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Glossary of Terms

Term Abbreviation Definition

Australian Heritage Council AHC Council stablished under the ACH Act.

Australian Heritage Council Act 2003 AHC Act Provides for the establishment of the Australian
Heritage Council

Commonwealth Heritage List CHL Register of places significant to the Commonwealtt
under the EPBC Act.

Converge Heritage + Community Converge Cultural heritage consultants engaged for the
heritage assessmertauthors of this technical
report.

Department of Environment and DEHP State department for the management of

Heritage Protection environment and heritage.

Department of Sustainability DSEWPaC Federal department for the management of

Environment Water Population and environment and heritage.

Communities

Environment Protectioand EPBC Act Federal legislation of thmanagemenbf

Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 environment and heritag.

Flanagan Consulting Group FCG Project Manager of the EIS project (the Client)

Ground Integrity Gl Criteria used in archaeological assessments to
indicate level of ground disturbance.

Global Positioning System GPS Electronic device using satellitesdetermine
location.

Great Barrier Reef GBR Large reef of the coast of Queensland.

Ground Surface Visibility GSV Scale used in archaeological assessmeniseasure
visibility of ground surface

Interactive Resource Tenure Map IRTM Interactive online tool to searctor mining leases.

Integrated Development Assessment IDAS State development assessmédor applications

System lodged under SPA.

Local Heritage Register LHR Register of local heritage plagesanaged under
QHA, SPA ardcal planning schemes.

Nortindigenous Cultural Heritage NICH Historic heritageor post contacelements.

Queensland Heritage Act 1992 QHA State Act for the protection of cultural heritage.

Queensland Heritage Council QHC Council established under tH@HA.

Queensland Heritage Register QHR State register of heritage places, under the QHA

Register of the National Estate RNE Former register of nationally significant heritage
places. Now a nostatutory archive.

Sustainable Planning Act 2009 SPA Legislation for planningevelopmentin Queensland.

Terms of Reference ToR Terms used to guide the project.

United Nations Educational, Scientific UNESCO Specialised agency of the UN.
and Cultural Organization
World Heritage List WHL Register oplacesof outstanding universal value
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1 Introduction

Aquis Resort at The Great Barrier R@BE project)is a large scale, complgxoject that requires

several levels of government assessment and approval under a variety of legislation. It is a
strategically significant project for Cairns, Far North Queensland and the state of Queensland in
terms of it potential benefits to the ecomoy and the flow on benefits to the communitfhe

projectis a proposal to transform a degraded sugar cane farm into a fully master planned, integrated
tourism resort over the next five year period. The development will incorporate a hotel and casino
compkx, nine luxury hotels, managed apartments and villas, high end retail shopping, convention

and exhibition centres, reef cultural heritage centre, water park and glidZNES o Cft | y I 3|
Consulting Group, July 2013)

This report presents the results of an assessment ofindigenous cultural heritage (NICH) matters
relating to the project.The project area is located at Yorkeys Knob, approximately 14km north of
Cairns. The project area includgis (6)individual lotsbetween Captain Cook Highway and Yorkeys
Knob Road. Refer to Figure 1 for the general location of the project @hsarelevant lot and plan
details are appended to this report (refer Appendix B).

=~ % . . *’-\ o o )
by o e GNP TTS

Figurel: General locatiomf the Project Area (Google Earth 2013)

1.1  Purpose of the Study

This report presents the results of the NICH survey and includes:
1 A summary of the history and environment of the areas impatigthe proposed project.
1 The results of the NICH field assessment.
1 The nature of the NICH significance of places and areas affected by the proposed project and
the potential impacts of the project in relation to this significance.
1 Specific recommendatiorfer the management and protection of potential NICH sites and
areas.

¢
pu
Z
&
QX
QX

¢tKA& lFaasSaavySyid FyR AGa NBO2YYSyRIGAZ2YyaA |
intended to guide thenanagement oNICHmatters.
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1.2  Nature of Project

The projectproposes ¢ include

7500hotel rooms acros8 luxury hotel brands

2 international class casino

A 23,000m2 convention and exhibition centre

2 theatrestotalling 5,000m.

10,000m? of highend retail shopping

hyS 2F GKS 62NIXI RQa fFNBS&ad I |jdz NX dzya
Rainforest2,500nf.

A 20ha reef lagoan

Back of house services totalling 350,06(see belowfor details.
Guest and staff parking

Landscaping, lagoons and water features totalling 110,600m

=4 =4 =4 =8 =4 -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 9

The aquariumand rainforest are architectural features andt standalone uss. The proposal does
not include any permanent residential elemenie resort complex will be constructed over a
basement level which will incorporateackof-housesupport facilities including:

Kitchens

Stafffacilities

Sores.

Laundry.

Refusecollection

Security.

Maintenancefacilities

Staffand guest parking facilities.

=4 =4 =4 -8 -8 -8 -8 -9

1.3 Methodology

¢CKS F2tft2gAy3 YSOiK2R2ft23& g a SYlLld RIEH & wklyas 2 NRSN
following best practice and legislative framework.

1.3.1 Desktop Assessment

A desktop assessment was undertaken to determine the existence, extent and probable levels of
significance of any places likely to be located within pheject area. This assessment comprised
searches of statutory and nestatutory registers and databases, and a review of existing published
and unpublished reports, surveys and assessments of giggect area and its immediate
surroundings The results of this desi assessment were used to develop a targeted field survey
of the project area, and informed the assessment provided in tbprt. Refer to Section 3, History

and Context.

1.3.2 Field Survey

The survey methodology adopted for this assessment incorporated igleednd pedestrian survey
undertaken by Converge consultants across the majority of the project area on 13 August 2013.
Additional results relating to NICH were captured during the survey with the Aboriginal Party on 6, 7
& 15 February 2014.The projectarea is a working sugar farm that has been owned by Frank
Pappalardo since the latd940s. The survey area covered approximately 337 hectares and
comprised of cane fields, mangrove and melaleuca swamps and the dams and ponds built by the
landowner. It isestimated that approximately 7@ 75 % of the project area was surveyed for the
current assessment (refer to Section 4.2 Constraints to the Survey).

