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Executive Summary 

The Department of Planning and Environment, in partnership with Pittwater Council and UrbanGrowth NSW, has 
undertaken a Precinct Planning process for the Ingleside Precinct in north east Sydney, NSW. The Precinct Planning 
process includes assessment of Aboriginal cultural heritage, in consultation with Stakeholder Aboriginal Communities, 
to identify and assess Aboriginal cultural heritage items and values within the Precinct to be considered in planning for 
the future development of the area. 
 
Assessment was based on the established Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the Sydney 
Growth Centres, as well as requirements of the Office of Environment and Heritage. Background research and 
targeted archaeological field survey identified 25 Aboriginal archaeological sites recorded in the Precinct. The majority 
of these were rock engraving sites, with a smaller number of grinding groove sites and a rock shelter with art and 
archaeological deposit. 
 
All sites have been identified to be of high Aboriginal cultural heritage significance. The shelter with art and deposit 
has been identified as having particular Aboriginal cultural heritage value. Stakeholder Aboriginal Communities have 
expressed a strong attachment to the sites and the Ingleside Precinct is significant to the local Aboriginal community. 
 
The assessment recommended that all sites be avoided by any future development within the Precinct.  
 
As a result of the Ingleside Precinct Planning process, 15 (60%) of the recorded Aboriginal sites within the Precinct are 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘǊŀŦǘ tƭŀƴΣ ōŜƛƴƎ ǎƛǘǳŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ƭŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ Ψ9nvironmental 
/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΩ ƻǊ Ψbŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΩ. All 15 are rock marking sites (rock engravings and grinding grooves). The sites are of 
high Aboriginal cultural heritage significance, important to the local Aboriginal community and worthy of conservation. 
Conservation of the identified Aboriginal ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ǎƛǘŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ Ψ9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΩ ŀƴŘ 
Ψbŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΩ areas represents a positive outcome for Aboriginal cultural heritage. Future development within the 
precinct should ensure these sites remain conserved and any future activities within these land use areas should avoid 
impact to Aboriginal heritage. 
 
Despite the planned avoidance of most of the identified sites, rezoning of the Precinct according to the draft Plan may 
allow for potential future development impact to four Aboriginal heritage sites (16%). Two are within proposed 
ΨIƻǳǎŜǎΩ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘǿƻ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ Ψ[ƻǿ wƛǎŜ !ǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎ κ ¢ƻǿƴƘƻǳǎŜΩ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜΦ !ƭƭ ŀǊŜ ǊƻŎƪ ƳŀǊƪƛƴƎ ǎƛǘŜǎΣ 
including two rock engravings, one engraving and grinding groove site and a grinding groove site. Three of the four 
sites were not able to be relocated for the study, two recorded on properties which were not able to be accessed and 
one likely destroyed. The site locations for these three sites remain unverified and further investigation would be 
required prior to any activities in the vicinity of the AHIMS registered site locations. One site (45-6-0072) was located 
within a future road reserve within a residential area. The sites are of high Aboriginal cultural heritage significance and 
worthy of conservation. It is recommended these sites be avoided by any future development within these land use 
areas. Given these types of sites are fixed points in the landscape and usually have clearly defined boundaries, 
informed and sympathetic development should be able to conserve the sites and their context (e.g. entire rock 
platform). Further detailed impact assessment, Aboriginal community consultation and development of specific 
heritage management measures would be required at the detailed development layout stage. If the sites cannot be 
avoided by future development layouts, then an Aboriginal Heritage Impact Permit (AHIP) under section 90 of the 
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 would be required prior to any activities that may harm Aboriginal objects. 
 
Six of the identified Aboriginal archaeological sites (24%) were situated in the Proposed Mona Vale Road Corridor. 
These included five rock engraving sites and a shelter with art and deposit. The sites are of high Aboriginal cultural 
heritage significance, important to the local Aboriginal community and worthy of conservation. These sites will be 
considered by Roads and Maritime Services (RMS) as part of the Mona Vale Road upgrade project and will not be 
considered as part of this Precinct Planning process. RMS has modified future detailed road design to avoid these 
significant sites.  
 
The Aboriginal heritage assessment and community consultation also identified that there is a likelihood of further 
Aboriginal heritage sites, of similar types to those identified through the assessment, being situated within the 
Precinct. Archaeological sensitivity of the Precinct is strongly linked to geology. Aboriginal rock engravings, grinding 
grooves and rock shelter sites can occur where there are suitable sandstone outcrops and overhangs.  
 
Aboriginal objects (archaeological sites) are protected and regulated under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. It 
is an offence to harm an Aboriginal object without appropriate approval. An AHIP is required for any activity which will 
harm an Aboriginal object. Pittwater Local Environmental Plan 2014 also ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜ tƛǘǘǿŀǘŜǊΩǎ !ōƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ 
heritage and includes requirements for obtaining development consent which may impact on Aboriginal heritage. 
 
Further assessment and continued consultation with registered Aboriginal stakeholders would be required where 
proposed activities may harm Aboriginal objects or Aboriginal places.  
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Pittwater and Northern Beaches Councils 
In May 2016 Pittwater Council was merged into a new body, the Northern Beaches Council. As this report was 
prepared prior to these changes, it makes reference to the former council. The plans and strategies of the former 
council continue to apply to the former local government area until the new council prepares its own plans and 
strategies. 
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1 Introduction 

The Department of Planning and Environment (DP&E), in partnership with Pittwater Council and UrbanGrowth NSW, is 
undertaking a Precinct planning project for land at Ingleside, referred to as Ingleside Precinct, within the Pittwater 
Local Government Area (LGA).  
 
The Precinct is located in the north western corner of the LGA and comprises 700 hectares of land, with approximately 
one third owned by the NSW Government. It borders Ku-ring-gai Chase and Garigal National Parks, Warriewood 
Escarpment and Ingleside Chase Reserve. The suburbs of Bayview and Elanora Heights are located to the north and 
south. The main roads into Ingleside are Mona Vale Road and Powderworks Road. The location of the Ingleside 
Precinct, also known as Ingleside Release Area, όǘƘŜ άǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀέύ ƛǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ ƻƴ CƛƎǳǊŜ мΦ 
 
The Precinct Planning process aims to determine the future urban development potential of a possible land release 
area, taking into account the environment, economic viability, housing types, community consultation and 
infrastructure needs. Investigation of these factors early in the planning process allows the establishment of planning 
controls that will enable development consistent with this potential. 
 
Planning for the Ingleside Precinct was modelled on the Precinct planning approach used in the Growth Centres. 
Precinct planning involves detailed investigations into appropriate land use options, physical environmental 
constraints and infrastructure requirements. Environmental and urban form assessments were undertaken to inform 
considerations of rezoning of the land as well as potential future development layouts within Ingleside.  
 
The Precinct Planning process includes assessment of Aboriginal cultural heritage. DP&E engaged Kelleher Nightingale 
Consulting Pty Ltd (KNC) to undertake an Aboriginal heritage assessment and facilitate a consultation process with 
Aboriginal stakeholders for Ingleside. The assessment was based on established DP&E processes, including the 
Protocol for Aboriginal Stakeholder Involvement in the Assessment of Aboriginal Heritage in the Sydney Growth 
Centres and Precinct Assessment Method for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres, as well as 
requirements of the Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH). 
 
The assessment of Aboriginal heritage as part of the Precinct Planning process represents an opportunity to consider 
Aboriginal cultural heritage sites, places and values early in the planning process for Ingleside. Aboriginal heritage has 
been considered during all stages of the Precinct Planning process, helping to inform the development of the 
indicative layout plan for the Precinct. 

