 
 
7.4 Archaeological Potential of the Study Area  

The literature review presented above indicates that in coastal environments on the far south coast midden and 
stone artefact scatters are commonly recorded sites. Ceremonial places, human burials and scarred trees are 
also recorded, albeit in lower numbers. Based on a consideration of the above models and the review of prior 
research conducted in the Bega area the following site predictions are made: 
 
Open Artefact Scatters of Stone Artefacts 
 
Open artefact scatters are located either on the surface and/or in subsurface contexts.  The raw materials used 
for artefact manufacture will commonly be silcrete, quartz, chert and volcanics.  Within the local area stone 
artefacts will be widely distributed across the landscape in a virtual continuum, but with significant variations 
in density in relation to different environmental factors.  Artefact density and site complexity will be greater 
near reliable water (c. 100 metres of the highest order streams).   
 
The detection of artefact scatters depends on ground surface factors and whether or not the potential 
archaeological bearing soil profile is visible.  Prior ground disturbance, vegetation cover and sediment/gravel 
deposition can act to obscure artefact scatter presence. Given the environmental and geomorphological context 
it is predicted that archaeological evidence in the form of stone artefacts in the proposal area will be sparse.   
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Isolated Finds  
 
Isolated finds are single stone artefact finds.  Whether or not the isolated position of the artefact is a true 
reflection of artefact density rather than a result of low visibility variables it is considered to be the constituent 
component of the background scatter present within its particular landform unit.    
 
It is predicted that isolated finds will be located in the proposal area and will be representative of background 
scatter.   
 
Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD)  
 
PAD sites are sedimentary deposits which are assessed as having a high likelihood of containing sub-surface 
artefacts.  PAD sites may occur in association with a surface scatter of stone artefacts or alternatively exhibit no 
archaeological surface material.   
Based on environmental grounds the potential for PAD sites to be present in the proposal area is assessed to be 
low.   
 
Grinding Grooves  
 
Grinding grooves are found in rock surfaces and result from the manufacture and maintenance of ground edge 
tools.  Given the absence of sandstone exposures in the study area grinding groove sites are unlikely to be 
present.   
 
Burials sites  
 
Burial sites have been recorded within the wider region. The potential exists for burials to be present in deep 
sedimentary features adjacent to the Bega River. This site type is rarely located during field survey. While there 
is therefore some potential for burials to be present in the floodplain, they are unlikely to be found during the 
survey given the presence of deep post-European deposits of silts and gravels. 
 
Rock Shelter Sites  
 
Rock shelters sites are unlikely to be present in the study area given the absence of vertical stone outcrops. 
 
Scarred and Carved Trees  
 
Scarred and Carved trees result from either domestic or ceremonial bark removal.  Carved trees associated with 
burial grounds and other ceremonial places have been recorded in the wider region.  In an Aboriginal land use 
context this site type would most likely have been situated on flat or low gradient landform units in areas 
suitable for either habitation and/or ceremonial purposes. 
 
Bark removal by European people through the entire historic period and by natural processes such as fire 
blistering and branch fall make the identification of scarring from a causal point of view very difficult.  
Accordingly, given the propensity for trees to bear scarring from natural causes their positive identification is 
impossible unless culturally specific variables such as stone hatchet cut marks or incised designs are evident 
and rigorous criteria in regard to tree species/age/size and it specific characteristics in regard to regrowth is 
adopted (Dibden 2001a).        
 
Nevertheless, the likelihood of trees bearing cultural scarring remaining extant and in situ is low given events 
such as land clearance and bushfires.   Generally scarred trees will only survive if they have been carefully 
protected (such as the trees associated with Yuranigh’s grave at Molong where successive generations of 
European landholders have actively cared for them).   
 
The study area has been extensively cleared; there are no old indigenous trees present. This site type is unlikely 
to be recorded in the study area.   
 
Stone Quarry and Procurement Sites  
 
A lithic quarry is the location of an exploited stone source (Hiscock & Mitchell 1993:32).  Sites will only be 
located where exposures of a stone type suitable for use in artefact manufacture occur. Given the absence of 
stone outcrops in the proposal area this site type is unlikely to be recorded during the study.  
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8. SURVEY RESULTS 

8.1 Results 

Two Aboriginal sites were recorded within the survey area during this study. These sites are further described 
below and their location is shown on Figure 3: 
 
Bega Site 1                            grid reference: Hand GPS: 754475. 5937793 (WGS84) 

 
This site is an isolated artefact found on a spur crest (Plate 2). The site location has an aspect of 270° and a 
gradient of 4º.   
 