Aquis Resort NICH Technical Repatt GOHVE r‘g e

neritege + community



1.3.3 Field Sampling Strategy

Sampling strategies (where to look) can Weirposive) where specific areas are rgeted, or
Yrobabilisti®Qwhere decisions are made to survey without any pkioowledge or predictive model
of what heritage resources might exist in the landscape to be surveayaliural heritagesurvey
strategiesgeneraly involve transects acrossélproject areachosen at random (probabilistic) to
avoid possible bias in the resultsr transects withinparticular areas (purposive) known to
potentially contain places dfistoric significane, earmarked for developmendr contain places that
were idenified in previous research or surveys

The surveys for this report generally relied on a pmsive sampling strategy. Historical and
contextual researcltombined with the results of previous survegisabked an initial assessmeaif
those areas known tobe of historical interestNoted NICHsites and areasvere recorded with
reference to site title, locationgite integrity, ground surface visibilitycondition and relevant
commentsincluding type of site and type of artefacts located at the.site

All assessment data was recorded field recording sheetand locations of any items or places of
NICHsignificance were captured via a hand help global positioning system (GPS) receiver, accurate
to £5 metres using datumWGS 84/UTMb5 S.This informationwas then used to create maps
identifying the location of sites and features noted during the assessnvghere access was not
possible the general location of the site in relation to the nearest road access was identified by GPS.
Areas of interest were lpptographed using a digital camer@gnon PowerShot A650 IS) with 12.1
effective meggpixels.Upon completion of the report, these photographs are stored in the Converge
Brisbaneoffice.

1.3.4 Site Integrity Criteria

An assessment of site integrity provides an indicator of the intactness and integrity of the site.
Levels of site integrity were determined using a percentage range betweHd0® where 0%
indicates all site integrity is gone, and 100% represents extglteservation of the original context.
Therefore:Zero- 0%; Poor 1-25%; Moderate- 26-50 %; Fair 51-75 %; Good 76-85%; Excellent
86-100%.

1.3.5 Ground Surface Visibility Criteria

Assessments of ground surface visibili§SV)provide an indication of tw much of the ground
surface can actually be segBS\Ms most commonly inhibited by vegetation but other inhibitors may
include concrete, gravel and bitumen. LevelsG8Wvere determined using a percentage scale in
that 0% represents zero visibility ad@0% represents maximum visibility (bare ground). Therefore:
Zero- 0%:; Poor- 1-25%; Moderate- 26-50 %; Fair 51-75 %; Good 76-85%; Excellent 86-100%
The better the visibility, the more potential there is for locating historical/archaeologicadmaht

1.3.6 HeritageSignificance Criteria

Determining the significance of a heritage place, item or site requires research to enable an
understanding of its value or level of importance. Assessments of heritage significance for this
assessment were based on azy RSNE G yYRAYy3I 2F GKS LX I O0SQa KAadl
analysis (field survey) and an appreciation of the comparative level of rarity or representative that

the site possesses. In Queensland, heritage practitioners rely on two key documentdeidake

significance assessmenfBhe Burra Charterof Australialnternational Council on Monuments and
Sites(Australial COMOS) and th@ueensland Heritage At992(QHA)
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The QK outlines the following criteria for assessing cultural significance dfdge places. Under

Section 35 (1) of th®HA a place may be entered into the register if it satisfies one or more of the

following criteria:

A LT GKS LIXIFOS Aa AYLRNIFYydG Ay RSY2yadNI GAy3 i

B. If the placeRSY2y ai N} 4§S& NINBI dzyO2YY2y 2NJ SyRIy3aS
heritage

C. If the place has potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of
vdzSSyaft I yyRQa KAailz2NE

D. If the place is important in demonstrating the princifddaracteristics of a particular class of

cultural places

If the place is important because of its aesthetic significance

If the place is important in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical achievement at

a particular period

G. If the place ha a strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group for
social, cultural or spiritual reasons

H. If the place has a special association with the life or work of a particular person, group or
organisation of importance in QueensRf2a KA a2 NB &

am

The criteria used for assessing places of local heritage significance und@attmes Plar2009

mirrors the criteria developed underthe @8 SEOSLII GKI G | &AAGSQ&a &aA3IYyAT

locality rather than the stateOnce a $& has been assessed using the abbsted QHA criteria, the
following thresholdgTablel) of relative significancare applied to determine the level (i.e. local,
state or national) at which thesite or element is considered significant.

Tablel: Relative Significanderiteria(Converge 2012)

Definition Threshold

Element of outstanding/ exceptional significance or heritage value Likely to fulfil national
embodies national or state heritage significance in its own right and ma heritage entry criteria.

an irreplaceableontribution the significance/heritage value of the place

a whole.

Element of high significance or heritage val@nbodies state heritage Likely to fulfil state heritage
significance in its own right and makes an irreplaceablerdmution to the  entry criteria.
significance/heritage value of the place as a whole.

Element of moderate significance or heritage valeenbodies state or Likely to fulfil state and/ or
local heritage values in its own right and makes an irreplaceable local heritage entry criteria
contribution to values of the place as a whole.

Element of some significance or heritage valeenbodies local heritage  Likely to fulfil local heritage

values in its own right and makes a significant contribution to the entry criteria
signficance/heritage value of the place as a whole.
Element is neutral, with little or no heritage value. Unlikely to fulfil local heritage

entry criteria. May contribute
to other elements of heritage

value.
Intrusive element which detracts, or has the potential to detract, from th Does not have heritage value
significance of the place. Does not contribute to other

elements of heritage value.