 

Figure 1.  Ingleside Precinct location (source: NSW Department of Planning and Environment) 
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2 Aboriginal Stakeholder Consultation and Participation 

2.1 Stakeholder identification and consultation process 

The assessment was undertaken in consultation and with participation of registered Aboriginal stakeholders for the 
Precinct. Consultation with Aboriginal stakeholders is essential for identifying the Aboriginal cultural heritage sites, 
values, constraints and opportunities for the Precinct. 
 
The aim of consultation is to ensure all registered stakeholders have an opportunity to find out about the potential 
future development of Ingleside and provide input into the planning process including rezoning, detailed planning and 
management of Aboriginal heritage. 
 
Identification of Aboriginal stakeholders for the Ingleside Precinct was undertaken in accordance with the DP&E 
Protocol for Aboriginal Stakeholder Involvement in the Assessment of Aboriginal Heritage in the Sydney Growth Centres 
and the OEH Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Consultation Requirements for Proponents 2010 (OEH 2010). The notification 
and advertisement process was undertaken according to OEH requirements. A copy of the advertisement is attached 
in Appendix A. 
 
Nine Aboriginal stakeholder groups and individuals registered their interest in a consultation process regarding the 
Ingleside Precinct. Registered Aboriginal stakeholders are listed in the table below: 
 

Registered Aboriginal stakeholders Awabakal and Guringai People Native Title Claimants 

Darug Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessments 

Darug Land Observations 

Guringai Tribal Link Aboriginal Corporation 

Metropolitan Local Aboriginal Land Council 

Tocomwall Pty Ltd 

Andrew Williams 

Shane Williams 

Tony Williams 

 
 
Registered stakeholders were contacted and information about the project and assessment methodology was 
provided. A 28 day review period was provided for the methodology, with stakeholders invited to provide comment 
and suggestions. Following the closure of the review period, a report presenting the available background information 
and assessing knowledge gaps requiring attention was prepared. The report was provided to registered Aboriginal 
stakeholders for review, with a 28 day review period during which stakeholders were invited to provide input and 
comment. 
 
Registered Aboriginal stakeholders were subsequently invited to attend field visits to the study area, during which an 
archaeological survey would be undertaken to identify Aboriginal sites and cultural heritage values in partnership with 
the Aboriginal community. Individually registered Aboriginal stakeholders and representatives from each registered 
stakeholder organisation attended the field visits and took part in the survey. Following the conclusion of the survey, 
stakeholders were invited to provide their own assessments of the Aboriginal cultural heritage values identified within 
Ingleside Precinct.  
 
Cultural information has been gathered as part of the assessment. Information provided and authorised for inclusion 
in the report has been presented here. The report has been provided to Aboriginal stakeholders for a 28 day review 
and comment period. 
 
The Aboriginal Heritage Office (AHO), heritage advisors to Pittwater Council, was also contacted at the 
commencement of the project. AHO information regarding sites in the Ingleside Precinct has been referenced in this 
assessment, where publically available or as authorised for use in this report. 
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2.3 Identified Aboriginal cultural heritage values 

Metropolitan Local Aboriginal Land Council (MLALC) provided comment following the field visit (dated 22 April 2014) 
in which it was noted that: 

All exposed sandstone was seen within the assessment area [and] Aboriginal Engravings or Relics or Cultural 
Material was [both] found and re-recorded within the Aboriginal Site Assessment study Area of Ingleside 
Precinct, Mona Vale NSW. 

 
A comprehensive report received from Tony Williams (dated 30 April 2014) affirmed his family links to and personal 
history within the Ingleside area and expressed satisfaction with the assessment methodology, noting that: 

the assessment methodology employed by Kelleher Nightingale Consulting Pty Ltd was quite thorough 
considering the impairments faced with out of date GPS coordinates and the out dated site cards. The area to 
cover was a large land mass but it was able to be narrowed down to the most important areas of significant 
where new sites were discovered.  

 
In addition, Tony Williams provided a summary of survey findings and site condition of identified sites, stating that:  

ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ƛƴ мфулΩǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƻǳǘ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Dt{ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ 
quite accurate other sites were discovered. The existing site was well weather and in some places nearly none 
existent.  Other sites were in good condition and have been protected from the weather. 

 
Recommendations provided following the field visit included the following: 

I strongly recommend to the department of lands and Pittwater council to put in place an Aboriginal Heritage 
plan to protect the sites for future generations. The cave ''''''''''' ''' '''''''''''''' ''''' ''''''''''' '''''''' '''''''''  with the orca 
hand [previously recorded site 45-6-1616] needs to be protected as matter urgency as this is one of the only 
sites in the Sydney basin which has such significant.  

 
A number of stakeholders also provided verbal comments throughout the precinct planning process, expressing the 
significance of the Aboriginal heritage of the precinct and how important it is to conserve these sites. There was also 
concern expressed regarding the precinct planning process if Aboriginal sites would be impacted by future 
development of the precinct, especially if harmed en masse such as on other precinct-wide Aboriginal heritage impact 
permits. 
 
Consultation revealed the Precinct and the Ingleside area is significant to the local Aboriginal community and 
incorporating these values into the Precinct planning will be important. 
 
The consultation process with registered Aboriginal stakeholders is ongoing. Comments received following the 
Aboriginal community review of the draft report and the draft Plan for the Precinct will be integrated in the final 
document.  
 

2.4 Recommendations for conservation of Aboriginal heritage 

Throughout the consultation process, registered Aboriginal stakeholders have stated that: 

1. the Aboriginal heritage sites and values of the Ingleside Precinct are highly significant and important 

2. identified Aboriginal sites should be conserved, and 

3. the legislative process should be followed for future development activities. 
 
The Aboriginal heritage assessment recommends conservation of all identified Aboriginal heritage sites in the Precinct. 
Aboriginal stakeholders have been consulted and support the conservation of Aboriginal sites. The Precinct Planning 
process has sought to conserve Aboriginal heritage within the development layout plan. Should future development 
potentially impact on Aboriginal objects or Aboriginal places a separate stand-alone consultation process would be 
required to support an application for an Aboriginal heritage impact permit (AHIP). The consultation process is 
required by NSW legislation National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 and must be in accordance with the National Parks 
and Wildlife Regulation 2009 and the OEH Aboriginal cultural heritage consultation requirements for proponents 2010. 
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3 Ethnographic and Historical Context 

Aboriginal settlement history of Australia stretches back thousands of years, with information from Aboriginal 
community consultation, oral histories, the archaeological record and historical documents contributing to an 
understanding of the past. Colonial exploration of the Sydney area and the letters and diaries of British officers provide 
early observations on the way of life, customs, activities and material culture of Aboriginal people in the area at that 
time. Within three years of arrival, the British had explored a large part of the Sydney region, including visits to Broken 
Bay, Botany Bay, Rose Hill (Parramatta), Prospect Hill and overland to the Nepean, Hawkesbury and Georges Rivers ς 
essentially across most of the Cumberland Plain as well as extensive travels up and down the coast.  
 
Early after his arrival at Port Jackson in 1788, Governor Arthur Phillip explored Brisbane Water and Cowan Creek to the 
north and west of the study area, meeting in a friendly manner with local Aboriginal people (NSW National Parks and 
Wildlife Service 1996). Later that year, Phillip and his party travelled overland to Pittwater and back, walking along 
Aboriginal tracks and exploring the southern shores of Pittwater and around McCarrs Creek, near the study area. 
During these explorations they documented their meetings with Aboriginal people in various areas, describing them as 
ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜ ΨǘǊƛōŜǎΩ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘΦ wŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜ ΨǘǊƛōŜǎΩΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ 
comprised small local clans of extended family groups, forming larger land-using bands linked through marriage and 
communal participation in subsistence gathering activities (Attenbrow 2002:22, Brook and Kohen 1991:2). 
 
