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Executive Summary  

Introduction 

In June 2022, Heritage Insight was commissioned by the Victorian Planning Authority (VPA) to undertake 

a Historical Heritage Assessment (HHA) for the Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor – an approximately 

100m wide curtilage of land located west of Bruce’s Creek – located directly adjacent to the ‘Bannockburn 

South East PSP’ area. As per the project scope, the HHA has been commissioned in order to identify 

historic (non-Aboriginal) cultural heritage sites/places located within the Bruce’s Creek (west) Access 

Corridor, and will be used to inform master planning of the creek corridor, including the location of future 

roads and bridge crossings. 

 

The Study Area 

The study area encompasses ~40.6 ha of land within the Parish of Murgheboluc and the locality of 

Bannockburn, and is currently bounded: to the east by Bruce’s [Bruce] Creek; to the west by rural farmland; 

to the north by a residential development; and to the south by the Gheringhap railway and rail reserve. 

Cadastral details for the study area are provided in Table 1. Its location is illustrated in Map 1 and Map 2. 

 

Scope of Works 

As per the project scope, the main purpose of this commissioned assessment is to: identify and record 

historic heritage sites within the study area; and determine the implications that any previously unidentified 

historic (non-aboriginal) sites/places have for the future development or use of the Bruce’s Creek (west) 

Access Corridor. Project objectives are detailed below: 

 

Undertake an assessment of historic places/sites within the study area in order to determine: 

• The occupation history of the place, in particular as it pertains to landform modification and built 

heritage;  

• The location and condition of any extant historic structures; 

• The location and nature of any areas of archaeological potential; and  

• The current heritage values and significance of identified heritage places or archaeological sites. 

 

Develop recommendations for future management of identified heritage sites that address: 

• Protection of the heritage values of all identified sites; 

• The proposed future use of heritage sites and structures; and  

• The need for additional research or investigations. 

 

Previously Identified Heritage Sites 

A search of historic (non-Aboriginal) site registries showed that: there is currently one previously identified 

Victorian Heritage Inventory (VHI) site located within the study area: Bruce’s Creek Pastoral Outstation 

(H7721-0541) (see Table 3; Map 3). 

 

Historic Background 

Background research undertaken as part of the desktop component of this project included: 
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• Research into the historic landforms and geomorphology of the study area in order to interpret 

extant landforms and understand the degree to which European occupation has altered the 

landscape; and 

• Research into the occupation history of the study area – by accessing primary sources pertaining to 

land ownership, land occupation and built structures – to augment the known history of the study 

area as detailed in pervious heritage studies (including the Bannockburn South East PSP: Historic 

Heritage Assessment; see Dolling and Crotty, 2021). 

 

The results of the background research were used to prepare a history that is focused on the occupation 

and land-use history specific to the study area. The land-use history presented in this report references and 

builds upon historic research undertaken during the preparation of a Historic Heritage Assessment (HHA) 

for the Bannockburn South East PSP area (Dolling and Crotty, 2021).  

 

Identified Historic Heritage Places, Sites and Features 

As a result of desktop research (Section 5.0 to Section 8.0) and field survey (Section 9.0) one (1) previously 

unidentified archaeological site – Survey Area A: ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ – was identified. On the 

basis of the established assessment criteria (Section 10.0), this site was assessed as meeting the threshold for 

inclusion on the Victorian Heritage Inventory (Section 11.0).  

 

In compliance with Section 127 of the Heritage Act 2017, an archaeological site card (x1) was submitted to 

Heritage Victoria on September 01, 2022, nominating the identified site to the Heritage Inventory. Based 

on the assumption that the pending nomination of ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ is approved by Heritage 

Victoria, the site will be listed on the Victorian Heritage Inventory. 

 

Management Recommendations 

As a result of this assessment, management recommendations have been developed for the Bruce’s Creek 

(west) Access Corridor – as detailed in Section 12.0 and listed below: 

 

Recommendation One: Masterplan Design – Location of Future Roadways 

 

Recommendation Two: Preservation/Protection of Bruce’s Creek as an Historic Landscape of Local 

Interest 

 

Recommendation Three: Protection of Mature Native Tree OGN-1 

 

Recommendation Four: Consideration of Heritage Overlay Listing – Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House 

 

Recommendation Five: Protection of Unidentified Historic Archaeological Site/s associated with the 

Gheringhap-Moorona Railway Line 

 

Management Condition 

A management condition relating to the statutory protection of Victorian Heritage Inventory sites (located 

within the study area) under the Heritage Act 2017 has been developed – as detailed in Section 13.0 and listed 

below: 

 

Condition One: Statutory Protection of Heritage Inventory Sites – within the Study Area  
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Part One: Introduction 

1.0 Project Team – Heritage Insight Pty Ltd 

Heritage Advisor/Project Manager 

The heritage advisors who conducted this assessment are Wendy Dolling (Senior Historical Archaeologist, 

Heritage Insight P/L) and David Crotty (Historical Archaeologist, Heritage Insight P/L). Wendy holds a 

BA (Hons) (Archaeology) from Monash University (2001) and a Masters of Cultural Heritage Management 

from Deakin University (2006). David Crotty holds a B. Arch. (Hons) from La Trobe University (2017). 

Additional Team Members 

Andrew Morris (Executive Archaeologist; BA (Hons) (Archaeology)) – field survey. 

Thomas Fallon (Technical Archaeologist; B.Arch (Hons)) – background research. 

Lana Tranter-Edwards (Technical Archaeologist; B.Arch (Hons)) – GIS mapping. 

 

2.0 Project Background 

2.1 Commissioning 

In June 2022, Heritage Insight was commissioned by the Victorian Planning Authority (VPA) to undertake 

a Historical Heritage Assessment (HHA) for the Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor – an approximately 

100m wide curtilage of land located west of Bruce’s Creek – that is directly adjacent to the ‘Bannockburn 

South East PSP’ area (i.e., the ‘Study Area’; see Map 1). The commissioned assessment expands on the 2021 

HHA conducted for the ‘Bannockburn South East PSP’. The 2021 assessment noted the high potential for 

historic (non-Aboriginal) archaeological sites to be located in proximity to Bruce’s Creek and recommended 

that consideration be given to undertaking a historical survey of the west bank of Bruce’s Creek prior to any 

development of the PSP area (Dolling and Crotty, 2021, p. 132). In line with that recommendation, the 

present HHA has been commissioned in order to identify historic (non-Aboriginal) cultural heritage located 

within the Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor, and will be used to inform master planning of the creek 

corridor, including the location of a future roads and bridge crossing/s. 

 

2.2 Proposed Development 

As per the project brief, the VPA are investigating options for the future use and development of land 

within the creek corridor, including the location of potential roads and river crossing/s (bridge/s) linking 

land east and west of Bruce’s Creek. 

 

2.3 Potential Heritage Impact of the Proposed Development 

The future development of land within Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor (i.e., the ‘Study Area’) has the 

potential to impact (e.g., damage or destroy) historic heritage within the study area, including: extant built 

structures, historic plantings, landform modifications, and archaeological features and deposits. Works 

activities associated with any future development likely to impact extant historic heritage include: 

construction of roads, footpaths and streetscapes; installation of services; and landscaping of public spaces. 
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3.0 The Study Area 

3.1 Location 

The study area encompasses ~40.6 ha of land within the Parish of Murgheboluc and the locality of 

Bannockburn, and is currently bounded: to the east by Bruce’s [Bruce] Creek; to the west by rural farmland; 

to the north by a residential development; and to the south by the Gheringhap railway and rail reserve. 