Sectionb, Significance Assessment, presents the results of the significance assessment of the project
area. The results from the significance assessment informed the impact assessment (Bdetioo

6, Impact Assessmeptrecommendations and management strategies for management of identified
and potential NICH in the project area (referSection7, Recommendations
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1.4  Constraints to the Survey

Constraints to the survey are as follows:

I Mature stands of sugar restricted sbrvations of the entire project area.

9 Visibility around Thomatis Creek and various mangrove swamps were inhibited by stands of
mangroves and other vegetation.

15 Dates and Duration of the Work

Converge was engaged by Flanagan Consulting Group t-G@jetake the NICH assessment for

the project on 24 July 2013. Research for the desktop assessment commenced after commission and
the field assessment was subsequently undertakerd®August2013. Additional results relating to

NICH were captured during theirsey with the Aboriginal Party on 6, 7 & 15 February 20THis

NICH technical report was completadApril 2014.

1.6 Personnel

Benjamin Gall (Director) project managed the NICH assessment and provided strategic advice.
Suzanne Gibson (Historian) prepatbd contextual background of the project ardar. Ames(Jim)

Smith (Senior Archaeologisthd Suzanne Gibsamndertook the field assessmemturing August

2013 Additional field survey results from the February survey with the Aboriginal Party were
captued by Karen Townrow (Senior Archaeologi§amantha Syrmis (Cultural Heritage Consultant)
prepared this reportvith technical input from the abovementioned personnel
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2 Heritage Framework

A number of national, state and local Acts and regulations are relevant to this NICH assessment.
Knowledge of heritage framework is essential when assessing sites, places or items of NICH
significance Searches of relevant statutory heritage registersoatggted with national, state and

local legislation were undertaken for this stuftefer to Section 3.1 for the resultdplaces included

on these registers possess an established level of significkdowveever,the absence of a place on
these registersdoes not demonstrate that it is not significanas the registers are not
comprehensiveValues caralsochange and evolve and places nieacome gynificart as a result.

2.1  World Heritage List

An online search of the World Heritage Li8HL)was conductedo identify places and sites of
NICHsignificance located within the project area. TWéHL is compiled by UNESCO and is an
inventory of places considered to have outstanding universal value.

2.2  National Legislation
2.2.1 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Genvation Act 1999

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1BFBC)s the key national
heritage legislation and is administered by the Commonwealth DepartmenSusitainability,
Environment, Water,Population and Communities (DSEMIP This Act provides a number of
statutory and legislative controlfor heritage places. Places of national heritage value and those
owned or managed by the Commonwealth are located on the National Heritage List (NHL) and
Commonwealth Heritage List (CHi&3pectively.

2.2.2 Australian Heritage Council Act 2003

TheAustralian Heritage Council A2003(ACH Actprovides for the establishment of the Australian
Heritage Counci(ACH) which is the principal advisory group to the Australian Government on
heritageissues. The AHC Astalsoresponsible for the assessment and nomination of places to the
NHL and CHL.

2.2.3 Historic Shipwrecks Act 1976

The Historic Shipwrecks Act 1976 federal legislation that is jointly administered by the
Commonwealth and the State§he legislation provides protection for all shipwrecks and associated
artefacts that are more than 75 years old. Wreck sites can be used for recreational purposes such as
diving, but no artefacts can be removed from a wreck and the wreck itself carnogrboved or
destroyed unless a permit has been obtained.

2.2.4 Protection of Moveable Cultural Heritage Act 1986

The Protection of Moveable Cultural Heritage Act 18863 dzf | 1 §a G(GKS SELRNI 2F !
cultural heritage objects. The Act does not restrict normal and legitimate trade in cultural property
FyR R2S8a y2d FFFSOG Iy AYRAOARdZ £ Qa4 NAIKG G2 26y

2.3  State Legislation

Places of tate heritage significance in Queensland are managed unde@treensland Heritage Act
1992 (QHA). The Act provides for the establishment of the Queensland Heritage GQtciiand
the Queensland Heritage Register (QHR), which lists places of cultuitsigbesignificance to

Aquis Resort NICH Technical Repdrl GOHVE r‘g e

neritege + community



Queensland and regulates development of registered places. Under the provisions of the Act, any
development of a place listed on the QHR must be carried out in accordance with the Act. A place
may be entered in the register if inisfies one or more of the assessment criteria under Section 35
(1) of this Act.

The Act also applies to potential archaeological places:

T ! yYRSNJ aS0OGA2Y cnx | LIXIFOS YIe 0SS 02yaiRSNBR
asaState hefit3S LJX I OS |yR RSY2yadN}IGdSa WLRGSYGALl f
GKFG A& Fy AYLRNIIYyG &a2d2NOS 2F AyF2NXYIGAZY

Archaeological places can be entered onto the QHR if they meet those criteria.

9 Section 89 requés a person to advise the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of the
Environment and Heritage Protection (DEHP) of an archaeological artefact that is an
AYLRNIFY(d &a2d2NOS 2F AYyF2NXYIGA2Y [o62dzi |y | &L
be given as soon as practicable aftée person discovers the item.

9 Section 90 stipulates that it is an offence to interfere with an archaeological artefact once
notice has been given of the artefactthe Chief Executive Officer.

2.4  Local Legislation

Local heriage places are managed undeart 11 of theQHA local planning schemes and the
Sustainable Planning Act 2008PA). It is mandatory for local government to have a Local Heritage
Register (LHR)'heQHAprovides a process for establishing and hominagifages toa LHRSpecific
criteria must be met to nominate a place to thelRR andhese include:

1 Enough information to identify the location and boundaries of the place
1 A statement about the cultural heritage significance of the place.