None of the British observations from the late 18th and early 19th Century make reference to any name for the 
different dialects or wider language groups that they noted (Attenbrow 2002:33). The various names offered by the 
early chroniclers are not always clear if they are referring to a language, a small group within a particular area, or a 
wider group of people to which smaller groups belonged. Early references to the people living between Port Jackson 
and Broken Bay include Garigal/Caregal as ǘƘŜ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ άŀ ƳŀƴΣ ƻǊ ŀ ǘǊƛōŜΣ ǿƘƻ ǊŜǎƛŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘǿŀǊŘέΤ άǘƘŜ ƳŀƴΩǎ 
name was Caregal [and] he lived at, or near Broken-.ŀȅέ όtƘillip, in Hunter 1793[1968]:465 (in Attenbrow 2002)), 
Gamaragal or Cammeragal/Cam-mer-ray-gal on the north side of Port Jackson, extending north towards Broken Bay, 
and Guringai/Kuringai along the coast. The Guringai/Kuringai group was described by John Fraser in 1892 as stretching 
between Port Macquarie in the north to Bulli in the south, and as far inland as the Great Dividing Range. He described 
the Kuringai tribe as including several sub-tribes who shared closely related languages similar to that spoken around 
Port Macquarie, which Fraser called Awabakal, from the Aboriginal name of Awaba for Lake Macquarie. The name 
Kuringai was from the word kuriΣ ǘƘŜ !ǿŀōŀ ǿƻǊŘ ŦƻǊ ΨƳŜƴΩΦ  
 
The lingǳƛǎǘ !ǊǘƘǳǊ /ŀǇŜƭƭΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфслǎ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ YǳǊƛƴƎƎŀƛκDǳǊƛƴƎŀƛ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ƎǊƻǳǇ 
ought to be considered separately from the by then established Sydney region groupings of Darug, Dharawal, 
Darginung, Gundungurra and Awaba. Capell described the Guringai area beginning to the north of Port Jackson, 
between the Lane Cove River and the coast, and extending as far north as Tuggerah Lake where it merged into Awaba 
(Attenbrow 2002:33). Early colonial records, however, do not indicate that a different language was spoken to the 
north of Port Jackson. Attenbrow proposes that the language spoken on the north shore was the same as, or very 
similar to, the coastal dialect of Darug spoken on the Sydney Peninsula (2002:34). 
 
While early recordings of Aboriginal names are not always clear in terms of whether they referred to individuals, 
family groups, larger clan groups, languages or areas, in general, language and dialect boundaries are often blurred 
lines, regardless of the accuracy of historical and colonial observations. Even where dialect was clearly different, 
Aboriginal people could and did communicate. Captain Tench observed when two Aboriginal men from the coast 
conversed with an Aboriginal man further inland άthey conversed on a par and understood each other perfectly, yet 
they spoke different dialects of the same language; many of the most common and necessary words used in life 
bearing no similitude and others being slightly differentέ (Tench 1793:122). It is likely that several languages were 
ǎǇƻƪŜƴ ƛƴ ŜŀŎƘ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ΨōƻǳƴŘŀǊƛŜǎΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎƘƛŦǘŜŘ ŀǎ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƳƻǾŜŘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ ¢ƘŜ 
rapid pace of change to Aboriginal communities and their way of life after the arrival of the British also contributes to 
the difficulty of drawing precise lines. In the northern coastal region of Sydney, as well as GuǊƛƴƎŀƛ όƻǊ !ǘǘŜƴōǊƻǿΩǎ 
ΨŎƻŀǎǘŀƭ 5ŀǊǳƎΩύΣ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ likely have been Darkingung ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ΨƛƴƭŀƴŘΩ Darug 
dialect. 
 
As well as language differences, the British also noted a difference between the subsistence activities and dialect of 
Aboriginal people along the coast compared with those further inland on the Cumberland Plain. An obvious 
subsistence focus was the marine and estuarine resources of the nearby shoreline and areas along the lower reaches 
of creeks ǿŜǊŜ άƳǳŎƘ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻŀǎǘ ƴŀǘƛǾŜǎΤ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǿƻƻŘŜŘ ǎƛŘŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊƛŘƎŜǎ Χ abound with various 
animals, and the waters below afford a plentiful supply of oysters and other shell-ŦƛǎƘέ όDƻǾŜǘǘ муосύΦ CƛǎƘƛƴƎ ǘƻƻƪ 
place both from rock platforms near the shore and from bark canoes and was undertaken by both men and women 
using spears, lines with shell or bone hooks and nets, with chewed shellfish or discarded fish for bait. According to 
.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎŀƴƻŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŀƴ Ψŀǎ-ƴŜŜŘŜŘΩ ōŀǎƛǎΦ DƻǾŜǘǘΩǎ όмуосύ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
the fabrication process states that: 
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ά! ǎƘŜŜǘ ƻŦ ōŀǊƪ ƛǎ Ŏǳǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ǘǊŜŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘǿŜƭǾŜ ŦŜŜǘ ώп ƳŜǘǊŜǎϐ ƛƴ ƭŜƴƎǘƘΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜŀǘŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ ŀ Ŧƛre, until it 
warps, and becomes capable of being bent into the proper shape. The two extremities are then tapered off, 
bent upwards, and fastened by strong bandages. Two strong sticks are generally placed crossways at either 
end, to keep it in shape, and thus a boat is formed. The native women as well as the men mange these 
simple canoes very dexterously, and their position when in them is kneeling, so that with a small piece of 
bark in either hand, or their wummerah, they are able to guide them, and glide ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƛƭŜƴǘ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅΦ ώΧϐ 
They never, that I have heard of, venture out to sea in these canoes, though they frequently cross the widest 
ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƳ ǿƛǘƘ ǎŜŎǳǊƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜƳ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ ƛƴ ŦƛǎƘƛƴƎ ŜȄŎǳǊǎƛƻƴǎΦέ 

 
While early European observations of fish species used by Aboriginal people vary widely, archaeological excavation of 
a midden site at Angophora Reserve on the nearby Barrenjoey Peninsula indicates that people in the local area were 
catching and eating upwards of 17 fish species including snapper, bream, wrasse, blue groper, catfish and flathead, as 
well as various shellfish including rock oyster, whelk, hairy mussel and a number of cockle species. Visitors to Broken 
.ŀȅ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨŎǊŀǿ-ŦƛǎƘΩ, lobsters and crayfish were eaten by the local inhabitants. Marine mammals also 
occasionally formed part of the diet, with historical evidence indicating that beached whales were eaten and large 
groups of people gathered to share the resources offered by the carcass (Attenbrow 2002:66). 
 
Historical accounts place a somewhat disproportionate emphasis on the marine and estuarine components of the 
coastal Aboriginal dietΣ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ŦƻƻŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǿŀǎ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ŦƛǎƘέ ό.ǊŀŘƭŜȅ мтуу, in 
Attenbrow 2002), when in fact Aboriginal people used their intimate knowledge of their environment to source a wide 
variety of foodstuffs and other resources from the land as well as the sea. The wetlands around Warriewood and the 
Narrabeen Lagoon would have provided another diverse resource base. Terrestrial food resources included kangaroos, 
wallabies, possums, fruit bats, bush rats, gliders, bandicoots and echidna. A variety of bird and reptile species were 
also eaten, along with insects/ƎǊǳōǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ōǳǎƘ ƘƻƴŜȅΦ .ǊŀŘƭŜȅ όмтууύ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜȅ ƭŀȅ ǿŀƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
YŀƴƎǳǊƻƻ ώǎƛŎϐ ϧ .ƛǊŘǎΣ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŜŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘŎƘΩŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ƘŀŘ ŀ /ŀƴƻŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜƳ ŦǊƻƳ ǿƘƛŎƘ L ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜ 
they get  into these Trees to seek or wait for any thƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƴŀȅ ŎƻƳŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿŀȅέΦ tƭŀƴǘǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 
component of the Aboriginal diet, although the type of plants eaten and at which time of year varied around Sydney 
based on differing vegetation communities. Plant foods included the roots and rhizomes of orchids and ferns, native 
yams, leaves, fruits and nectar and, around Pittwater at Broken Bay near Ingleside, the burrawang (Macrozamia 
communalis). The burrawang seeds are highly poisonous and require long preparation including pounding and soaking 
or placement in running water before they can be consumed, as some of the early settlers discovered to their cost. 
Nonetheless, being starchy, it was highly nutritious and Aboriginal people were skilled in leaching out the toxins to 
make it safe to eat. The various micro-environments of the Northern Beaches and hinterland provided a wide range of 
resources and were likely used by Aboriginal groups year-round. 
 