The artefact is situated in an area of exposure within an incised track worn by horses. The artefact was located 
in a 10 m x 3.5 m area of exposure associated with this disturbance. The soil present is a fine loam of granitic 
origin.  
 
The artefact recorded is:  
 

 A grey silcrete medial flake portion, measuring 25 x 11 x 9 mm.  
 
Ground exposure within the horse track area is estimated to be 90% with ca. 70% of that exposure assessed to 
be archaeological visibility. Ground exposure away from the horse track is estimated to be 10% with ca. 70% 
of that exposure assessed to be archaeological visibility.  
 
Given the reasonable degree of visibility at this site the artefact it is assessed to be either a genuine isolated 
find, or representative of sparse background scatter. The site is not expected to be larger than recorded or to 
contain intact subsurface deposit.  
 
Bega Site 2                            grid reference: Hand GPS: 754698. 5937737 (WGS84) 

 
This site is an isolated artefact found on a spur side slope. The site location has a northerly aspect and a 
gradient of 4º (Plate 1).   
 
The artefact is situated in an area of exposure formed by an ungraded but incised vehicle track. The artefact 
was located in a 200 m x 2.5 m area of exposure associated with this disturbance. The soil present across the 
landform unit is a fine loam of granitic origin.  
 
The artefact recorded is:  
 

 An unmodified volcanic flake, measuring 40 x 27 x 17 mm.  
 
Ground exposure within the wider site area is estimated to be 90% with ca. 90% of that exposure assessed to be 
archaeological visibility. Ground exposure away from the vehicle track is estimated to be 10% with ca. 60% of 
that exposure assessed to be archaeological visibility.  
 
Given the reasonable visibility at this site the artefact it is assessed to be either a genuine isolated find, or 
representative of sparse background scatter. The site is not expected to be larger than recorded or to contain 
intact subsurface deposit.  
 
8.2 Survey Coverage Variables 

Survey Coverage Variables are a measure of ground surveyed during the study and the archaeological visibility 
present within that surveyed area. Survey coverage variables provide a measure with which to assess the 
effectiveness of the survey so as to provide an informed basis for the formulation of management strategies.  
 
Two variables have been recorded during this study to measure ground surface visibility: The area of ground 
exposure encountered and the quality and type of ground visibility (archaeological visibility) within those 
exposures. The two variables of ground surface visibility which have been estimated during the survey are 
defined as follows: 
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Average Ground Exposure – an estimate of the total area of ground inspected which contained exposures of 
bare ground; and  
 
Average Archaeology Visibility – an estimate of the average levels of potential archaeological surface visibility 
within those exposures of bare ground.  
 
Based on the two visibility variables as defined above, a net estimate (Net Effective Exposure) of the 
archaeological potential of exposure area within a survey unit or set of units is calculated. The Effective Survey 
Coverage (ESC) is a percentage calculation of the archaeological visibility within the study area; it is defined 
and required by the NSW DEC.  
 
A total of nine survey units were recorded during this study. Each survey unit conforms to a single terrain unit 
(a combination of landform element, gradient and aspect).  
 
The survey units are described in Table 2 and Table 3 below; their location is shown of Figure 3. 
 
 

 
Survey Unit 

 

 
Landform 
element 

 
 

 
Aspect 

 

 
Gradient 

 

 
Vegetation 

 

 
Geology/ 

soils 
 

 
Landuse 
impacts 

SU1 
(Plate 3) 

Spur side 
slope 

Northerly 5° Scattered oaks & 
elms, kikuyu; African 
love grass; fennel & 
weeds  

Granitic; with 
gravels; fine 

loam 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing; car 

tracks; horse tracks; 
subsurface sewerage line; 

sewer stack pipe 
SU2 Spur crest 

 
Northerly 5° Scattered oaks & 

elms, privet; kikuyu; 
African love grass 

Granitic; with 
gravels and 
occasional 

small cobbles < 
15 cm; fine 

loam 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing; large 
shed and prior usage as 
wattle bark storage area; 

scattered imported gravel ; 
horse stabling  

SU3 Spur side 
slope 

Northerly 10° Scattered oaks & 
elms, camphor laurel 
kikuyu; African love 

grass; paspalum; 
fennel & weeds 

Granitic; with 
gravels, fine 

loam 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing; 

transportation of wattle 
bark to tannery to west 

SU4 Spur crest 
 

Northerly 1-2° Kikuyu; African love 
grass; paspalum 

Granitic, fine 
loam 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing sewer  

stack pipe 

SU5 Spur side 
slope 

270° 8° Grassed - including 
kikuyu; African love 

grass; paspalum;  