Followingnomination to the HRthe IDAS Codécontained in theQueensland Heritage Regulation
2003 and any relevant planning scheme provisiapply.The project area is located within ttecal
government area of Cairns City Council (C@@refore therelevantplanning scheme is th€airns
Plan 2009

2.5 Non-Statutory Framework

There are other sources of heritage places or historic sites that are not listed on statutory registers.
These places are not afforded legislative protection. Nonetheless, places idemtifigd) these
searches contribute to a better understanding of the project area and often identify places that have
been overlooked for entry on statutory heritage registers. This is particularly important when
considering the regulations of tt@HAwith regard to archaeological places.

2.5.1 Register of the National EstateArchive

The AHCmanages the Register of the National Estatrchive(RNE). The Register was frozen in
2007 and from February 2012 ceased to exist as a statutory register. ThermalEs an archive of
information for more than 13,000 places across Australia, many of which are of local and state
significance, and is therefore considered in this report.

2.5.2 QueenslandNational Trust

Theregister of theQueensland National Trust (QN#3s searchedor the project The QNT is the
Queensland branch of the National Trust of Australia, wii@ community based, negovernment
organisatiorthat maintains a norstatutory register of heritage places.
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The listing of a place on¢QNTregiste, { Y2 6y I & WOf | & & AMdick Gdwevar2isQs KI &
widely recognised as an authoritative statement of the cultural significance of a place.

2.5.3 Historic Mines

The Queensland Department ofilihg and Safety (formerly Department of Mines and Energy)
maintains the Interactive Resource Tenure Map (IRTM). The IRTM enables the user to search and
display mining tenure and exploration information. In particular, it is possible to search and display
historic mining leases. The information is generaihjitéid to the last 100 years and therefore
excludes mining activity in the nineteenth century. However, it provides some ability to determine
the location of historic mining leases and potential mines that are located in the project area.

2.6 Guidelines and RBarters

This section provides details of the relevant guidelines and charters that are applicable to heritage
practice in Australia. These key documents includeBhiea Charterthe Australian Historic Themes
Framework and the Queensland Heritage Cdurigiidelines, and are often used to assist
practitioners in determining the heritage value of a place.

2.6.1 Burra Charter

The Burra Charterof Australia ICOMOS is the leading guideline for heritage practitioners and
provides guidance for the conservation and management of significant places. It defines cultural
AAIYATFAOLIYOS a al SAGKSGAOEZ KAAGYRA DHZI ARE S AS ¥ B NI
FYyR 32Sa 2yG2 adldS aOdz ( dphkcefitself ifs Tprig, JettiylugeOS A a !
associations meanings records,related placesand related objects 6! dzd G NJ € A | L/ hah({
outlines a specific methodology/ process for assessing sites.

2.6.2 Australian Historic Themes Framework

The Australian Historic Themes Framewar&s endorsed in 2000 by the Commeealth, state and
territory agencies. Iprovides a valuable research tool, which can be used at the national, state or
local level to assist in the identification, assessment, interpretation and management of heritage
places.Theframework was initiatec&nd developed by the Australian Heritage Commission with the
assistance of thestate and territory historic heritage agencies, consultants and heritage
practitioners. Itis used inthe heritage assessment of plas, andis essentialto understand the
compaative context of places of historical significance around AustfBIgEWPaC 2012)

2.6.3 Queensland Heritage Council Guidelines

The Queensland Heritage Council provides guidelines to assist in assessing which level of cultural
heritage significance is applide to a site. These guidelines provide the following definitions:

A place is of local cultural heritage significance if its heritage values are of a purely localised nature
and do not contribute significantly to our understanding of the wider pattern ewamlution of
vdzSSyatfll yRQa KAAZG2NE IyR KSNRGIFISX! LJX I OS A
@t dzSa O2y iNAROdzGS (2 2dzNJ dzy RSNEGFYRAYy3a 27F
and heritage. This includes places thattcitmite significantly to our understanding of the regional
pattern and development of Queensland (2006:5).

a 27
KS ¢
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http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#place
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#fabric
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#setting
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#use
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#associations
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#meanings
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#relatedplace
http://www.nationaltrust.com.au/burracharter.html#relatedobject

2.6.4 Archaeological Research Potential

The heritage significance of archaeological relics withirptiogect area was considered according to
their potential ability to contribute to our understanding of the culture and history of the nation,
state and local area, and the site itself. On the whole, more intact deposits and archaeological
resources that can be used to address important research duestior which can reveal
information about little known aspects of history, will have the highest heritage significance. This is a
matter that has been considered in an influential paper by Bickford and Sullivan (1984). They note
that archaeological sigmifance has long been accepted elsewhere in the world as being linked
directly to scientific research value:

A site or resource is said to be scientifically significant when its further study may be expected to help
answer questions. That is scientificréfigance is defined as research potential.

This is a concept that has been extended by Bickford and Sullivan in the context of Australian
archaeology and refined to the following three questions which can be used as a guide for assessing
the significancef an archaeological site or resource within a relative framework:

1 Can the site contribute knowledge which no other resource can?

1 Can the site contribute knowledge which no other site can?

9 Is this knowledge relevant to general questions about human historother substantive
guestions relating to Australian history, or does it contribute to other major research
guestions?
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3 History and Context

This section providethe NICH search results aadrief history of the project area in the context of

the broader development of Cairns. This section isint#nded to be a complete history of 2 N S& Qa
Knob or Cairndt is based on a review of available primandsecondary sources and is intended to
provide context for the identification and assessmentNICHSsites, places and features within or
nearby the project area, in order to properly asstsar significance and thienpactof any works a

them.

3.1 Results of Heritage Searches

Table2 presents the results of the NICH searches undertaken for the project.

Table2: Results of Heritage Searches

Heritage Register or Database Search Results

World Heritage List No NICHsites on the WHL were identified in the project area.

National Heritage List No NICHsites on the NHL were identified the project area.

Commonwealth Heritage List = NoNICHsites on the CHL were identified in the project area.

Register of the National Estate No NICHsites on the (former) RNE were identified in the project area.