The expanding settlements of the colonists led to severe changes in the Aboriginal way of life. The loss of traditional 
lands and access to various resources, conflict with the new arrivals and the spread of diseases such as smallpox and 
ƳŜŀǎƭŜǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘǊŀǎǘƛŎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ŀƳƻƴƎǎǘ {ȅŘƴŜȅΩǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀl inhabitants. Within two years of the 
arrival of the First Fleet, a second expedition Governor Phillip made to Broken Bay was met with less friendliness than 
the first, and the party saw evidence that smallpox had badly affected the local population, with human remains seen 
in rock hollows along the harbour (Attenbrow 2002). Ongoing change led to an environment of uncertainty ς 
previously abundant resources were either taken directly by the settlers, destroyed to make way for farms and 
townships, or had their traditional access cut off. Many groups and individuals moved away from their traditional 
areas and other people from further afield moved into the Sydney region. Conflict with settlers in areas such as the 
upper Hawkesbury displaced people who had been living on the land for generations and many moved into the 
Pittwater area. Skirmishes were also recorded in the Pittwater area during 1805. While many of these Aboriginal 
people had again moved away by the 1840s, a few were reported as still living along the western foreshores of 
Pittwater and in Ku-ring-gai Chase in 1900 (NSW NPWS 1996). 
 
One of those who moved south was a man known as Bungaree, who was born north of Broken Bay. He sailed on 
exploratory missions with Matthew Flinders and Phillip Parker King, acting as an intermediary and interpreter. 
Becoming well known and well respected by the colonists, he eventually settled in the Sydney region around 1814. In 
1815 Bungaree and a group of 16 Aboriginal families were established at an Aboriginal farming settlement on the 
lower north shore of Port Jackson. It is likely that the Aboriginal people who lived on the farm were also from the 
Broken Bay area, or from the Guringai language group. The farm was established by Governor Macquarie in an 
attempt to integrate Aboriginal people into a European way of life and establish more sedentary habits. The 
experiment provided mixed results, with the huts built by the Governor gradually falling into disuse as the people 
resumed their traditional way of life moving around the countryside, although Bungaree maintained a presence on the 
land and sold peaches from his garden there. The huts were rebuilt again in 1822 and a fishing boat and net were 
given to the group, but the settlement slowly fell into disuse again (Attenbrow 2002:107).  
 
.ǳƴƎŀǊŜŜ ǿŀǎ ǎǘȅƭŜŘ ŀǎ ΨYƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǊƻƪŜƴ .ŀȅ ¢ǊƛōŜΩ ōȅ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘΣ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ŀ ΨchiefΩ, which is how the 
British often addressed those individuals with whom they communicated and interacted the most. However, the 
sǘŀǘǳǎ ƻŦ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ΨŎƘƛŜŦǎΩ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ Ŏommunities was not always clear. The individuals referred to as 
ΨŎƘƛŜŦǎΩ ōȅ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊƛƭȅ ƎǊƻǳǇ ŜƭŘŜǊǎ ƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŜŘ ŀǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ 
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authority to speak for them, or play important roles in ceremonial activities (Attenbrow 2002:61). Nonetheless, the 
influence of Bungaree and his extended family was felt to some degree over a large area between Broken Bay and Port 
Jackson. 
 
Aboriginal people moved throughout the landscape for a variety of reasons. Some of these were related to resource 
procurement and seasonal availability of food and raw materials in different areas, while some were related to social 
interactions such as initiation rites, exchanges and other ceremonial activities. British observations of an initiation 
ceremony that took place at Farm Cove in 1795 are well documented, with observers noting that many of the people 
attending had travelled some distance to do so (Attenbrow 2002:131). While the ceremony was conducted on the 
southern side of Port Jackson, a major ceremonial role was taken by the Gamaragal, who generally lived between Port 
Jackson and Broken Bay. For the Farm Cove ceremony, Gamaragal men acted as karadji. Karadji were a group of men 
considered powerful and occasionally dangerous, taking a principal role in initiations and other ceremonies and 
providing healing through various procedures when required (Attenbrow 2002:60). 
 
British observations on Aboriginal spiritual and ceremonial life were extremely limited in the first century of 
settlement, with only relatively brief descriptions of beliefs, rituals and ceremonial rites ever recorded. As Attenbrow 
όнллнΥмнсύ ƴƻǘŜǎΣ άǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘƛǎƘ Ŏƻƭƻƴƛǎǘǎ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎΩ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ōŜƭƛŜŦ 
ǎȅǎǘŜƳΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǉǳƛǘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴǎέΦ The relationship between Aboriginal people, their landscape 
and their spiritual beliefs was poorly documented. Beginning in the 1870s, later authors such as the Rev. William 
Ridley, AW Howitt and RH Mathews provided more detailed observances and information on belief systems and 
ceremonial life but by that stage a large body of ritual knowledge may have already been lost to the devastating 
effects of European settlement. The Rev. Lancelot Threlkeld, living near Port Macquarie, also recorded some of the 
Awabakal beliefs regarding supernatural beings inhabiting their country. This information provides but a brief outline 
of a rich and complex spiritual life, especially considering that Aboriginal people may have chosen not to share certain 
aspects and information with those who were un-initiated or otherwise not in an appropriate position to receive the 
knowledge.  
 
The association between ceremonial or spiritual activities and Aboriginal art was also a later point of interest. While 
members of the First Fleet made some limited observations of the prolific rock engraving sites around the Sydney 
region, it was not until later that more focused studies took place. Governor Phillip noted in a letter in 1788 that 
ŘǳǊƛƴƎ Ƙƛǎ ǘǊŀǾŜƭǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ tƻǊǘ WŀŎƪǎƻƴΣ .ƻǘŀƴȅ .ŀȅ ŀƴŘ .ǊƻƪŜƴ .ŀȅ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ǎŜŜƴ Ƴŀƴȅ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ άƳŜƴΣ ǎƘƛŜƭŘǎΣ ŀƴŘ 
fish roughly cut on the rocks; and on top of a mountain I saw the figure of a man in the attitude they put themselves in 
ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŘŀƴŎŜέ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŀ άƭŀǊƎŜ ƭƛȊŀǊŘέΦ ²ƘƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ŜƴŎƘ ŀŘŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ǎŀǿ 
engraved figures of canoes and birds. Later observations by GF Angas and WR Govett in the 19