Cadastral details for the study area are provided in Table 1. The location of the study area is illustrated in 

Map 1 and Map 2. 

 

Note: The creek forming the eastern boundary of the study area is historically recorded as ‘Bruce’s Creek’ and more 

recently as ‘Bruce Creek’. For the purposes of this assessment the name ‘Bruce’s Creek’ has been used in the 

discussion of the sites history and identified historic sites as this name more accurately reflects the historic name 

for the waterway used by nineteenth and early-twentieth century occupants of the land. Maps showing the location 

and current conditions in the activity area use the waterway’s current name ‘Bruce Creek’. 

 

Table 1: Cadastral details for the Study Area 

Address: 25 Ormond Street, Bannockburn, 3331 (part) 

Crown Description Allot. 10, Sec. 22B, Township Of South Bannockburn 

Standard Parcel Identifier (SPI): 10~22B\PP5723 

Parish: Murgheboluc 

Council Property Number: 16300020 

Address: Levy Road, Bannockburn, 3331 (part) 

Lot and plan no.: Lot 1 TP134465 

Standard Parcel Identifier (SPI): 1\TP134465 

Parish: Murgheboluc 

Council Property Number: 91000810 (Part) 

Address: Harvey Road, Bannockburn, 3331 (part) 

Lot and plan no.: Lot 2 TP96373 

Standard Parcel Identifier (SPI): 2\TP96373 

Parish: Murgheboluc 

Council Property Number: 13300101 (Part) 

Address: Harvey Road, Bannockburn, 3331 (part) 

Lot and plan no.: Lot 17 LP6088 

Standard Parcel Identifier (SPI): 17\LP6088 

Parish: Murgheboluc 

Council Property Number: 13300101 (Part) 

 

 

3.2 Current Conditions  

Recent aerial imagery indicates that much of the study area currently comprises open grass and scrubland 

along the Bruce’s Creek floodplain and escarpment (Map 2). Portions of the study area form part of active 

farming properties, including areas of grazing land and ploughed/cropped paddocks.  
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Map 1: Location of the Current Study Area and Bannockburn East PSP area 
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Map 2: Location and Current Conditions within the Study Area 

Note: Composite aerial image dated 14/04/2022 (north) and 15/01/2010 (south) (adapted from Nearmap, 2022). 
Recent aerial imagery of the southern portion of the study area south is not currently available. Within the study area 

– Bruce’s Creek and escarpment; agricultural land. 
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4.0 Scope of Works 

4.1 Purpose 

As per the project scope, the main purpose of this commissioned assessment is to: identify and record 

historic heritage sites within the study area; and determine the implications that any previously unidentified 

historic (non-aboriginal) sites/places have for the future development or use of the Bruce’s Creek (west) 

Access Corridor. 

 

4.2 Objectives 

Project objectives are detailed below: 

Undertake an assessment of historic places/sites within the study area in order to determine: 

• The occupation history of the place, in particular as it pertains to landform modification and built 

heritage;  

• The location and condition of any extant historic structures; 

• The location and nature of any areas of archaeological potential; and  

• The current heritage values and significance of identified heritage places or archaeological sites. 

 

Develop recommendations for future management of identified heritage sites that address: 

• Protection of the heritage values of all identified sites; 

• The proposed future use of heritage sites and structures; and  

• The need for additional research or investigations. 

 

4.3 Limitations 

The following limitations to the project scope and resultant HHA should be noted: 
 

• As per the project scope, this project is limited to an assessment of historical (non-Aboriginal) 

heritage within the study area; however, it should be noted that the study area likely encompasses 

Aboriginal cultural heritage sites and/or has Aboriginal cultural heritage value.  

• The report draws on pre-existing historic assessments of the places identified. While the report aims 

to augment the known history of the site by drawing on the most recent publications and primary 

sources such as historic maps and written accounts, a detailed social history of individual land 

occupants is beyond the scope of this assessment.  
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Part Two: Desktop Assessment – Background Research 

5.0 Previously Identified Heritage Sites 

5.1 Methodology  

Background research undertaken as part of the assessment phase of the project included: 

• The identification of any previously recorded cultural heritage sites within and/or in the vicinity of 

the study area, by accessing relevant heritage registers and databases; and  

• A review of previous heritage studies and archaeological investigations within or in the immediate 

vicinity of the study area. 

 

5.2 Listed Heritage Sites – within the Study Area 

A search of historic (non-Aboriginal) site registries (as detailed in Table 2) was carried out on July 4, 2022. 

The search showed that there is currently one Victorian Heritage Inventory (VHI) site located within the 

study area: Bruce’s Creek Pastoral Outstation (H7721-0541) (Table 3; Map 3). 

 

Note: As a result of this assessment one part of the study area – Area A (Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House) – 

was assessed as having more than a ‘low level of archaeological significance’ and, as such meet the threshold 

for inclusion in the VHI. In compliance with Section 127 of the Heritage Act 2017, an archaeological site card (x1) 

was submitted to Heritage Victoria on September 01, 2022, nominating the identified site to the Heritage Inventory. 

Details of the site are provided in Section 9.0 and Section 11.0. 

 

Table 2: Historic Registries 

Register/List Source 

Victorian Heritage Register (VHR) Victorian Heritage Database (DELWP, 2022b); GeoVic3 

(DJPR, 2022b) 

Victorian Heritage Inventory (VHI) “ 

Heritage Overlay – Golden Plains (HO) Planning Schemes Online: Golden Plains (DELWP, 2022a)  

National Trust of Australia (Victoria) (NT) Victorian Heritage Database (DELWP, 2022b) 

National Heritage List (NHL) Australian Heritage Database (DEE, 2022) 

Commonwealth Heritage List (CHL) “ 

Register of the National Estate 

(non-statutory archive) (RNE) 

“ 

World Heritage List (WHL) UNESCO World Heritage Centre (2022) 

 

Table 3: Listed historic sites within the study area 

Listing Site no. Site Name Site Type Significance 

VHI H7721-0541 Bruce’s Creek 

Pastoral Outstation 

archaeological 
site 

Local Significance 

Archaeological: Potential to contain 
archaeological features and deposits 
associated with the early occupation of land 
in the vicinity of Bruce’s Creek as part of a 
large pastoral run dating c.1840 to 1858. 

Sources: DELWP, 2022b. Abbreviations: VHI = Victorian Heritage Inventory. 
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5.3 Listed Heritage Sites – in the vicinity of the Study Area 

In order to formulate prediction models for the presence of unidentified historical sites within the study 

area, a historic thematic region was developed for the purposes of this assessment (Map 3). The developed 

thematic region approximates the extent of nineteenth century land holdings that encompassed the current 

study area, and the broader Bannockburn South East PSP area (see Section 7.0 for details). It includes the 

township of Bannockburn and early access routes to nearby pastoral stations, both of which are directly 

associated with the history of the study area. This thematic region includes all registered sites located within 

1km of the study area. In summary: 

• There are eight listed/registered historic heritage sites/places and one historic precinct within the 

broader thematic region. The majority of these places/sites are located north of the study area 

(Table 4; Map 3). 

• While none of the sites will be directly impacted by the development of the PSP area, their presence 

and relatively close proximity to the study area should be noted as they include a variety of site 

types that illustrate the history of the local area.  