Queensland Heritage Register NoNICHsites on the QHR were identified in the project area, however
the Yhnisfail Courthous&ID 602500)s locatedapproximately 1.5km
from the project area

Local Heritage Register No NICHocal heritage sites weriglentified in the project area, however,
GKS WhiR {YAGKTASER ¢2gyariasSQ |
between 2.5 and 3.5km from the project area, respectively.

Queensland National Trust No NICHsites on the QNTegisterwere identifiedin the project area.

Register

Interactive Resources Tenure = No sites on the IRTM were identified in the project area.

Map

Thisassessmentonsiders that, regardless of no heritagigesbeing listedwithin the project area,
there may beunidentified NICHsiteslocated withinthe project area including places of historical
heritage landscapend/or archaeological potential, whighfound, may require further assessment
under the provisions of th@HA

3.2 Previous Studies

The following studies have provided soegmntext for the development of the historic summary.
1 Convergg2011):Due Diligence gsessmentOptus North Cairns Fire Cable, Barron River and
Palm CoveNorth Cairns, far north Queensland
1 Convergg2008):Preliminary Heritage #sessment for PNQ\arino's Property, Kamerunga
for Natural Solutions on behalf of Pioneer North Queensland.
1 Grimwade and Assoates [Convergé (1991) Environmental Impact Study Cultural
wSaz2dz2NOSazr wlAyoz2g | I Nb2dzNJ 5SSt 2LIySyd {AGS=Z

3.3 Historical Themes @erview

An understanding of historical themes is central to understanding the heritage significance of both
lands@pes and the built environmentt is also critical to determining whether a place should be
included in a heritage register (using the crigeidentified in theQHA.
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Applying the thematic framework developed by Blake in conjunction with Queensland DEHP heritage
staff in 2005, which drew upon the Australian Historic Theme Framework developed by the
Australian Heritage Commission in 2001, the following themesidertified asrelevant to the
project area(Table 3)

Table3: Historic themes identified for the project area

Theme Subtheme  Description

2 2.0 Exploiting, utilising and transforming the land
24 Agricultural activities
25 Managingwater

6 6.0 Building settlements, towns, cities and dwellings
6.1 Establishing settlements
6.3 Developing urban services and amenities

3.4  Historic Summary

Land surrounding the project area is part of a Registered Native Title Claim ofirtiganydji
(Irukandji) people. This report does not include an assessment of the Indigenous Cultural Heritage of
the project aregConverge, 2011)

Cairns was first settled in 1876, however the area had been visited by Joleainer fishermen at

least a decade earliefJones, 1976, pp. 123). One of these fishermen, Yorkshireman George
[Fgaz2ys yorkeRY ISR RWEF GSNJ G 1S dzLJ mcn | ONBa 27F |
headland north 6the Barron Rive(Williams, n.d., p. 1)This is the accepted account of the origins

2F (GKS adzodz2NbQa dzydzadzf yIYSY ¢KAQ®imwatedandAy dzad S
Associates, 991, p. 15)

.....

Figure2: First landing at Cairns, 187§JOlAccession number: 810-5)

The discovery of gold on the Hodgkinson, over the Great Dividing Range from Trinity Inlet, provided
the impetus for the establishment of the Port of Cairns in 1876, however a satellite township sprang
up and was gazetted five weeks later, on the northezaches of theBarron Rive(Jones, 1976, p.

97).
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The new town of Smithfield was a preferred base for miners and packers seeking access to the
goldfields, as it was close to the start of the first pack routes over tfeI& > { YA G KQa | yR
Tracks, established in 1876. Both these tracks were based on existing Aboriginal pathways
(Grimwade and Associates, 1991, p..14)was also easier to reach via the Barron, than struggling
through the swamps and dunes of the floodplain. The township proved short lived. In 1877 it was
described as practically deserted and finally abandoned two years later after severe flQbatieg,

1976, p. 124)The formelSmithfield town site lies to the west of the project area.

Despite early floods and cyclones, the seemingly fertile coastal plains of the Barron River were the
site of early farming selections in the Cairns area. Chinese market gardens and bananaopkntati
were established along the river by the 1880s. The river itself was a ready transport corridor to the
port and the shipment of bananas to Sydney and Melbourne, in particular. Unnaturalised Chinese
could not select land, so typically they leased un@ddand cheaply from European selectors, for a
five year period, after which the lease was renegotiated at a higher (ditees 1976: 24854) In

this way Chinese gardening may well have occurred within the project area, in the early settlement
period, wthout any official recognition of their presence in land documenisdeed an
archaeological survey for a previous project within the current project area found evidence of an
early Chinese presen¢Resource Consulting Services Pty Ltd 1991: 30).

Figure3: Chinesecanecutter on Hambledon Plantation in the 18408LAccession number: 83-17)
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Figure4: Survey Plan of Smithfield, 188@epartment of Natural Resources and Mines 2013)

The early sel@i2NBR Ay GKS | NBI AyOfdzRS /I NI wAOKUOSNE
wAOKGSNRA / NBS{ A Resourger GonsuditmigSerBides Hitydrd I$@RP Ak OK (1 S NI &
Creek forms the south east boundary of the project area. Dr David Thormehditesd 1000 acres in

the Freshwater area near old Smithfield in the late 1880s and initially planted bananas and sugar

cane, before experimenting with cotton. It was here that he produced the Caravonica strain of

cotton that was ultimately grown internainally (Jones 1976: 254, 357).