th
 century described 

engravings from Port Hacking to Broken Bay. Angas in particular was intrigued by the engravings and sought to 
ŘƛǎŎƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ !ōƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ȅŘƴŜȅ ŀǊŜŀΦ vǳŜŜƴ DƻƻǎŜōŜǊǊȅΣ .ǳƴƎŀǊŜŜΩǎ 
widow, then the eldest person remaining amongst her group, was asked by Angas about the engravings around 
{ȅŘƴŜȅΩǎ ƴƻǊǘƘ ǎƘƻǊŜΦ {ƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜΣ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άǎǳŎƘ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ 
were all koradjee ƎǊƻǳƴŘΣ ƻǊ ΨǇǊƛŜǎǘǎΩ ƎǊƻǳƴŘΩ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ she must not visit themέ ό!ǘǘŜƴōǊƻǿ нллнΥморύΦ ¢ƘŜ 
ǎǳǇŜǊƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ DƻƻǎŜōŜǊǊȅ ƘŜƭŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎǎ ƳŀŘŜ ƘŜǊ ǊŜƭǳŎǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ άǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ŘƛōōƭŜ-
ŘƛōōƭŜ ǿŀƭƪ ŀōƻǳǘέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƳȅǎǘƛŎ ŘŀƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ŦŜǎǘƛǾŀƭǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƘŜƭŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜǎΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭl as fights and other dances. 
For this reason, the engravings were not regular sites of habitation. Attenbrow (2002:135) infers that the various rites 
referred to by Gooseberry were conducted by koradjee at the sites, including initiation ceremonies when other people 
would visit them. The Ingleside area contains numerous rock engraving sites with various motifs and it is possible they 
were used by Aboriginal people in this way. The traditional and spiritual associations of Aboriginal people with such 
ceremonial areas remain present in the contemporary Aboriginal community, with the engraving sites providing a 
direct physical link with the landscape and with their heritage. 
 

3.1 Contemporary cultural associations 

Aboriginal culture and cultural heritage is dynamic and continues to evolve in contemporary times. While the 
ethnohistorical and historical record may be limited in some areas, there is no denying the strong contemporary 
cultural associations that Aboriginal people and groups hold for the landscape. The nature of these contemporary 
associations in regard to the current Ingleside study area has been explored as part of this study. It is the aim of the 
consultation process to illuminate the way in which Aboriginal people relate to the Ingleside area today, based on their 
own traditional affiliations, identities and cultural histories.  
 
The consultation process to date has identified a number of people who have indicated their interest in Ingleside and 
the presence of a recognised Native Title Claim in the northern portion of the study area demonstrates the tangible 
link that members of the contemporary Aboriginal community retain to the land. Aboriginal cultural heritage values 
identified during the consultation process enriches our understanding of the area.  
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4 Register Searches and Previous Archaeological Work 

4.1 Database search (AHIMS) 

A search of the OEH Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) was conducted on 25 November 
2013 to identify any registered (known) Aboriginal sites within or adjacent to the Ingleside Precinct, as well as to 
determine the type and distribution of recorded sites in the area. The AHIMS database search was conducted within 
the following coordinates (GDA): 

336210E to 341460E 
6269890N to 6275030N 
Number of sites registered on the AHIMS database: 67 

 
The distribution of registered Aboriginal sites within these coordinates is shown on Figure 2. Frequencies of site 
features within the AHIMS database search area are summarised in Table 1 below. 

Table 1.  Site types and context from OEH AHIMS database search 

Site Context Site Features Number Frequency 

Open Art (Pigment or Engraved) 44* 65.5% 

Art (Pigment or Engraved); Grinding Groove 2 3.0% 

Art (Pigment or Engraved); Water Hole 1**  1.5% 

Grinding Groove 2 3.0% 

Grinding Groove; Water Hole 1 1.5% 

Shell; Artefact 3 1.5% 

Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD) 1 4.5% 

Closed Art (Pigment or Engraved) 3 4.5% 

Art (Pigment or Engraved); Artefact 1 1.5% 

Art (Pigment or Engraved); Artefact; Shell 1 1.5% 

Artefact 2 3.0% 

Artefact; Shell 1 1.5% 

Artefact; Shell; Burial 1 1.5% 

Shell 3 1.5% 

Potential Archaeological Deposit (PAD) 1 4.5% 

Total 67 100% 
*45-6-1229 not a site, **45-6-1381 not a site 

4.2 Discussion of AHIMS search results 

The frequency and diversity of registered Aboriginal archaeological sites within the AHIMS search area demonstrates 
that the Ingleside Precinct and surrounds have retained material evidence of varied Aboriginal landscape use. As well 
as determining if there are any registered (known) sites within a given area, an AHIMS search also helps to 
characterise local archaeology by illustrating the distribution of sites within the local landscape. Results from the 
AHIMS database search divide archaeological sites into two contexts: open, meaning existing in an open landscape 
context, and closed, meaning associated with a rock shelter. 
 
AHIMS search results indicated the predominance of art sites occurring in open contexts (65.5% of sites), all of which 
ŀǊŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƻƴ !ILa{ ŀǎ ΨǊƻŎƪ ŜƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎǎΩ ŀǎ ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǇƛƎƳŜƴǘ ŀǊǘΦ 9ƴƎǊŀǾƛƴƎ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƻŎŎǳǊ ƻƴ ƻǳǘŎǊƻǇǇƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ 
suitable rock in a variety of topographic contexts but are more common along ridge tops and in other areas of 
elevated ground. The underlying geology of the study area is conducive to the creation of engraving sites, being 
composed of Hawkesbury sandstone (see Chapter 5). In two cases, these art sites were also associated with grinding 
grooves. Two instances of grinding grooves alone are also recorded. One grinding groove site was also recorded in 
association with a water hole. Two sites featuring artefact/s and shell (i.e. midden sites) were also recorded in open 
context. One potential archaeological deposit (PAD) without surface archaeological material has also been recorded.  
 
Two entries in the AHIMS register were subsequently determined to not be Aboriginal archaeological sites: 45-6-1229 
listed as an engraving site in open context and 45-6-1381 listed as an engraving site in open context featuring a water 
hole. Additionally, site 45-6-0095 was not an archaeological site but rather the site card was an amalgamation of 
several separately registered sites. YƻŜǘǘƛƎΩǎ όмффоύ LƴƎƭŜǎƛŘŜ study recommended the site record be deleted. The non-
site AHIMS listings were not further considered for the Precinct Planning process. 
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Map removed from public document. 
 

Figure 2. Previously recorded sites (AHIMS search results) 
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A number of archaeological sites are also recorded in rockshelters within and around the study area (closed context 
sites). The most common closed context sites are shelters with art (4.5%) and shelters with shell (i.e. midden deposit, 
4.5%). Two shelters with artefactual deposit alone are also recorded. Shelters with combinations of these features are 
also recorded. One recorded shelter contains artefact/s, shell deposit and also has a burial recorded within. One 
shelter with potential archaeological deposit has also been recorded. The range of site types and features indicated in 
the AHIMS search results illustrate the rich archaeological resource in around the study area, with many and varied 
manifestations of past Aboriginal peoplŜΩǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΦ 
 

4.3 Other heritage registers and database searches 

In addition to the search conducted on AHIMS, other sources of information including heritage registers and lists were 
also searched for known Aboriginal heritage in the vicinity of the Ingleside Precinct. These included: 

¶ Pittwater Local Environmental Plan 1993 (now repealed) 

¶ Pittwater Local Environmental Plan 2014 

¶ State Heritage Register and State Heritage Inventory 

¶ Sydney Water Heritage Register 

¶ Commonwealth Heritage List 

¶ National Heritage List 

¶ Australian Heritage Database 

¶ Australian Heritage Places Inventory 

¶ Historic Heritage Information Management System (HHIMS). 
 
Four heritage items and one archaeological site are listed within the study area on the Pittwater Local Environmental 
Plan (LEP) 2014. The heritage items and the archaeological site are not Aboriginal sites, relating rather to the historic 
heritage of the Ingleside area. 
 