• Of the registered sites, four are clustered along Bruce’s Creek and are listed on the Victorian 

Heritage Inventory (VHI) as archaeological sites (Table 4; Map 3). These four sites are all historically 

associated with the nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries occupation of the region for farming 

purposes, and are of particular relevance to the study area as the historic occupants of this land 

(e.g., James Bruce and James Bell) concurrently owned or occupied the study area.  

• One site – the Bannockburn Railway Station (H1560) – is listed on the Victorian Heritage Register 

(VHR) and the Heritage Overlay (Golden Plains Planning Scheme; HO-GPPS; DELWP, 2022a). 

It holds historical significance due to its association with the development of rail infrastructure and 

the township of Bannockburn, in addition to its architectural significance. The two remaining sites 

are listed on the Heritage Overlay (HO-GPPS) and include a c.1850s lockup (HO18) within the 

township of Bannockburn, and a dwelling/former inn (HO46) located at an historic crossing point 

over Bruce’s Creek (Table 4; Map 3). 

• A Historic Precinct (HO93) is also located to the north of the study area, within Bannockburn 

township. This precinct incorporates residential, civic and religious buildings associated with the 

early history of the township (Table 4; Map 3). 
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Table 4: Registered/Listed Historic Heritage Sites in the vicinity of the Study Area – Historic Thematic Region 

Listing Site no. Site Name Site Type Significance 

VHI H7721-0233 Bruce’s Creek 

Stone Hut 

Archaeological: Residential 
(domestic) & Farming 

Scientific/Archaeological: Comprises a variety of extant structural features exhibiting the domestic 
and pastoral use of the location; likely to contain in situ archaeological features and deposits dating 
from the nineteenth to early-twentieth centuries 
 
Social: Associated with the early pastoral settlement of the area 

VHI H7721-0234 Bruce’s Creek 

House Site 

Archaeological: Residential 
(domestic) & Farming 

Scientific/Archaeological: Comprises a variety of extant structural features exhibiting the domestic 
and pastoral use of the location; likely to contain in situ archaeological features and deposits dating 
from the nineteenth to early-twentieth centuries 

VHI H7721-0235 Bruce’s Creek 

Sheep Wash 

Archaeological: Farming Scientific/Archaeological: The site demonstrates early farming practices and built structures used 
during the development of pastoral activities in the area. 

VHI H7721-0236 Bruce’s Creek 

Rural Site 

Archaeological: Residential 
(domestic) & Farming 

Scientific/Archaeological: Comprises a variety of extant structural features exhibiting the domestic 
and pastoral use of the location; likely to contain in situ archaeological features and deposits dating 
from the nineteenth to early-twentieth centuries 
 
Social: Illustrates the area’s early pastoral development 

VHR 
HO 
HO 
NT 

H1560 
HO2 
HO3 
B2353 

Bannockburn 

Railway Station 

Built Heritage: Transport 
Infrastructure 

Historical: Complex has the potential to yield information on the changing nature of rail 
infrastructure and public transport in Victoria and Ballarat, and Geelong’s importance as a rural 
city. 
 
Architectural: Important contributor to the architectural design of the Geelong-Ballarat line. 
Notable example of a stylistically similar group of station buildings, similar to the design popular 
in England during the 1840s and 1850s  

HO 
NT 

HO18 
B2171 

Lock-up Built Heritage: Law 
Enforcement 

Historical: Example of a local ‘lock-up’ established during the late 1850s; associated with law 
enforcement 
 
Architectural: Representative of buildings of this type.  

HO 
NT 

HO46 
B1530 

Rosemond 

(Former 

Somerset Inn) 

Built Heritage: Residential 
and Commercial 

Historical: Residential and former commercial structure associated with the development of 
Bannockburn township and establishment of roadways serviced by local hotels during the 
nineteenth century. 
 
Social: Example of a an extant/intact local inn dating to early in the local area’s development. 
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Table 4: Registered/Listed Historic Heritage Sites in the vicinity of the Study Area – Historic Thematic Region 

Listing Site no. Site Name Site Type Significance 

HO HO95 Bannockburn 

Heritage 

Precinct 

Historic Precinct Historical: The ‘Bannockburn Heritage Precinct’ is of historic significance as a township dating 
from the 1860s and as an important commercial centre servicing trade generated from the railway 
and surrounding pastoral properties 
 
Architectural: Due to its range of commercial, residential and public buildings dating from the 
nineteenth century, the most important being the Bannockburn Shire Hall and the surviving shops 
and hotels located on either side of High Street. 
 
Social: As the focus for community life, education and recreation, and as an administrative centre 
of the former Bannockburn Shire and the current Golden Plains Shire. 

Sources: DELWP, 2022a, 2022b & 2022c. 
 

Abbreviations: VHI – Victorian Heritage Inventory, VHR – Victorian Heritage Register; HO – Heritage Overlay (Golden Plains Planning Scheme), National Trust – NT. 
 

Note: Site significance as detailed in this table is based on registration records for each site and has not been re-assessed as part of this desktop study. Such an assessment is beyond 
the current project scope. 
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 Map 3: Location of Registered/Listed historic places within the Thematic Region 

Note: Within the study area – VHI site H7721-0541 (Bruce’s Creek Pastoral Outstation). Proximity of registered 

historic places/sites north of the study area and concentration of historical archaeological sites in the vicinity of 

Bruce’s Creek. 
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6.0 Previous Heritage Studies 

There have been a number of historical heritage studies undertaken of the broader region, most notably: 

 

• Golden Plains Heritage Study – Stage One (Huddle P/L, 2003) 

• Golden Plains Heritage Study – Stage Two (Heritage Matters P/L, 2009) 

• Geelong region historic buildings and objects study (Willingham, 1986) 

• Historical Heritage Assessment: Bannockburn South East PSP (Dolling and Crotty, 2021) 

 

The Golden Plains Heritage Studies (Stage One and Two) provide a thematic history of the region – 

encompassing the study area – and has been used during this assessment as background documents to 

provide a framework in which the history of the study area can be considered. A review of these studies, 

and other relevant reports accessible via desktop research, indicates that the study area has not previously 

been subject to a specific heritage study or to historical archaeological investigations. 

 

The present assessment expands on a 2021 HHA conducted for the ‘Bannockburn South East PSP’ (Dolling 

and Crotty, 2021). The background historic research undertaken as part of the 2021 assessment are directly 

relevant to the present report and has been used during this assessment as appropriate. 

 

A desktop review of available reports indicates that there have been several smaller scale heritage 

assessments – all of which were archaeological surveys – undertaken of land in the vicinity (north) of the 

study area. Studies relevant to this assessment are summarised in Table 5. It is of particular note that the 

majority of historical archaeological sites identified during these studies are located in the immediate vicinity 

of Bruce’s Creek. Predictively, this increases the possibility that unidentified historical archaeological sites 

are preserved within the study area along or in the vicinity of Bruce’s Creek. 