His original property is west of the project area, although in 1907, the original 160 acre selection of
GKS SLK2yeéevYz2dza , 2N]AST AyOfdzRAYy3I WGKS Yy20Q o1l &
Phillip Ltd (Williams .d: 16). Thomatis Creek, which bears his name, meets the Barron River to the
AYYSRAFGS &a2dzik ¢6SadG 2F GKS LINR2SOG FNBIF FyR Ff72

The firstleasehold granted within the project area dates to 1883, less than a decade after the
founding of Cairns(Figure 3). Despitéd NJ ¢ K2 Yl 6 A4Q SELISNAYSyGlIGA2Yy &,
already regarded as a cane growing area by 1886, when the Griffith Government first sought to ban

the use of South Sea Islander labour in the northern cane fields. Griffith proposed a system of co
operative Central Mills designed to support small farmers in the industry, and when his envoy

0N} Sttt SR y2NIK |aaSaaiay3a ariasSa F2N) LRaaAoftS YA
visiting their area.
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In a protest letter to the ColonialeSretary, Dr Thomatis argued that the Smithfield lands could
produce 600 acres of cane entirely with white labour, and within a two mile radius of a proposed site
WR21T Sya 2F K2YSadaSrRaQzx +Fa ¢Sttt a Ylyeéce®2yRAGA
(Jones 1976: 357Yhe Smithfield cane farmers continued to agitate for a local mill right through to

1910, when members of the Provisional Committee of the Freshwater Mill gave evidence to the
Royal CommissiofJones 1976: 396)Members of the commiee included E.C. Earl and W.W.

Mason, both leaseholders within the project area. When the Royal Commission recommended mills
south of Cairns, the Smithfield growers gave up the fight, with their cane going first to the Mulgrave

Mill and then to Hambledo@Jones, 1976, p. 397)

= s U b R -

Figureb: People swimming in the ocean at Yorkeys Knob, ca. 1928, (JOL Accession nusdtsgr: 82

LY MpHAX GKS 2NRAIAYLFE | 2N ASQréedtb Luiéi®RMarc8lla Vaidey,2 T { K ¢
who began to subdivide the land into beachfront allotments. A hotel was established there in 1927,

while the allotments were sold off to local business people, initially as weekend refj@édtams

n.d.: 356). A Progres#ssociation had been established by the 1930s, with Ray Bonassi and Luis
Casselari as members (Williams n.d.: 47). During this era, there were two tracks into the beach
blocks, one from the north another from the south.

According to Williams, the northgr G NI O1 OF YS GKNRdzZZK [/ KAYy 22y3Qa
two homes and a canplant farm leased to Mr Jeffries (Williams n.d.: 41). It is not clear if these are
GAGKAY GKS LINR2SOG FNBF® ¢KS a2dzi KSNY Nehiged S O dzi
barracks for cane cutters with collapsible walls which were lowered for a dance during the cane
aSHaz2yQ o02AfftAlIlYa yOROYnNMUOUD ¢KSAS o60FNNIO1a | NB 3

The barracks were modified, probably after 1952, when union regulatiequired fixed internal

walls (Resource Consulting Services Pty Ltd 1991: 15). The fixed plywood internal wallsiare still

situb 2 AffAFYAa | NBdzSa GKFG GKS&asS dé2 GNIXOla woS3l
one track into the beachfrordllotments (Williams n.d.: 41).
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This road dissects the project area. In the 1930s an attempt was made to upgrade the track, as part

of a Depression era relief project that had started constructing a highway from the northern beaches

of Cairns to Mossman, using unemployed men as labduST | 2 N] Se Qa O2YLRyYySyid 41
outbreak of war (Williams n.d.: 40).

5dzZNAy3 GKS 61N 8SFNBR GKS | 2Nl SeqQa K2GSt aSNBSR
convalescent servicemen and was visited by Eleanor Roosevelt, prompting the iiastaife septic

tank and relevant plumbing, that served the hotel well for years to come (Williams n.¢0)48
DNAYSIFRSQa wmdpm adz2NBSe gAGKAY GKS LINR2SOG | NBI
manoeuvres on the site, including foxholgrimwade and Associates, 1991, p..3is survey has

y2i SaitlrofAaKSR gKSGKSNI 6KS&aS aAridsSa FNB adiatt S
re-opened in 1959 but burnt down at a later date, possibly e 60s (Williams n.d.: 568). A

swimming enclosure and kiosk were also added to the beachfrontypast

In 1942 the leasehold farmland in the project area was upgraded to freehold title, and from the 50s

the project area was extensively drained thetcurrent owner. Situated on the floodplain of the

Barron River, the project area would have been innundated by many flood events. Key historical

floods include the cyclones and floods of 1878 and 1879, which reputedly swept the township of
Smithfield outto sea (Converge heritage + Community 2008: 34). In the 1911 cyclone, locals recount

how they could get into a boat at Redlynch and go straight out into the Pacific QCeani, 1978)

In 1927, flooding along the BarronandB a K g G SNJ Ff I 64 NBLR2NISRf& NRAaS
Ol y S I(Terniy1®zB)Williams graphically recounts the damage caused by a heavy wet season
AY mMpTpI oKSYy GKS (GKSy | 2NJ Seé (ng frothidgOrsadsiof waerk R R A
GKIFG oNB1S GKS olyla 2F GKS . INNRYy wWAGSNI Ay a
current elevated roaqWilliams n.d.: 64)

In the project area, the design of the main farmmhouse and the siting of key sineldisarracks on

stumps or mounds, indicates that the farm has been managed with a recognition of flood events.

The managment of water on the project area may have been compunded by a natural event in 1932,

when a permanent connection was made betwe¢he Barron River and Thomatis Creek, which
Ft2oa Ayid2 WhHs@vedt Srbdkd néwNBafrieldff the Barroand has resulted in

LISNXY I ySyGfte AyONBlFaSR Ff2¢ap tyNR 2a8N3 RiA2Y SiyKiA &R 2544/S ywil
had been a small, tidacreek unconnnected to the Barron Ri&@rimwade and Associates, 1991, p.