Granitic, fine 
loam 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing; 

subsurface sewerage line 

SU6 Spur side 
slope 

70° 8° Grassed - including 
kikuyu; African love 

grass; paspalum;  

Granitic, fine 
loam 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing; 

subsurface sewerage line 

SU(Plate 4, 5 
and 6) 

Floodplain 
including 
anabranch 

Open Undulating  
flat 

Poplar; willow; 
grassed- including 

kikuyu; African love 
grass; paspalum 

Granitic sands 
and gravels 

Original clearance; 
ploughing; grazing; road 

and bridge impacts at 
Bridge St anabranch 

crossing, indirect European 
geomorphological changes 
including deposition of up 

to 2 m gravels; channel 
widening of the anabranch  

 
Table 2. Description of survey units.  
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Survey 

Unit      
Proposed 
impacts 

Survey 
Unit Area 

 

Area 
surveyed 

 

Ave. 
ground 

exposure 

Ave. 
arch 

visibility 
% 

Net 
Effective 
Exposure 

ESC Artefacts 
recorded 

Predicted 
potential  
density of 
undetected 
artefacts  

SU1 Subdivision 20,000 m² 80% 
16,000 m² 

10% 
1,600 m² 

65% 
 

1,040 m² 5.2% 1 Low 

SU2 Subdivision 7,500 m² 75% 
5625 m² 

15% 
843.8 m² 

65% 
 

548.4 m² 7.3% 1 Low 

SU3 Sold to 
Mumbulla 

School 

4,500 m² 55% 
 2475 m² 

2% 
49.5 m² 

60% 29.7 m² 0.7% 0 Very low 

SU4 Partially within 
subdivision 

5000 m² 65% 
3250 m² 

1% 
32.5 m² 

40% 13 m² 0.3% 0 Low/ 
moderate 

SU5 Partially within 
subdivision 

2000 m² 55% 
1,100 m² 

1% 
11 m² 

60% 6.6 m² 0.3% 0 Very low 

SU6 Partially within 
subdivision 

2000 m² 55% 
1,100 m² 

1% 
11 m² 

60% 6.6 m² 0.3% 0 Very low 

SU7 Partially sold to 
Mumbulla 

School 
Agricultural, re-

afforestation 
and 

conservation 

89,000 m² 10%  
8,900m² 

1% 
89 m² 

0% 0m² 0% 0 Very low 

Total  13 ha 3.85 ha 0.26 ha  0.16 ha 1.2 % 2  

 
Table 3. Survey Coverage Data  
 
8.3 Summary 

A total of seven survey units have been defined during this study. The proposed subdivision area has been 
subject to a reasonably comprehensive archaeological survey. The floodplain however, was subject to a more 
minimal approach given its low archaeological potential, post European geomorphic impacts and the nature of 
proposed impacts (ie re-afforestation, agriculture and conservation). Survey units have been defined on the 
basis of individual archaeological terrain units (a combination of landform element, gradient and aspect). The 
total survey area measures ca. 13 hectares.  
 
Approximately 3.85 hectares of this total area was traversed and inspected during the survey. The survey 
transects conducted across each survey unit included the inspection of erosional features such as vehicle and 
animal tracks, and bare earth patches. Generally ground exposures were sparse given that the proposal area is 
grassed. Archaeological visibility within ground exposures varied between moderate on the slopes given that 
potential artefact bearing soils were breached or zero on the floodplain due to the deposition of up to 2 m of 
post European silt/gravels.   
 
It is estimated that average ground exposure actually inspected across the study area measured ca. 0.26 
hectares. Of that ground exposure it is calculated that ca. 0.16 hectares inspected provided potential 
archaeological visibility (potential artefact bearing soil exposures). Effective survey coverage achieved during 
the study is calculated to have been 1.2% (average) of the entire proposal area.     
 