 

Note: Within the timeframes available for technical heritage reporting, it is not possible to carry out comprehensive 

research of all published or unpublished reports. In addition, as Heritage Victoria do not currently have an on-line 

database of recently completed and ongoing assessments, it is possible that additional historical heritage assessments 

have been carried out within or in the immediate vicinity of the study area. 
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Table 5: Previous Archaeological Surveys relevant to/in the vicinity of the Study Area 

Heritage Study  
Location in relation to 
to the Study Area 

Relevant Results 

An Archaeological Survey of 

Bruce’s Creek Bannockburn 

(TerraCulture P/L, 2003) 

Land between McPhillips 
Road and Shelford Road; east 
of Bruce’s Creek – located 
north of the study area 

Study type: archaeological survey 

Previously unidentified (significant) historic heritage sites/places:  

- dry stone walls  

Areas of historical archaeological potential identified: nil 

Relevant Recommendations (Historic heritage): no requirement for further investigation; should the identified 
dry stone walls be removed additional recording should be undertaken 

Aboriginal heritage sites identified: Yes 

An Archaeological Survey of 

Bruce’s Creek Bannockburn 

(TerraCulture P/L, 2004) 

Land between McPhillips 
Road and Shelford Road; 
west of Bruce’s Creek – 
located north of the study 
area 

Study type: archaeological survey 

Previously unidentified (significant) historic heritage sites/places:  

- H7721-0233 (Bruce’s Creek Stone Hut) 

- H7721-0233 (Bruce’s Creek House Site) 

- H7721-0235 (Bruce’s Creek Sheep Wash) 

- H7721-0236 (Bruce’s Creek Rural Site) 

Areas of historical archaeological potential identified: nil 

Relevant Recommendations (Historic heritage): no requirement for further investigation; protection of 
historic heritage and Consent requirements 

Aboriginal heritage sites identified: Yes 

An Archaeological Survey at 

Bruce Street Bannockburn 

(TerraCulture P/L, 2007) 

Bruce Street, Bannockburn – 
located north of the study 
area 

Study type: archaeological survey 

Previously unidentified (significant) historic heritage sites/places: nil 

Areas of historical archaeological potential identified: nil 

Relevant Recommendations (Historic heritage): ‘The investigation of the historical archaeology on the Bruce 
Street subject land should be extended to the proposed open space along the creek and to the creek itself’ 
(TerraCulture 2007, p.27). 

Aboriginal heritage sites identified: Yes 
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7.0 Historic Background 

7.1 Methodology  

Background research undertaken as part of the desktop component of this project included: 

• Research into the historic landforms and geomorphology of the study area in order to interpret 

extant landforms and understand the degree to which European occupation has altered the 

landscape; and 

• Research into the occupation history of the study area – by accessing primary sources pertaining to 

land ownership, land occupation and built structures – to augment the known history of the study 

area as detailed in pervious heritage studies (including the Bannockburn South East PSP: Historic 

Heritage Assessment; see Dolling and Crotty, 2021). 

 

The results of the background research were used to prepare a history that is focused on the occupation 

and land use history specific to the study area. The land-use history presented in this report references and 

builds upon historic research undertaken during the preparation of a Historic Heritage Assessment (HHA) 

for the Bannockburn South East PSP area (see Dolling and Crotty, 2021).  

 

7.2 Historic Themes 

The history of the study area is presented within the Victorian ‘Framework of Historical Themes’ (Heritage 

Council of Victoria, 2010), with a particular focus on themes that have been identified as key to the local 

area by the Golden Plains Heritage Study (Heritage Matters P/L, 2009). A thematic approach ensures that 

the history focuses on key historical and cultural processes with the aim of identifying human activities that 

have shaped our environment, and that it provides a historic context for identified heritage places within 

the study area. A thematic history contributes to an understanding of heritage significance (Heritage Council 

of Victoria, 2010, pp. 3–5).  

 

Historic themes identified as key to Golden Plains Shire (Heritage Matters P/L, 2009), and of particular 

relevance to the study area, and comparable historic themes within the Victorian ‘Framework of Historical 

Themes’ (VFHT) are detailed below: 

 

Early Settlement  

- Exploration and Early Settlement 

- Altering the Natural Environment 

Comparable Theme (VFHT): Peopling Victoria’s places and landscapes 

 

Developing the Local Economy  

- The land and legal system in Australia 

- Laying out boundaries 

- Developing Primary Production – pastoral stations and farming 

Comparable Theme (VFHT): Transforming and managing land and natural resources 

 

Linking Communities 

- Railways 
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Comparable Theme (VFHT): Connecting Victorians by transport and communications & Building towns. 

 

In addition to a thematic history of the study area, the chronological history of the ownership and 

occupation of land within the study area is detailed in a series of tables (Table 6 to Table 12). 

 

7.3 Early Settlement – Altering the Natural Environment 

7.3.1 Landforms and Geomorphology 

Geological mapping reveals that the western portion of the study area incorporates a geographic unit of 

black rock sandstone (west) (Nbb) that dates from the Pliocene to Miocene era. Along Bruce’s Creek – the 

eastern portion of the study area − an earlier geological deposit of marl (Gellibrand Marl, Ntg) is evident 

(DJPR, 2022b). Immediately to the east of the study area the Newer Volcanic Group geographic unit is 

located, which is a later geographic unit that overlies black rock sandstone, and consists of basalt from lava 

flows resulting in visible basalt outcrops commonly called ‘stony rises’ and deposits of sub-surface basalt 

(DJPR, 2022a & 2022b; GAASC, 2022). 

 

The Study Area 

Historically, agricultural activity has both transformed and utilised geological features within the study area, 

and in the geographic region more broadly. The alluvial soils found within proximity to Bruce’s Creek 

naturally attracted the early European settlers with productive soils and access to water. Repeated ploughing 

and grazing activity have likely transformed the western portion of the study area, with the removal of trees 

and levelling of fields influencing subtle landscape changes. The presence of surface or near surface basalt 

to the immediate east of the study area would have provided a ready resource for the construction of 

buildings and dry stone walls (Dingle, 1984, pp. 80–81; Pickard, 2007, pp. 144-149).  

 

7.3.2 Native Vegetation – Utilisation and Land Clearance Activities 

The Study Area 

The pre-1750 Ecological Vegetation Community (EVC) present within the study area has been identified 

as EVC 55 (Plains Grassy Woodland); and EVC 68 (Creekline Grassy Woodlands) (DEPI, 2022; DJPR 

2022b). Historically, agricultural activity utilised existing native vegetation, and altered the distribution of 

vegetation species. Historic maps of the 1850s describe the northern portion of the study area as comprising 

‘good light soil’ timbered with ‘She-Oak’ (Casuarina) and as being ‘well grassed’ (Figure 8). The southern 

portion of the study area is described as ‘forest country with good soil’ – forest species identified include 

Mimosa and Casuarina (Figure 7). 

 

Modern EVC mapping and recent historical images show the study area has been largely cleared of original 

native trees during modification of the land for agricultural purposes – predominantly grazing historically, 

but more recently cultivation (DEPI, 2022; DJPR, 2022b; Map 2). 