9). According to the present owner, when he first purchased the property in the 1950s, high tides

would reach almost to the farmhougPappalardppers. comm., 2013)

His extensive water management program included levelling and compacting the land with the aid of

a deisel roller, and installing a system of tidal floodgates to prevent salt water entering the property
(Resource Consulting Servidety Ltd 1991, 15(Pappalardo, pers. comm., 2013}hese remairin

situ and according to the owner are now manged by the Queensland Department of Environment

Ot LI fFNR2S LISNEP® O2YYDPE HamoLd ¢KS RSA&ASE NP
access tracks to virtual alleather standard (Resource Consulting Services Pty Ltd 1991: 15). A
system of freshwater retention ponds and/or dams were dug on the property, ostensibly for
irrigation, although they were never used for this purpose andead have become wetland
habitats(Pappalardo, pers. Comm. 2013

The compacting and drainage work undertaken in the 1950s186@s also faciltated mechanical
harvesting, which was introduced into the Cairns area from the early 1960s. This marked the end of
manual cane cutting and the facilities associated with their employment, such as cane barracks. On
many farms, including therpject area farm, the cane barracks are now used for storage.
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The project area is still an operating cane farm, although now under lease from the owner. In 2013
cane north of the Barron River is sent to the Mossman Mill, and the cane train infrastrustsiié
operating on the site.

3.5 Gaps Analysis

This historical survey does not provide the fine grained research required to understand the
operations across time of the cane farm located on the site and how their particular operations are
reflected in thebuilt heritage that remains on site. Research at this level would include examining
the spatal relationships between the aite infrastructure and the seasonal operations of the farm
itself, as well as detailed investigations and recording of individuiddihgs.

As a farm that has had one owner since the early 1950s, who is still on site, the project area presents
a strong opportunity to provide this level of detailed, site specific research should this be found to
be necessary. This could be achiey@winarily through oral history recording, with the present
owner as a focusAdditionally, archival research could also reveal whether indentured labour was
used on site, further details of Chinese farming activities in the area and details of Worldwar
activities. Detailed site inspections would enable proper recording of the construction methods of
key buildings, including the cane barracks.

For the purposes of the current assessment, it is deemed that such a level of research is not
required, havever advice is provided within Section 6 & 7 regarding relevant opportunities where
such initiatives become relevant (post EIS).
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4 Cultural Heritage Survey

This chapter provides an overview of the methodology, constraints and overall results of the field
survey. Fieldwork undertaken by Converge staff is basedvately understood and accepted forms

of assessment that occur in a series of clearly defined steps including sampling, surveying, site
evaluation, recording, impact assessment, and managemepotmetendations.

The project areaconsists of six (6) parcels, held in Freehold Title. The cu@amhsPlan 2009
Planning Scheme shows the land included in the Rural 1 Planning Area. The total area of the site is
approXmately 282 ha with 212 ha located east of Yorkeys Knob Road, 43 ha west of Yorkeys Knob
Road and north of Dunne Road and 27ha south of Dunne Road. Reserve land borders the site to the
north-west, northeast of Yorkeys Knob and along the eastern boundary ofithécsthe ocean. The
southern boundary is Richters/Thomatis Creeks. This is a large rural holding, much of which has been
used for sugar cane farming. The farm house and outbuildings are located towards the southern end
of the eastern parcels. The sitedenerally cleared with bands of vegetation bordering the outer
boundaries of the eastern parcels, containing riparian vegetation and buffers to the creeks and
coastal systems to the east, sowthast and south. The western parcels, also predominantly etkar

are used for rural purposes with no improvements on them. The site is generally low lying falling
from west to east.

4.1  Survey Outcomes

Using the results of the historical research, heritage searches and from previous knowledge of the
project area, it wa determined that a comprehensive field assessment was not required. A brief
assessment was undertaken on 13 August 2G:12ther NICH results were also captured during the
survey undertaken with the Aboriginal Party on 6, 7 & 15 February 20hit sectin sets out the
results of the brief field assessment for theroject area. Archaeologically, the potential for
significant finds to exist depends on the likelihood for significant material to be present, combined
with an assessment of the Gl and G8¥er to Section 1.3, Methodology for the criteria relating to

Gl and GSV)

4.1.1 Main Types of Land Zones in Project Area

The project area generally comprised areas of sugar cane fields, roadsrandracks and water
courses as described asTiable4.

Table4: Main type of land use across the project area

Land Zone Current usage Description of integrity  Indicative Images
and visibility (Gl & GSV)
Sugar Cane Fields Sugar cane farming  Integrity: in use (G r'_

Good >75%)

Visibility: Primarily cane
and grass (GSV Poor
<25%)

Figure6: Mature sugarcane fielc
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Land Zone Current usage

Water courses
and swamps

Creeks, thinage
channels and
swampland

Vehicular and cane
train traffic

Internal tracks
and roads

Pastures and
cleared land

Agricultural

Forested areas  Vegetation buffer

Part of land
reclamation to
enable sugar cane
farming. Parts also

Bunding

used as access track 100%)

Aquis Resort NICH Technical Rep@8

Description of integrity  Indicative Images
and visibility (Gl & GSV)

Integrity: N/A

Visibility: Poor (<25%) ta
Excellent (86.00%),
depending on water and
vegetation cover

Integrity: In use (Gl Goo
->75%)

Visibility: Excellent (86
100%)

Integrity: Highly
disturbed (GI Pooc
<25%)

Visibility: Primarily grass
and other vegetation
(GSV Poor<25%)

Integrity: N/A

Visibility: Poor (<25%) ta
Excellent (86.00%), !
depending on vegetation
cover

2
F

Integrity: In use (Gl Goo
->75%)

Visibility:Variable (50

Figure11: Bund wall also used f{
access

cOnverge
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4.1.2 Identified NICH in Project Area

Ten (10)NICH sitesvere identifiedduring the survey. Thiocations of these sites arientified in
Figure26 and itemised inTrable5.