The Ku-ring-gai Chase National Park, along with Lion, Long and Spectacle Island Nature Reserves, is a listed place on 
the National Heritage List (Place ID 105817)Φ ¢ƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ [ƛǎǘ ƛǎ !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀΩǎ ƭƛǎǘ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭΣ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀƴŘ 
Indigenous places of outstanding significance to the nation. Places are listed and protected under the Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. The Place was included in the National Heritage List on 
15

th
 December 2006 by Special Gazette of the Commonwealth of Australia (No. S226). The listing specifically relates to 

the Natural Heritage and biodiversity values of the Place, as specified in the Schedule attached to the gazettal notice. 
While the ParkΩs Aboriginal cultural heritage values are not specifically included in the listing criteria, the presence of 
Aboriginal sites waǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳǎ ŀ ƪŜȅ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΩǎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦ The National 
Heritage Database record for the place notes that: 

άExtensive evidence of Aboriginal use and occupation occurs in the place, with over 800 sites or locations with 
physical evidence of Aboriginal use recorded.  Shell middens along the foreshore are the most common type of 
evidence recorded.  Other evidence includes rock engravings and paintings, grinding grooves, stone 
arrangements, burials and occupation sites.  No systematic survey has been undertaken across the park, and it 
is likely that additioƴŀƭ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƻŎŎǳǊ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊƪέΦ 

 
Two portions of Ku-ring-gai Chase National Park fall within the Precinct (see Figure 3). The AHIMS heritage register 
search showed that Aboriginal archaeological sites are situated in the portion of the Park in the southwest margin of 
the Precinct, off Mona Vale Road. There were no known (identified) Aboriginal archaeological sites on AHIMS in the 
northern portion off Cicada Glen Road. Aboriginal objects (sites) within the portions of the National Heritage Listed 
place are protected and regulated under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. While the listed place is not in itself 
an Aboriginal heritage item, the Aboriginal archaeological sites within the portions of the Place are included in this 
assessment.  
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Map removed from public document. 
 

Figure 3.  Aboriginal heritage listed sites and places 
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4.4 Previous archaeological investigations 

Early interest in Aboriginal archaeological features of the Ingleside area and surrounds was demonstrated by W.D. 
Campbell, a government surveyor who made a study of Aboriginal rock engravings around Sydney in the late 19

th
 

century. His detailed diagrams and descriptions of the engravings were published in Memoirs of the Geological Survey 
of New South Wales in 1899 and formed a starting point for further archaeological studies in the 20

th
 century. During a 

series of surveys undertaken between 1940 and 1960, F.D. McCarthy of the Australian Museum relocated many of 
/ŀƳǇōŜƭƭΩǎ ǎƛǘŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘƛƴƎǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǳǇŘŀǘŜǎ ƻƴ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ Records of 
the Rock Engravings of the Sydney District (McCarthy 1954). McCarthy (1983) also recorded a series of previously 
unidentified sites in the area, chiefly rock engravings. 
 
In the 1980s and 1990s, a number of systematic archaeological surveys were conducted in the vicinity of Ingleside 
Precinct. One of the earliest of these was an archaeological survey conducted on a three hectare property '''''''' '''''' 
''''''''''' '''''''''''''''' ''''''''''''''''''''''''' ''''''''' ''''''' ''''''''''''''' ''''''''''''''  in the south east of the current study area. Investigation took 
place ahead of '''  ''''''''''''''''' '''''''''''' '''''''''''''''''' '''''''  land recontouring for an active recreation space by Warringah Shire 
Council (Byrne 1984). Rock engraving site 45-6-0827 (originally recorded by Campbell) was relocated during the 
survey, '''''''''' ''''''''''''' ''''''''''''''''' '''' '''''' '''''''''' '''''''''''''' ''''''''''''''''' '''''''''''''''''' . The AHIMS coordinates registered for this site 
place it '''''''''''''''''''''''''''' ''''''' ''''''''''''''''''' ''''' '''''' ''''''''''  within Garigal National Park. The distinctive nature and 
arrangement of the engravings (see Figure 4, Plates 1 and 2) allowed positive identification of the site as 45-6-0827 
despite the incorrect coordinate location. This site, based on maps and various descriptions ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜΩǎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴΣ 
ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ LƴƎƭŜǎƛŘŜ tǊŜŎƛƴŎǘΦ 5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƛǘŜΩǎ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ 
'''''''''' ''''' ''''''''''''''''''''''''' ''''''''''  by various subsequent recorders, the location data does not appear to have been 
updated as the site is not included in the AHIMS search results. 

 
Figure 4. Engravings at 45-6-0827 ς not in relative positions and not to scale (Campbell 1899) 

 

  
Plate 1.  Engravings at site 45-6-0827 
(photo from AHIMS site card) 

Plate 2.  Engravings at site 45-6-0827 
(photo from AHIMS site card) 
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Site 45-6-0038 was also identified during the survey, with an additional recording of a pair of small engraved ovals and 
two short parallel lines were identified on one of the large sandstone exposures '''' ''''''' '''''''''' '''''''''' ''''' '''''' ''''''''''' ''''''''' 
''''''''''''''''''''''''''' '''''''''  south east of site 45-6-0827. The site was assessed as displaying low archaeological and cultural 
significance (Byrne 1984). A section 90 consent was subsequently issued for site 45-6-0038 (Permit # 450012) and the 
site card was updated to note the site was destroyed in 1991. The site is ǎǘƛƭƭ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ΨǾŀƭƛŘΩ ƻƴ the AHIMS database. 
 
The Garigal National Park, south of the current study area, was subject to an archaeological study for the NPWS (Gunn 
1992). The area investigated during the project included an area of 900 hectares to the south west of the Ingleside 
Precinct, including the majority of the Deep Creek catchment area and the lower valley of Middle Creek to the south. 
The study aimed to relocate previously recorded sites within the National Park and survey a sample of the terrain to 
search for previously unrecorded sites. The majority of previously identified sites consisted of rock engravings 
recorded decades earlier by Campbell and the distribution of known sites throughout the study area suggested the 
majority of the Park had been previously investigated, albeit in a non-systematic way.  
 
The survey concentrated on relocating a proportion of the previously recoded sites to check the reliability of existing 
records and also aimed to identify any unrecorded sites, particularly open artefact scatters and shelters with deposit, 
as these site types were considered unlikely to have been discerned by previous (often amateur) recorders. In total, 17 
sites were located ς 12 previously recorded and five new recordings. New recordings included two shelters with art, 
two shelters with archaeological deposit and one engraving site. An additional 23 sites were known to have been 
previously recorded within the Park but the location of eight of these was considered unreliable and in need of further 
investigation. It was confirmed during the survey that site 45-6-0827 was not located in the Park. All sites identified in 
the Park were located on either the ridge top or slope landforms, with none located along the creeklines and drainage 
flats. The author noted the many inconsistencies and errors present in the AHIMS database which hindered relocation 
of some previously recorded sites (Gunn 1992:26). 
 
A proposal by the then Department of Main Roads to widen a portion of Mona Vale Road led to an archaeological 
survey of a 50-200m wide corridor of land along the existing road alignment between McCarrs Creek Road and Alan 
Street (Koettig 1981). The survey identified one previously recorded shelter with art (45-6-1616), which contained a 
series of hand stencils. Subsequent inspections of the site (in 1987 and again a decade later, see Dallas 1997) also 
noted the presence of artefactual deposit beneath the dripline. Three quartz artefacts were identified. The site was 
considered to be in good condition and relatively undisturbed, with only a small amount of modern charcoal and chalk 
graffiti.  
 