 

7.4 Early Settlement – Exploration  

In 1802, Matthew Flinders undertook the first detailed survey of Port Phillip Bay creating a detailed map of 

the Victorian coastline; however, regions beyond the immediate shoreline remained essentially unexplored 

(Flinders, 1814; Harcourt, 2001, pp.11–15). Lands to the west of present day Melbourne were first explored 

by Europeans in 1824, when Hamilton Hume and William Hovell travelled from New South Wales to Port 

Phillip via a route that took them through regions north and west of present day Melbourne (Harcourt, 

2001, pp.16–19). 
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The Study Area 

Hume’s sketch of their exploration route – and his journal entries – indicate that the party crossed the 

Werribee River on their outward and return journey and likely travelled as far west as present-day Lara, 

where they record viewing Geelong harbour from a distance (Hume, 1825). Although Hume and Hovell 

did not travel as far west as the study area, their accounts of fertile grazing land to the west of Port Phillip 

Bay, published in Sydney and Hobart newspapers of the time, fuelled the interests of pastoralists looking 

for good grazing lands in the developing colony of Port Phillip (Harcourt, 2001, pp. 17–19; The Sydney Herald, 

04 Jun. 1831). 

 

7.5 Developing the Local Economy 

7.5.1 Promoting Settlement – The Port Phillip Association  

In 1835, John Batman travelled to Victoria from Tasmania on behalf of the ‘Port Phillip Association’ – a 

group of Tasmanian pastoralists who were in search of good grazing land. Batman signed two so-called 

‘treaties’ with Aboriginal leaders to acquire ‘ownership’ of vast quantities of land, including: 500,000 acres 

covering much of Victoria, and 100,000 acres in the vicinity of present-day Geelong. Batman and John 

Helder Wedge – surveyor and member of the association – went on to create a map of the district dividing 

the 600,000 acres into individual Sections allocated to members of the association (Harcourt, 2001, pp.73–

75; Figure 1; Wedge, 1835). The Port Phillip Association’s ‘ownership’ was considered illegal by the British 

Government and was quickly declared void by Governor Bourke. Despite Government opposition, 

members of the association established pastoral properties within their allocated sections, grazing sheep 

and/or cattle during the 1830s and early 1840s (Kenyon, 1937, p. 108; Harcourt, 2001, pp. 102–113). 

 

The Study Area 

The study area is located outside the boundary of the Port Phillip Association’s lands as mapped by John 

Helder Wedge in 1835. However, several of the association members, including Swanston, Learmonth and 

Mercer, established pastoral stations along the Moorabool and Barwon rivers west of the Port Phillip 

Association’s lands, and went on to purchase large tracts of lands in the Bannockburn region during a 

government land sales of 1839 (Harcourt, 2001, pp. 208-209; Kenyon, 1937; Figure 2 and Figure 3. Though 

not including the study area, these early land purchases heralded the interest of Tasmanian pastoralists in 

the region.
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Figure 1: ‘Victoria No. 1 Port Phillip’ (Commonwealth Copying Co., [c.1836] 1935) – detail view 

Note: Reproduction of an 1836 plan. 
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7.5.2 Laying out Boundaries & Developing Primary Production 

In 1836, in order to regulate the rapidly expanding squatting occupation, the Crown passed the Crown Lands 

Unauthorised Occupation Act. This act allowed squatters to legally occupy un-surveyed land as pastoral runs for 

which they paid an annual occupation licence (Spreadborough and Anderson, 1983, p. xii). 

 

The earliest squatters to establish themselves in regions to the north and west of Geelong included: Dr 

Alexander Thomson, who settled on the Barwon River in 1836 at Buckley Falls; John Anthony Cowie and 

David Stead, who established ‘Bunjeeltap Station’ on the Barwon River in 1836; and the Von Steiglitz 

brothers on the Moorabool River (Billis and Kenyon, 1932, pp. 130; Bride, 1899; Figure 2). In a letter to 

Governor La Trobe, Alexander Thomson, confirms that only a small number of squatters occupied lands 

in the vicinity of the Barwon and Moorabool Rivers prior to 1838 (Alexander Thomson, March 20, 1854, 

cited in Bride 1899, p. 251). However, the open basalt plains, largely devoid of thick tree cover, native 

grasses suitable for grazing, and reliable water sources, made the Barwon and Moorabool River floodplains 

highly favourable to settlers. By the end of 1838 there had been an influx of squatters to the region, and a 

plan dating to that year marks the approximate location of established squatting runs (Billis and Kenyon, 

1930 & 1932; Figure 2). 

 

Many of these early pastoralists, including George Russell, his second wife Euphemia Leslie (nee Carstairs), 

and the Learmonth brothers (Thomas, John and Sommerville) – all of whom have strong historic 

associations with the development of Bannockburn region – were Scottish Presbyterians who had 

immigrated to Tasmania before re-locating to Port Phillip (Brown, 1967a & 1967b; Heritage Matters P/L, 

2009). 

 

7.5.3 Modifying the Landscape – Altering the Natural Environment  

The pastoral settlers of the 1830s and 1840s modified the landscape in a variety of ways, including: clearing 

vegetation to create open pastures; construction of ‘home stations’ occupied by the run holder or by an 

appointed manager; construction of pastoral outstations – dwellings remote from the ‘home station’ that 

were occupied to allow the management of stock; and enclosure of areas of land by fencing. During this 

period fencing was generally limited to paddocks in the vicinity of home stations and/or outstations for the 

purposes of temporarily holding stock or as horse paddocks (Dingle, 1984, pp.28-29; Pickard, 2007, p.145). 

 

Prior to 1847, a lack of secure land tenure meant that early European settlers were reluctant to expend 

significant capital on land improvements, and as a result many early dwellings were relatively simple 

structures (Dingle, 1984, pp. 80–81; Pickard, 2007, pp. 144-149). Building materials were primarily sourced 

from locally available natural resources, so that in areas where stone could be sourced with minimal 

quarrying it was commonly used for the construction of dwellings and fencing (Connah, 1993, p.66). As 

such, the local geology of the region had a significant influence on the nature of early-nineteenth century 

structures in the vicinity of the study area.  

 

The Study Area 

Several large pastoral stations were established in the vicinity of the study area during the late 1830s; most 

notably, the ‘Golf Hill’ run established by George Russell on behalf of the Clyde Company in c.1838 and 

originally encompassing ~72,700 acres (Billis and Kenyon, 1930 & 1932; Brown, 1967a; Figure 2 and Figure 

3). Although the exact early boundaries of the ‘Golf Hill’ run remain uncertain, it should be noted that an 

1837 map of the region marks the location of established ‘home stations’ – all of which are located outside 

the study area (Figure 2). It is however possible that the study area was used for grazing purposes by the 
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Clyde Company/George Russell and adjacent run holders, and that pastoral outstations were established in 

the vicinity of Bruce’s Creek during this period (Spreadborough and Anderson, 1983). 

 

Primary and secondary source materials indicate that James Bruce – likely a Scottish immigrant – had 

established a pastoral station on Salt Water Creek (now Bruce’s Creek) by c.1840, covering an area of ~11 

square miles; and that he continued to occupy the run until c.1849 (Billis and Kenyon, 1932, p. 26; e.g., 

Geelong Advertiser & Squatters Advocate, Dec. 23, 1846, p. 1; Table 6; Figure 5 and Figure 6). It is highly likely 

that this run encompassed the study area. Although little is known of Bruce’s occupation period, a review 

of historic newspaper articles and historic maps indicate that he was living on the land and operating a 

pastoral concern during this period. An advertisement placed by Bruce in 1847 is typical of the period when 

livestock and working horses often ‘strayed’ from unfenced pastoral runs (e.g., Geelong Advertiser & Squatters 

Advocate, 16 Jul. 1847, p. 3). 

 

Maps from the 1840s mark the location of Bruce’s home station, north-west of the study area, in the vicinity 

Bruce’s creek, and near to an historic track linking pastoral stations in the area (Figure 5 and Figure 6). 

Following James Bruce’s occupation period – the property by this date known as ‘Bruce’s Creek’ run – 

secondary sources give conflicting accounts of the run’s occupation. Run holders are reported to have 

included: George Russell on behalf of the Clyde company (c.1849–1850/1859); Jeremiah George Ware 

(1850); and Peter Sharp (1851) (Billis and Kenyon, 1932, p. 160; Spreadborough and Anderson, 1983, p. 