Effective survey coverage achieved during the survey is very low, although a typical result in grassed 
paddocks. Generally ground exposures were sparse given that the proposal area is grassed. Archaeological 
visibility within ground exposures varied between moderate on the slopes given that potential artefact bearing 
soils were breached or zero on the floodplain due to the deposition of up to 2 m of post European silt/gravels.   
 
However, isolated, yet reasonably large areas of ground exposures which contained good archaeological 
visibility were encountered in the survey units 1 and 2. These exposures therefore provided an indication of the 
density of any archaeological material which may be present in the study area.  
 
Given that two artefacts only were recorded and the presence of the reasonably large areas of ground exposures 
which possessed good archaeological visibility the density of undetected archaeological material in the study 
area is assessed to be low.  Despite low effective survey coverage the survey result is assessed to be a 
reasonably accurate reflection of the archaeological nature, sensitivity and potential of the study area.  
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Figure 3. Location of Aboriginal sites and survey units recorded during the survey (Bega 8824-1-S 2nd ed. 
1:25000 topographic map: MGA)   
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Plate 1. Bega Site 2 looking west. Arrow denotes location of artefact. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Plate 2. Bega Site 1 looking north. Arrow denotes location of artefact. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Plate 3. West end of Survey Unit 1; also Survey Unit 2 where figures are standing, looking west. Note typical  
ground exposures on slopes.  
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Plate 4. Taken from Survey Unit 7 looking south to low spur crest. Note large shed in middle distance which is 
situated in Survey Unit 2.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Plate 5. Survey Unit 7 looking east at the anabranch.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Plate 6. Survey Unit 7 taken from north east boundary of survey unit looking northwest.  
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9. STATUTORY INFORMATION 

Two pieces of legislation provide the primary basis for Aboriginal heritage management in NSW, the National 
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) and the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A 
Act) (NPWS 1997).  
 
The Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act), its regulations, schedules and guidelines 
provides the context for the requirement for environmental impact assessments to be undertaken during land 
use planning (NPWS 1997). 
 
The NPW Act provides statutory protection for all Aboriginal objects and Aboriginal Places.  
 
An ‘Aboriginal object’ is defined as 
 
          ‘any deposit, object or material evidence (not being a handicraft for sale) relating to Aboriginal 

habitation of the area that comprises New South Wales, being habitation before or concurrent 
with the occupation of that area by persons of non-Aboriginal extraction, and includes 
Aboriginal remains’.  

 
Under s90 of the NPW Act a person must not knowingly destroy, damage or deface or knowingly cause or 
permit the destruction, damage or defacement of an Aboriginal object or Aboriginal Place without first 
obtaining the consent of the Director-General of the NSW DEC. Consents which enable a person to impact an 
Aboriginal object are issued by the NSW DEC upon review of a s90 application. 
 
Under s87 of the NPW Act a person must not excavate or disturb land for the purposes of discovering an 
Aboriginal object without first obtaining the consent of the Director-General of the NSW DEC. Permits which 
enable a person to excavate land for the purposes of determining whether or not an Aboriginal object is present 
are issued by the NSW DEC upon review of a s87 application. 
 
 
 
10.  SIGNIFICANCE ASSESSMENT 

The information provided in this report and the assessment of significance of Aboriginal sites provides the 
basis for the proponent to make informed decisions regarding the management and degree of protection which 
should be undertaken in regard to the sites located within the study area.   
 
10.1 Significance Assessment Criteria 

The NPWS (1997) defines significance as relating to the meaning of sites: “meaning is to do with the values 
people put on things, places, sites, land”. 
 
The following significance assessment criteria is derived from the relevant aspects of ICOMOS Burra Charter 
and NSW Department of Urban Affairs and Planning’s ‘State Heritage Inventory Evaluation Criteria and 
Management Guidelines’. 
 
Aboriginal archaeological sites are assessed under the following categories of significance:  
 

• cultural value to contemporary Aboriginal people, 
• archaeological value, 
• aesthetic value, 
• representativeness, and 
• educational value. 

 
Aboriginal cultural significance  
 
The Aboriginal community will value a place upon a place in accordance with a variety of factors including 
contemporary associations and beliefs and historical relationships.  Most heritage evidence is valued by 
Aboriginal people given its symbolic embodiment and physical relationship with their ancestral past.  
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Consultation with the local Aboriginal community is necessary to identify the cultural significance attached to 
heritage sites and the broader landscape.  
 