A number of additional, previously unidentified engravings at known archaeological sites were also recorded. The 
author noted that even though the study area had been investigated several times in the past, the lack of a systematic 
survey meant that sites remained to be found, even in a narrow corridor of land. In particular, an additional engraving 
was identified at previously recorded site 45-6-0071 '''''''''' '''' '''''''''' '''''''' ''''''''''  and a new series of engravings was 
identified '''''' ''''''' ''''''''''''''''' ''''''' ''''' '''''' '''''''' . The newly identified engravings '''''''''' '''' ''''''''''' ''''''''' ''''''''''  included an 
anthropomorphic figure and an unidentified figureΣ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ΨƎƘƻǎǘΩ (see Figure 7, Plate 4). These engravings 
were described ŀǎ ά!ǊŜŀ .έ ƻŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǎƛǘŜ пр-6-0071 and not registered separately on AHIMS. 
 
A further proposal to upgrade Mona Vale Road between McCarrs Creek Road and Powderworks Road prompted 
further archaeological survey (KNC 2011, 2015). Two sites were confirmed within the study area of the proposed road 
upgrade (site 45-6-1228 and newly recorded site MVRW 1). Site 45-6-1228Σ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ Ψ²ƘŀƭŜ wƻŎƪΩ ƛǎ ŀ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƻŦ ǊƻŎƪ 
engravings on a sandstone platform ''''''''''''''''''''''''' '''''''''' '''' '''''' '''' ''''''''' ''''''''''' ''''''''' '''''''''' '''''''''''''''' ''''''''''''' ''''' . Site 
MVRW 1 was an engraved oval motif on a sandstone bench ''' '' '''''''''''' '''''''''''''''' ''''''' . The road upgrade was designed 
to ensure the sites were conserved. 
 
Archaeological survey was carried out for a proposed sewer line between the suburbs of Terrey Hills and Mona Vale, 
passing through Ingleside (Corkill 1990). The study area generally followed the alignment of Mona Vale Road, however 
several sections of work were proposed for undeveloped bushland areas. Previously recorded rock engraving sites  
45-6-0071, 45-6-0072, 45-6-1278 and 45-6-1617 were relocated during the survey but were not located in the 
proposed impact area of the project. No new sites were identified. It was noted that ground surface visibility was 
minimal (Corkill 1990:7). Further investigation of the same study area took place in 1993, related to proposed 
installation of fibreoptic telecommunications cables (Oakley 1993). The proposed cable route followed the same 
corridor as was investigated in the Corkill study and no new sites were identified.  
 
Further north, a section of Mona Vale Road was investigated ahead of a proposed road upgrade (Oakley 1998). 
Archaeological field survey confirmed the presence of previously recorded site 45-6-0071 '''''' ''''''' '''''''''' '''''''' '''' '''''''''' 
''''''' '''''''''' . Recorded by Sim in 1964, the motifs originally listed on the site card ς recorded as two echidnas, three 
ovals and one possible snake patterned with transverse lines (see Figure 7, Plate 3) were partially relocated. The ovals 
and a further unidentified figure recorded by Koettig in 1981 were not visible at the time. The engravings described by 
YƻŜǘǘƛƎ όмфумύ ŀǎ ά!ǊŜŀ .έ ƻŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǎƛǘŜ пр-6-0071, ''''''''''' '''' '''''''''''' '''''''' ''''''''' , were relocated and found to be within 
an area to be impacted by the proposed works. Redesign of the road project avoided impact to the site. 
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Figure 5. Plan of site 45-6-1228 - Whale Rock (KNC 2011:18) 
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Plate 3. Patterned "snake" visible above depression  

in the rock, 45-6-0071 

Figure 6. Engravings at 45-6-0071 
(diagram from Sim 1965:287) 

 

 
 

  
Figure 7. Engravings at 45-6-3024/45-6-3101 (previously 

45-6-ллтм ά!ǊŜŀ .έ, Koettig 1981) 
Plate 4. Human figure at 45-6-3024/45-6-3101 

 
Ongoing archaeological recording by the Aboriginal Heritage Office (AHO), in association with Pittwater Council, has 
resulted in the registration of engravings on AHIMS as sites 45-6-3024 and 45-6-3101. Examination of the site cards 
and location data suggests these may be duplicate entries and further investigation was needed. The AHO also 
confirmed that the Church Point Shelter with Midden site (AHIMS 45-6-0812; AHO ref. PITT095) was not located within 
the precinct. This rockshelter with midden was identified in 1978, described as a small shelter (1.9m high x 3m long) in 
ŀ ƘƻƴŜȅŎƻƳōŜŘ ǎŀƴŘǎǘƻƴŜ ƻǾŜǊƘŀƴƎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ŎŀǊŘ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǊŜƭƛŎǎ ǘƻ ŀ ŘŜǇǘƘ ƻŦ мƳ ώǿŜǊŜϐ ŜȄŎŀǾŀǘŜŘέ ŀƴŘ 
included stone flakes, various ǎƘŜƭƭŦƛǎƘ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀǊŎƻŀƭΦ {ƛǘŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ άƴƻǘ ǎƻ ƎƻƻŘέΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 
surrounding area largely destroyed by development and subdivision. More detailed recording or a report of the 
excavation results was sought during the Step 1 phase of investigation however the AHIMS registrar has advised that 
no other details or reports pertaining to the excavation of this site are available. The registered AHIMS coordinates 
placed the site near the northern boundary of the Ingleside Precinct. The registered location of the site was inspected 
during the field survey however the site was not relocated. An area to the north has been subdivided and developed 
and based on the location description provided on the site card, it was likely the shelter was located further to the 
north, closer to Church Point as indicated by the site name. The AHO confirmed these findings with their investigations 
and advised the site was not located within the precinct. 
 
Survey was also carried out in 1995 for a proposed gas pipeline route along Mona Vale Road between Forest Way, 
Terrey Hills and Beaconsfield Street, Newport (Navin Officer 1995). Seven engraving sites and one midden site had 
previously been recorded within the study corridor, however the survey was unable to relocate three of these due to 
incorrect coordinates registered on AHIMS. Two previously unrecorded sites, both rock engravings, were identified 
during the field survey (45-6-2520 and 45-6-2528). 
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The single motif at 45-6-нрну ǿŀǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άǎǇƭŀȅŜŘ ǉǳŀŘǊǳǇŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǘŀƛƭΣ ŀƴŘ ōǊƻŀŘ ǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ƘŜŀŘΣ ώΧϐ 
ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ƭƛȊŀǊŘ ƳƻǘƛŦ ǘȅǇŜέ όbŀǾƛƴ hŦŦƛŎŜǊ мффрΥннύ (see Figure 8, Plate 5). Site 45-6-2520 displayed two 
figurative motifs that were outlined by unjoined linear pits. It was considered probable that the pits were formed with 
a metal tool (likely a chisel) indicating the markings dated to the historical period. The site was, however, considered 
Ǉƻǎǎƛōƭȅ !ōƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ƛƴ ƻǊƛƎƛƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άŦƻǊƳ ŀƴŘ ǎƘŀǇŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǘƛŦǎ ώΧϐ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ !ōƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ǎŎƘŜƳŀǎέ 
(Navin Officer 1995:22).  
 

 

 
Figure 8. ά[ƛȊŀǊŘέ ƳƻǘƛŦ ŀǘ пр-6-2528  

(from Navin Officer 1995:28) 
Plate 5. ά[ƛȊŀǊŘέ ƳƻǘƛŦ ŀǘ пр-6-2528 

 
Archaeological investigation related specifically to potential future land releases at Warriewood/Ingleside has also 
been conducted. In 1993, an Aboriginal heritage assessment was carried out for the Warriewood/Ingleside Release 
Area, which included the current Ingleside Precinct (Koettig 1993). The aim of the study was to assess land within the 
release area in order to develop planning guidelines and management strategies for Aboriginal heritage that may be 
affected by future development plans. Koettig noted that at least 11 and possibly 12 Aboriginal sites had been 
previously recorded within the Release Area. The majority of these were rock engraving sites (68%) which were 
located along ridgetops. It was considered that the low proportion of shelter sites (21%) in the Release Area was 
unrepresentative, probably related to historic recording bias (i.e. over-emphasis on engraving sites) and also access 
difficulties along the heavily vegetated slopes and creeklines. Five previously recorded sites could not be relocated at 
the time of her study and two had been destroyed. In one location a previously recorded engraving was not relocated, 
but other unrecorded motifs were found at that location. She noted that the range of motifs present in the area were 
typical of types recorded at other sites around the Sydney area and wider region, with some exceptions such as the 
patterned snake motif at site 45-6-0071, which was considered very unusual (Koettig 1993:28).  
 