268; Table 6).
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Table 6: Pastoral Lease Holders for ‘Bruce’s Creek’ Pastoral Run – likely encompassing the study area (c.1840-1850/55) 

Port Phillip District County of Grant 

Bruce’s Creek/Salt Water Creek – Approximately 11 square miles  

Date occupants  land use, landform modification, built structures 

c.1840-c.1849 James Bruce – pastoralist Within the study area: 

- grazing (primarily sheep) 

- land clearance 

- construction of pastoral outstation (on Bruce’s Creek) – possibly dates to this period 

In the vicinity of the study area (north): 

- construction of pastoral home station; dwelling and associated out buildings – likely dates to this period 

c.1849-
1850/1859 

Clyde Company (George 
Russell) – pastoralists 

Within the study area: 

- grazing (primarily sheep) 

- land clearance, possible 

- pastoral outstation (on Bruce’s Creek) – possibly extant/dates to this period  

c.1850-1851 Jeremiah George Ware – 
pastoralists 

Within the study area: 

- grazing (primarily sheep) 

- pastoral outstation (on Bruce’s Creek) – possibly extant/dates to this period 
 

[N.B. Portions of the former ‘Bruce’s Creek Run’ – potentially including part of study area – had been sold at Government Land sales 
during this period, and as such would be excluded from J.G. Ware’s pastoral lease holdings] 

c.1851-1855 Peter Sharp – pastoralist Within the study area: 

- grazing (primarily sheep) 

- pastoral outstation (on Bruce’s Creek) – extant during this period 
 

[N.B. Portions of the former ‘Bruce’s Creek Run’ – including part of study area – had been purchased by George Russell (on behalf 
of the Clyde Company) by 1853, and as such would be excluded from Peter Sharp’s pastoral lease holding] 

Sources: Billis and Kenyon, 1930 & 1932; Bride, 1899; Geelong Advertiser & Squatters Advocate, e.g., 23 Dec. 1846, p. 1 & 16 Jul. 1847, p. 3; SGO, 1840 & 1853; Spreadborough and 
Anderson, 1983; NSWWGG, 17 Nov. 1847, p. 1692. 
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Figure 2: ‘The Survey of Parts of the Rivers Barwon & Mourabul [sic] & Yarowe’ (Darcy, 1837) 

Note: Multiple pastoral stations established northeast and south of the study area by 1837. 
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Figure 3: ‘Rough Sketch of the Port Phillip District’ in 1838 (Learmonth, 1853) 

Note: Pastoral stations marked in black established in 1837, and those marked in red occupied in 1838. 
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Figure 4: ‘Plan of the Parish of Murgheboluc’ (SGO, 1840) – detail view 

Note: ‘Creek of Salt Water’ – now Bruce’s Creek; land within/east of the study area described as ‘Poor Land Oak 

Forest’; roadway north of the study area leading to ‘Mr Weirs’ pastoral station. 
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Figure 5: ‘Map of the district of Geelong’, (Skene, 1845) – detail view 

Note: Tracks/roadways north of the study area; Bruce’s Creek; location of James Bruce’s homestead marked as ‘Bruce’ north of the study area. 



Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor 
Historical Heritage Assessment 

Heritage Insight Pty Ltd 

24 

 

Figure 6: Map of the ‘Purchased & Measured Lands’ (Ham, 1847) – detail view  

Note: Pastoral stations in the vicinity of the study area in 1847; tracks north and south of the study area. James 

Bruce’s pastoral home station located to the north of the study area. 
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7.5.4 Developing Primary Production – Pastoral Estates and Smaller Scale Farming 

During the 1840s, changes to land occupation acts provided squatters with the opportunity to take out 

longer term pastoral leases of up to 14 years (Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1910; Peel, 1974, p. 12). 

However, with the gradual expansion of settlement, occupied pastoral runs were progressively surveyed and 

offered for sale by the government. Much of the land within the settled districts surrounding Melbourne – 

including the parish of Murgheboluc – had been offered for sale by the mid-1850s. Pastoralists with 

sufficient capital, such as George Russell, purchased large tracts of land in the Parish of Murgheboluc during 

Government land sales of that period, establishing freehold pastoral estates on their purchased allotments 

(Heritage Matters P/L, 2009).  

 

The large-scale pastoral estates established in the 1850s were a significant feature of the Golden Plains 

Shire’s rural landscape during the later-nineteenth century; however, by the early-twentieth century, much 

of the arable rural land had been subdivide into smaller holdings, which were either leased to tenant farmers 

or sold outright (Table 7 to Table 11; Figure 7 to Figure 13). The creation of smaller farms altered the 

landscape with landholders increasingly more likely to invest capital into farming improvements. These 

included: construction of residential and non-residential farm buildings; land clearance and drainage works; 

and construction of property fencing – boundary and internal (Pickard, 2007, pp. 148-162).  

  

The Study Area (1853-1917) 

By 1853, Crown Section (CS) 19, Parish of Murgheboluc – encompassing the southern portion of the study 

area – had been purchased by George Russell. An 1853 historic plan of the study area shows an ‘out station’ 

with fenced paddocks located on the banks of Bruce’s Creek (south), which is marked as under the 

management/occupation of George Russell (on behalf of the Clyde Company) (Figure 7). It is possible that 

this ‘out station’ pre-dates Russell’s ownership and is associated with James Bruce’s occupation period of 

the 1840s [N.B. This outstation site is currently listed on the Victorian Heritage Inventory as H7721-0541; 

see Section 5.0]. The northern portion of the study area – CS 21, Parish of Murgheboluc – remained Crown 

land, and likely continued to be held under pastoral licence during the period 1853 to 1855 (Table 7; Figure 

7).  

 

In 1855, the northern portion of the study area (CS 21 (part), Parish of Murgheboluc) was surveyed by 

government surveyors, and subsequently offered for sale as a series of allotments adjacent to the developing 

township of Bannockburn (Figure 8). Primary source material indicates that allotments within CS 21 – 

encompassing part of the study area (north) – were purchased by the following individuals: James Gattie 

Carr – gentleman; Isaac Sutherland – carpenter; and George Russell – pastoralist. While both Carr and Russell 

purchased additional allotments to those encompassed by the study area, Isaac Sutherlands purchase was 

limited to a single allotment of 19 acres (CS 53, Section 21) (Figure 8). By 1917, all individual Crown 

allotments purchased by the above individuals acquired by Thomas Fairbairn and incorporated into a large 

pastoral estate known as the ‘Burnside Estate’. Details of the ownership/occupation of individual allotments 

purchased in 1855 by the above individuals are summarised below and detailed in Table 5 to Table 7. 