Archaeological value  
 
The assessment of archaeological value involves determining the potential of a place to provide information 
which is of value in scientific analysis and the resolution of potential archaeological research questions.  
Relevant research topics may be defined and addressed within the academy, the context of cultural heritage 
management or Aboriginal communities. Increasingly, research issues are being constructed with reference to 
the broader landscape rather than focusing specifically on individual site locales. In order to assess scientific 
value sites are evaluated in terms of nature of the evidence, whether or not they contain undisturbed artefactual 
material, occur within a context which enables the testing of certain propositions, are very old or contain 
significant time depth, contain large artefactual assemblages or material diversity, have unusual characteristics, 
are of good preservation, or are a part of a larger site complex. Increasingly, a range of site types, including low 
density artefact distributions, are regarded to be just as important as high density sites for providing research 
opportunities. 
 
Representativeness  
 
Representative value is the degree to which a “class of sites are conserved and whether the particular site being 
assessed should be conserved in order to ensure that we retain a representative sample of the archaeological 
record as a whole” (NPWS 1997). Factors defined by NPWS (1997) for assessing sites in terms of 
representativeness include defining variability, knowing what is already conserved and considering the 
connectivity of sites. 
 
Educational value  
 
The educational value of cultural heritage is dependent on the potential for interpretation to a general visitor 
audience, compatible Aboriginal values, a resistant site fabric, and feasible site access and management 
resources.   
 
Aesthetic value  
 
Aesthetic value relates to aspects of sensory perception. This value is culturally contingent. 
 
10.2 Significance Value of the Aboriginal Sites in the Study Area  

The two isolated find sites found during the study are assessed to be representative of sparse artefact density 
and disturbed artefact distribution. Neither site is expected to be larger than recorded or to contain intact 
archaeological deposit. Both sites are assessed to be of low archaeological significance within a local context.  
 
Most Aboriginal heritage sites have cultural value to the local Aboriginal community given that they provide 
direct physical and symbolic linkages to their ancestral past and to the landscape. The BTAEC actively value 
and seek to manage Aboriginal heritage within the Bega Local Aboriginal Land Council area. 
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11. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The survey results suggest that stone artefacts are distributed at extremely low density in the study area. 
Furthermore the study area is generally disturbed as a result of prior European activities on the site. The 
isolated stone artefact sites recorded are assessed to be of low scientific significance. It is recognised that the 
Aboriginal cultural value of the sites is likely to differ to that of an archaeological perspective.  
 
Based on the survey results it is concluded that the development proposal will have low potential to cause 
impacts to Aboriginal sites of high significance. Given this assessment and the prediction of low density 
artefact distribution, further archaeological investigation prior to development is not considered to be 
necessary.  
 
The following recommendations are made on the basis of: 
  
 Legal requirements as set out under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (as amended) which states 

that it is illegal to knowingly destroy, damage or deface or knowingly cause or permit the destruction, 
damage or defacement of an Aboriginal object or Aboriginal Place in NSW without first obtaining consent 
of the Director-General of the NSW Department of Environment and Conservation (see Section 9 
Statutory Information). 

 
 The results of the investigation as documented in this report. 

 
 An analysis of the survey results. 

 
 Consideration of the type of development proposed and the nature of the proposed impacts. 

 
 Consultation with the Bega Traditional Aboriginal Elders Council.  

 
It is recommended that: 
 

1. There are no Aboriginal archaeological constraints to the development proposal. 
 
2. If either of the isolated find sites is expected to be impacted as a result of the development, the 

proponent should seek to obtain s90 Consent for the Director-General, the NSW Department of 
Environment and Conservation. 

 
3. It is recommended that the proponent consult further with the Aboriginal community if it seeks to 

select an Aboriginal name for the subdivision. Additionally, the proponent may choose to honour by 
way of signage (and/or other means) the Aboriginal community of the south coast and their valuable 
contribution to farming and the local economy.  This too should be done in consultation with the local 
Aboriginal community. 

 
4. A single copy of this report should be forwarded to: 

 
John Dixon 
Bega Traditional Aboriginal Elders Council 
PO Box 193  
Bega NSW 2550 
 

5. Three copies of this report should be sent to: 
 

Phil Boot 
Environment Protection and Regulation Division 
NSW Department of Environment and Conservation 
PO Box 2115 
QUEANBEYAN  NSW  2620 
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