Table5: NICH site&dentified in project aregWGS84/UTM Zone 3§

Site # Site Name Easting Northing Brief Description
1 Canebarracks 363926 8138558 Corrugated iron building:. 14m x 16m. Contains 6
sleeping quarterskitchen, bathroom, dining.

2 Old stables 363987 8138604 Corrugated iron building in state of disrepair.

3 Oldshed 362962 8138045 Old shed with chamferboard cladding.

4 Bridge 363581 8138154 Steel footbridge with concrete footings.

5 Floodgates - - Concrete structure with steel gates.

6 Exoticplanting - - Row offoxtail palms and mango trees

7 Main house - - Main house ¢.1960sf masonry construction.

8 Orchard 363343 8137857 Orchard planted in pocket of mangroves comprising

Rambutan, star fruit, mango and banana trees

9 Mango tree 364732 8139459 Single mature mango tree.

10 Mango and 363884 8139903 Mature mango and banana trees on edge of Yorkeys
Mango / 363870 8139826 Creek.

banana trees

4.1.3 Analysis of Survey Results

As discussed in SectiontBe predominant use of th@roject area since European settlement has
been agricultural, specifically for the production of sugarcane which remains cuiirem{10) sites
of interest were identified in the project area and assessedHteir NICH potential.

The construction oftte Cane BarrackiSite 1)LINS Rl §S& aNJ t F LILJ £ F NR2Qa 246
associated with thedevelopment of thecane fam in the early Twentieth CenturyAnecdotal

evidence suggests the barracks were used by cutting crews into the early 1970s. Gmaffié o
AYaAaARS 2F GKS 1AG0KSyQa SEGSNYIf R22NJ AYRAOI(GSa
FAARSY |y20KSNJ LIASOS 27F 3 NWHIE thel driginal Gtruétusedis stillc Y 2 y
largely intact some additions to the comfart the crew weremade through time.

At some point, at least one of the rooms had some insulation placed owalie while another has
had an air conditioner installed. Similarly, the bathroom contains a clathgs with an Energy Star
label, while thekitchen has a relatively new electric stove awieen door. These may indicate that
the barracks still served crews on a day to day basis untikghent past,but not as a place of
residence(refer to Table6 for more details about the Cane Barrack¥he main housé of masonry
construction andappears to date from the 1960s, built by Mr Pafardo.

Apart from barracks there are two other structures on the property interest. Thedfrghiese the
0dzA t RAy 3 NB T SNNB RSité 2whiledhe seéo6d istatiatnRsh¢giie B) Bvhilé there
are many other buildings located on the property none are considered to havesw#gtantive
historical or cultural significancéverall theproject areahas undergone many transformations
sincesettlement and particularly sincér Pappalardo took over ownershipost notable are the
dams and ponds, the flood mitigation gatéSite 5)the main house (Site &nd the groves and
avenues of fox tail palms and mangd&ite 6)

Additionally there is a snfibridge crossing to an island in one of the ponds that was constructed by
aNJ tF LI EFNR2 a2dzald 0SOlFdzaS KS O2dA RéE 6{AGS noo
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No evidence or previously identifiechinese& European Hut Site ¢.188®30 (RH15Grimwade
199DA Y G KS @A OA yedkivas foririll, hewev@rikthis SldeXrivt confikddoes not remain

The presence of the Orchard, Mango trees and bananass(&il®) relate to possible earlier
agricultural uses, with some potential one or more of these could potentially date from the period
when Chinese or European occupation of the area.

4.2  Site Inventory

Tables6 ¢ 15 provide information abouthe five sitesthat have been identified as being of interest
for the NICH assessment. Significaassessmentfor these sitesare provided irSectionb.

Table6: Summary of Site 4§ Canebarracks

Site Inventory foSite 1¢ Canebarracks
Descriptio The barracks are orientated roughly southeast to northwest and measure ca. 14m sou
to northwest and 16m southwest to northeast and contains six individual slee
quarters/rooms, a kitchen, bathroom and a dining area. Each room could sleep two
thus, the barracks could house a crew of 12 cutters. Today the barracks are us
storage. Structurally, it appears the barracks have undergone little change since
construction. This corrugated iron clad building is raised off treurgd and theoriginal
Ky R YstulRps $tit Support the structure except in one instance where a conc
support has replaced the original. Similarly, the majority of the verandah/roof sup
columns appear to be original and hand hewn, however it should be nbtdsome have
been replaced by their metal counterparts. Internally, the walls and ceilings of the sle
quarters are lined with three pJywhich appears to be original and in some respe:
resembles the ply used for the construction of tea chest& Majority of the ply is held ir
place by battens.
The kitchen, dining room, and bathroom are all located on the eastern side of the bari
with the dining room being located in between the other two rooms. These rooms ¢
ground level andhaveconcrete floors
Condition Internally the barracks have suffered from time and lack of maintenance. In some roon
ply cladding is peeling from the walls and ceilings, has been completely lost or was
installed. Notable exceptions to the struct&rQa 2NAIAY It AGe Ay Of
corrugated iron roof with Colotoond roof and the addition of a carport on the buildin
northern side. However, it should be noted that the new roofing sheets still appear t
supported by the original rodfattens andrusses.
\

Images
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FigurélS: Western side of barracks
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Site Inventory foSite 1¢ Canebarracks

Figurel4: Hand hewn stumps Figurel5: Tankoutside the barracks

Figurel6: Plywood sheets, bathroom ceilin ' Figurel?: Inside the barracks

Table7: Summary of Site 0ldstables

Site Inventory foSite 2¢ Old stables

Description The stables are of a similar construction to dame barracks, i.e. a corrugated iron buildi
and likely dates the same period as the barracks. The current use of the building is to
irrigation pipe.

Condition This building is in a considerably worse state of disrepair than the barracks; louvre wir
have been broken and sections of the cladgiare missing, particularly under the northe
gable.

Images

. Figurel8: The OId Stables, view southeas
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