 

Crown Section (CS) 19 & Crown Allotment (CA) 55, CS 21, Parish of Murgheboluc 

George Russell (on behalf of the Clyde Company pastoral holding company) purchased large areas 

of land in the region during the 1850s, it is likely that Russell’s land holdings within the of the study 

area – i.e., CS 19 (south), purchased in 1853; and CA 55, CS 21, purchased in 1855 respectively – 

were used for grazing purposes following Russell’s purchase (Figure 7 and Figure 8; Table 7). In 

1858, the Clyde Company was dissolved, and their extensive landholdings in the region – including 

the above portions of the study area – were offered for sale, as advertised below:  
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FORSTER & CARR, have been honored [sic] with instructions from George Russell, Esq., 

on behalf of the Clyde Company, to submit to public competition, on Thursday, 4th February 

next, at the Mechanics’ Institution, near the Post Office, the following valuable country 

properties near Geelong namely--- 

Land and Stock on Bruce’s Creek 

1 – 3010 acres on Bruce’s Creek, comprising sections Nos 12 and 13 in the parish of 

Gheringhap, sections 16 and 17, and portions of sections 6 and 7, in the parish of 

Margheboluc [sic], together with about 2500 sheep. 1 Lot [south of the study area] 

2 – 1841 acres, adjoining the last, lot and the township reserve of Bannockburn, with right to 

graze over about 3000 acres of Crown land, and about 2400 sheep. 1 lot [encompassing the 

study area (south & north (part))] 

3 – 560 acres, being the home station at Bruce’s Creek, with all improvements thereon, with 

right io graze over about 6000 acres of Crown land, and about 2700 sheep, 4 bullocks, 2 

horses, &c. &c. 1 lot. [likely north of study area] 

The Ballarat Star, Wednesday 27th January 1858, p.3 

 

In a historic map of the study area dating to 1912, this portion of the study area is depicted as 

vacant land (Figure 12). 

 

No records dating 1858-1863 specifically relating to the occupation of this portion of the study area 

have been identified; however, by 1864 the land was under contract of sale to George Webster and 

was possibly leased/occupied by the Cattanach family – Scottish immigrants (Geelong Advertiser & 

Squatters Advocate, 23 Jan. 1864, p.3). 

 

It appears that by 1864, the southern portion of the study area had been consolidated into a single 

large farming property under the ownership George Webster. From this point the property appears 

in historic records as the ‘Burnside Estate’ and is variably recorded as including between 5000 to 

6000 acres, with a main residence located to the north-west of the study area – likely the home 

station of the former ‘Bruce’s Creek’ pastoral run (Table 7 and Table 11). It is likely that this portion 

of the study area was primarily used for grazing purposes during this period.  

 

Crown Allotment (CA) 32 to 39, CS 21, Parish of Murgheboluc 

In 1855, James Gattie Carr purchased a series of adjacent Crown allotments encompassing part of 

study area – CA 32 to 29, CS 21, Parish of Murgheboluc (Table 9; Figure 8 and Figure 9). Carr’s 

purchased allotments – situated along or in the immediate vicinity of Bruce’s Creek at Bannockburn 

− were advertised for lease as vacant farming land the following year (Geelong Advertiser & Intelligencer, 

29 Mar. 1856, p. 3). Carr was an absentee landowner, residing in Geelong during his ownership 

period. While land title records for this property were not able to be accessed during this 

assessment, at the time of Carr’s death in 1902 his probate records detail his real estate holdings as 

including ~88 acres of ‘partially fenced’ land at Bannockburn leased to local grazier Stephan 

Thompson a local grazier (PROV:PAFf.). It is likely that this described land included Carr’s 

landholdings along Bruce’s Creek – encompassing part of the study area.  

 

In a historic map of the study area dating to 1912 this portion of the study area is depicted as vacant 

land (Figure 12). By 1917, these allotments had been incorporated into the Burnside Estate (Table 

9). 
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Crown Allotment (CA) 54, CS 21, Parish of Murgheboluc 

CA 54, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc – approximately 19 acres of land, encompassing part of 

the study area (north) – was purchased by Isaac Sutherland in 1855 (Figure 8). Passenger arrival 

records show that Isaac Sutherland and his family – including his wife Margaret (nee Buchanan) 

and six children – arrived in Victoria from Scotland aboard the ship the Black Eagle in October 

1854. Arrival documents indicate that Isaac (carpenter) and two of his sons (Robert and William) 

arrived in the colony as ‘assisted immigrants’ and were engaged by Edward Carter Holmes of 

Bruce’s Creek. (see PROV, 2022). Edward Carter Holmes (gentleman) was the proprietor of the 

Somerset Inn/Hotel (e.g., Bendigo Advertiser, 9 Jan. 1857, p. 2; The Argus, 22 Oct. 1857, p. 8), which 

was located approximately ~600m north of the study area (Figure 8; DELWP, 2022). Although no 

primary sources describing the precise nature of the Sutherlands’ engagement with Holmes have 

been viewed as part of this assessment, secondary sources suggest that the Somerset Inn ‘was built 

for Edward Carter Holmes by Isaac Sutherland and his two sons in 1855/1856’ (Victorian 

Collections, 2022).  

 

A search of contemporary newspaper articles during the period 1855 to 1900 shows that Isaac 

Sutherland and several family members were living together in a house at Bruce’s Creek (i.e., 

Bannockburn) in the 1860s (e.g., Geelong Advertiser, 8 Sept. 1864, p. 3) – it is presumed this described 

house is the extant bluestone ruin identified during this assessment (see Section 9.0). Isaac lived in 

the township until his death in 1896 when he reportedly died ‘at his daughter’s residence, (at) Leigh 

Road’ (Bannockburn) (Geelong Advertiser, 29 Jul. 1896, p. 1). No will/probate records have been 

identified for Isaac Sutherland; however, rate records suggest that he had sold the property (CA 54) 

prior to his death. A summary of the results of a review of available rate records (Bannockburn 

Shire (1877-1911) – Leigh Road District) is provided below: 

• During the period 1877 to 1879 Isaac Sutherland is recorded as occupying a ~19-acre 

allotment of land at Bannockburn, owned by a ‘Duncan Cattanach’ – it is likely that this 

rated property encompasses the nominated site. However, given that Sutherland purchased 

the land in 1855, and is rated as the owner in 1880, it is possible that the identification of 

Cattanach as the owner is an error in the rate records. 

• During the period 1880 to 1890 Isaac Sutherland owned and occupied a ~19-acre allotment 

of land at Bannockburn, which included a house – it is presumed that this rated property 

encompasses the extant bluestone house located within the study area (see Section 9.0). 

• Isaac Sutherland is not recorded as owning a rateable property at Bannockburn during the 

period 1891 until his death in 1896. It is presumed that Sutherland sold his land in c.1890 

– possibly to the Fairburn family – and that CA 54 was amalgamated into the Fairburn’s 

‘Burnside Estate’ by this date. 

• It is possible that the bluestone house was occupied under lease arrangements during the 

Fairburn family’s ownership period 1891 to c.1917; however, the absence of detailed 

descriptions of property locations in reviewed rate records precluded the identification of 

the occupier of CA 54 during this time period.  

 
While no specific details pertaining to the use of the property (CA 54) during the nineteenth century 

have been identified, contemporary sources variously describe Isaac as a carpenter (PROV, 2022) 

and farmer (e.g., Geelong Advertiser, 15 Sept. 1864). It is likely that this portion of the study area was 

used for grazing and/or cropping purposes during the Sutherland and Fairburn families’ ownership 

periods. 
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The northernmost extent of the study area is encompassed by an original crown allotment known as CA10, 

Section 22B, Township of Bannockburn South. This portion of the study area was not purchased until 1881; 

however, it was occupied under licence from the Crown by c.1871 (Bannockburn Shire (1877-1911) – Leigh 

Road District). Details of the ownership occupation of CA 10 are discussed below and detailed in Table 10. 

 
Crown Allotment (CA) 10, CS 22B, Parish of Murgheboluc 

An approximately 13 acre allotment (CA 10, CS 21 Parish of Murgheboluc) encompassing the 

northern extent of the study area remained Crown land until 1881 when it was purchased by 

Thomas Keanan (Bannockburn Shire (1877-1911) – Leigh Road District; Land Victoria: 

V01317/F347). 