The Release Area was considered likely to contain a large number of unrecorded sites, particularly shelters with 
occupation deposit and/or art. It was recommended that a representative sample of sites be preserved in the Release 
Area and that consideration of site location should be included in any future development plans for the area. Any sites 
likely to be destroyed by future development were recommended to be investigated archaeologically ahead of any 
disturbance. Where feasible, it was also suggested existing sites undergo mitigation and management works to halt 
further deterioration. Areas considered to have suffered only low to moderate disturbance and retaining 
archaeological potential were recommended to be subject to more intensive survey ahead of development.  
 
An Aboriginal heritage assessment conducted by Kayandel in 2008 also covered the Ingleside Land Release Area, an 
area broadly the same as the current study area. The assessment included an archaeological field survey, which failed 
to relocate a number of previously recorded sites due to incorrect coordinates or access restrictions. 
 
Many of the professional archaeological investigations discussed in this chapter have noted difficulties in relocating 
previously recorded sites in the Ingleside area, mainly due to coordinates listed on AHIMS or location references to 
landmarks that no longer exist. In many cases where sites have been relocated, new coordinates have either not been 
supplied to AHIMS or have not been updated on the database and site records. Regardless of discrepancies in site 
recording, however, it is clear that the Ingleside area contains many Aboriginal archaeological sites, with the continued 
possibility of identifying new sites even in areas that have been subject to previous assessment. The identification and 
recording of rock engravings in particular is influenced by light quality and angle of illumination, with shallower motifs 
sometimes only readily visible in certain lighting conditions. The quantity and nature of known sites and the outcomes 
of previous archaeological investigations in the study area indicate that the landscape of Ingleside is one rich in both 
archaeological and cultural meaning. 
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5 Landscape Context 

5.1 Geology, soils and landform 

The Ingleside Precinct is located on the north eastern margin of the Hornsby Plateau, a major physiographic region of 
the Sydney Basin. The Sydney Basin is a large geological feature that stretches from Batemans Bay to Newcastle and 
west to Lithgow. The formation of the basin began between 300 to 250 million years ago when river deltas gradually 
replaced the ocean that had extended as far west as Lithgow (Pickett and Alder 1997). The oldest, Permian layers of 
the Sydney Basin consist of marine, alluvial and deltaic deposits that include shales and mudstone overlain by Coal 
Measures. By the Triassic period the basin consisted of a large coastal plain, with deposits from this period divided into 
three main groups, the Narrabeen Group, Hawkesbury Sandstone and the Wianamatta Group (Clark and Jones 1991, 
Pickett and Alder 1997). The Hornsby Plateau is a broad, dissected elevated plateau of Hawkesbury Sandstone capped 
in places by shales of the Wiannamatta Group. Ingleside is located immediately west of the Warriewood escarpment, 
forming the edge of the Hornsby Plateau which drops down to the low undulating Erina Hills ƻŦ {ȅŘƴŜȅΩǎ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ 
Beaches. The tide-dominated drowned valley estuary of Pittwater is located approximately 700m north east of the 
northern Ingleside Precinct boundary, with the McCarrs Creek tributary inlet approximately 300m to the north west.  
 
Underlying geology of the Ingleside Precinct is dominated by Hawkesbury Sandstone (Rh), a mostly medium to coarse 
grained lithic sandstone with minor shale and laminate lenses (Figure 9). To the east of Ingleside Precinct, the hills of 
the Northern Beaches consist of interbedded laminate, shale and quartz of the older Garie Formation of the 
Narrabeen Group (Rnn). Occasional deposits of Hawkesbury Sandstone exist along elevated ridgelines, while 
Quaternary alluvial and estuarine sediments of silty to peaty quartz sand, silt and clay (Qha) underlie areas of lower 
elevation. Man-made fill (mf) is also present in areas close to the foreshore. 
 
Topography within the local area is varied, consisting of broad convex ridgetops, relatively flat elevated plateaux and 
moderate to steep sideslopes above narrow convex valleys containing minor order drainage lines. Broader hanging 
valleys with lower gradient slopes also abut the main ridgeline and spurs. The Ingleside Precinct study area generally 
includes ridgetops, plateaux and upper slopes, as well as an area of sideslope and creek valley around Mullet Creek 
between Mona Vale Road and Powderworks Road. Ridgelines tend to run north-south or to the north east. The main 
ridgeline (followed in the south west by Mona Vale Road, then Lane Cove Road and Walter Road) forms the watershed 
between the McCarrs Creek catchment to the north (including Cicada Glen Creek and Wirreanda Creek), the Deep 
Creek catchment in Garigal National Park south west of Mona Vale Road and the Narrabeen Lakes catchment 
(including Mullet Creek and the headwaters of Narrabeen Creek). 
 
A number of soil landscapes exist in the study area as a result of the many geomorphological processes acting on the 
underlying topography and geology (Figure 10). The high points of the study area are generally characterised by the 
shallow erosional Lambert soil landscape, typical of the convex ridges and coastal headlands of the Hornsby Plateau 
(Chapman and Murphy 1989). Lambert soils are prone to severe erosion, with rock outcrop approaching 50%. A small 
amount of the deeper Gymea soils (also erosional) are present in the northern portion of the Ingleside Precinct, where 
gradient is less steep. Localised rock outcrop and low broken scarps are common. 
 
Adjacent to the ridgetops, residual Somersby soils are present on the low rises and low gradient surfaces of the deeply 
weathered sandstone plateaux. Rock outcrop is generally absent and soils are moderately deep to deep with laterite 
gravels. These soils are associated with areas of relatively gentle topography. Where gradient is increased, colluvially 
derived Hawkesbury soils are present on the steeper portions of upper slopes and sideslopes of the many ridgelines. 
This shallow soil type consists of loose, coarse quartz sand and sandy clay loam subject to severe sheet erosion, gully 
erosion, mass movement and rock falls. Rock outcropping of underlying sandstone is above 50%. Rocky horizontal 
benches, broken scarps and boulders are common on sideslopes. 
 
The fluvial Oxford Falls soil landscape is present within the elevated hanging valleys of the study area. Localised areas 
of rock outcrop on broad benches and broken scarps are common on the gentle slopes above the wide valley floors. 
Soils are moderately deep to deep deposits of loose loamy and clayey sands. Soils are generally stable where 
vegetative cover has been maintained. Hanging valleys containing this soil type are often poorly drained and swampy. 
 
The presence and survivability of archaeological objects in the study area is closely tied to topography and soil 
landscape. While archaeological objects can be found anywhere, open artefact scatters and isolated finds in open 
landscape contexts are unlikely to have been conserved in situ due to erosion and soil movement. Surface rock 
outcropping allows for the creation of rock engravings, while benched outcropping on sideslopes and resulting 
sandstone overhang is conducive to the formation of rockshelters. Artefactual deposit is likely to survive almost 
exclusively in the closed environmental context of rockshelters, where material may accumulate and remain relatively 
undisturbed.  
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Figure 9.  Geology of Ingleside Precinct and surrounds 
 

 
Figure 10.  Soil landscapes of Ingleside Precinct and surrounds 


















































































