 

Thomas Keanan had purchased additional allotments in the vicinity of the study area in the earlier 

nineteenth century and by 1867 had amalgamated his Bannockburn holdings into a 560 acre farming 

property (north of the study area), which he used for grazing and dairying purposes (Geelong 

Advertiser, 04 Apr. 1867, p. 3). A review of historic records indicates that by 1876 – and potentially 

as early as 1871 – Thomas Keanan held an occupation licence (under Section 49 of the Land Act 

1869) for Allotment (CA) 10, CS 22B – encompassing the northern extent of the study area – and 

that he held that licence until he purchased the land outright in 1881 (Bannockburn Shire (1876 -

1911) – Leigh Road District; Geelong Advertiser, 20 Oct. 1871, p. 4; Land Victoria: V01317/F347; 

Table 10). Section 49 of the Act allowed individuals to take out annual occupation licenses to 

cultivate land designated as ‘auriferous’ (gold-bearing) by the Crown. The licence holder had to 

reside on the land or cultivate at least on-fifth of the land each year. The Land Acts Amendment Act 

of 1880 gave occupation licence holders the opportunity to purchase the land outright (Nelson and 

Alves, 2009, p. 256).  

 

By the time of Keanan’s death in 1885 a portion of his land holdings at Bannockburn had been 

sold; however, CA 10, CS 22B remained in the ownership of the Keanan family until 1913. The 

allotment is described in 1911 as part of a property consisting of a ~75 acres of land ‘fenced but 

otherwise unimproved’ and solely used for grazing purposes (Geelong Advertiser, 04 Apr. 1867, p. 3 

& 12 Dec. 1912, p. 6; Land Victoria: V01831/F347; PROV:PAFe and PAFg; Table 10).  

 

In 1913, ownership of CA 10, CS 22B was acquired by Elizabeth Smith who held the land until the 

time of her death in 1927 (Land Victoria: V01831/F347; Table 10). On historic maps of the study 

area dating to 1912 and 1928, this portion of the study area is depicted as vacant land (Figure 12 

and Figure 14). 

 

Note: A review of historic land titles held at the General Law Library of Victoria (beyond the scope of this 

assessment) may provide additional details regarding land ownership during the period 1855 to c.1917.  

 



Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor 
Historical Heritage Assessment 

Heritage Insight Pty Ltd 

29 

Table 7: Occupation/Ownership of Crown Section 19 & Crown Allotment 55, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc (1853 – 1864) 

Section 19 & CA 55, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc ~675 acres 

Date/s owner/occupier land use, landform modification, built structures 

c.1853 - 1855 George Russell - grazier - land purchased   Within the study area: 

- part of a large pastoral property 

- grazing (primarily sheep) 

- possible land clearance 

- pastoral outstation (within CS 19) 

1855 to c.1864  George Russell – grazier - owner/occupier 

c.1864+ George Webster – gentleman land purchased and incorporated into Burnside Estate (see Table 11 for additional details) 

Source: DCLS, 1981; Dolling and Crotty, 2021; SGO, 1853 & 1855. 

 

Table 8: Occupation/Ownership of Crown Allotment 54, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc (1855 – 1890/1917) 

CA 54, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc ~19 acres 

Date/s owner/occupier land use, landform modification, built structures 

1855-c.1877 Isaac Sutherland – farmer  Within the study area: 

- likely grazing (sheep) 

- possible land clearance 

- likely landform modification (levelling and cutting) for the construction of the house and yard  

- likely construction of the bluestone house (i.e., the nominated site) 

1877-1879 Duncan Cattanach - owner? 
Isaac Sutherland - farmer - occupier (likely owner) 

Rated land possibly encompassing the study area: 

- variously described as 19 acres; with 

- dwelling or tenement 

1880-c.1890 Isaac Sutherland - farmer - owner/occupier Rated land likely encompassing the study area: 

- variously described as 19 or 19 ½ acres of land; with 

- house or tenement 

c.1890/1917+ Thomas Fairburn – gentleman land purchased and incorporated into Burnside Estate (see Table 11 for additional details) 

Source: The Argus, 21 Mar. 1865, p. 5; Bannockburn Shire (1876 -1911); The Geelong Advertiser, 8 Sep. 1864, p. 3 & 22 Aug. 1877, p. 4; SGO, 1855. 
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Table 9: Occupation/Ownership of Crown Allotment 32 to 39, Section 21 (c.1855 – 1917) 

CA 32 to 39, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc ~72 to 88 acres 

Date/s owner/occupier land use, landform modification, built structures 

1855 to 1902 James G. Carr - gentleman - owner 

Stephan R Thompson - farmer - lessee - c.1902 

Land use: 

- grazing 
Within the study area: 

- farmland 

- partially fenced 

- possible land/vegetation clearance 

- no structured identified 

1902+ Georgiana Carr - spinster & James Carr - accountant  

c.1917 Thomas Fairburn - gentleman land purchased incorporated into Burnside Estate (see Table 11 for additional details) 

Source: Bannockburn Shire (1876 -1911); Geelong Advertiser & Intelligencer, 29 Mar. 1856, p.3; PROV:PAFf; SGO, 1855. 

 

Table 10: Occupation/Ownership of Crown Allotment 10, Section 22B (c.1855- 1928) 

CA 10, Section 22B, Township of Bannockburn South, Parish of Murgheboluc ~13 acres 

Date/s owner/occupier land use, landform modification, built structures 

1855   Crown Land  - vacant land 

c.1871 – 1880 Thomas Keanan - farmer - land held under occupation 
licence (Section 49, Land Act 1869) 

Land use: 

- grazing 
Within the study area: 

- farmland 

- possible land/vegetation clearance 

- no structures identified  

1881 Dec. 01 Thomas Keanan - farmer - land purchased  

1885 Thomas Keanan - deceased 

1885 Dec. 19 Noble Keanan - farmer Land use: 

- grazing 
Within the study area: 

- farmland 

- fenced 

1911 Noble Keanan - deceased 

1911 - - Elizabeth Keanan - spinster 
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Table 10: Occupation/Ownership of Crown Allotment 10, Section 22B (c.1855- 1928) 

CA 10, Section 22B, Township of Bannockburn South, Parish of Murgheboluc ~13 acres 

1913 Jan. 27 Elizabeth Esther Smith - widow Land use: 

- unidentified, likely grazing 
Within the study area: 

- farmland 

- fenced 

1925 Elizabeth Esther Smith - deceased 

1927 Jan. 27 Daisy Esther Anne Jane Smith 

1928 Sep. 28 Christina Amour 

Source: Bannockburn Shire (1876 -1911); PROV:PAFe & PAFg; Land Victoria: V01317/F347 & V01831/F123; SGO, 1879. 

 

 

 



Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor 
Historical Heritage Assessment 

Heritage Insight Pty Ltd 

32 

 

Figure 7: ‘Plan of Subdivision of Sections in the Parish of Murghe Boluc [sic]’ (SGO, 1853) – detail view 

Note: Out station (structures and paddocks) located within the study area owned/occupied by the George Russell on 
behalf of the Clyde Company. Northern portion of the study area Crown land at this date. 
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Figure 8: ‘Township and Suburbs of Bannockburn on Bruce’s Creek’ (SGO, 1855) – detail view 

Note: Surveyed allotments within the study area described as ‘good light soil’ and ‘timbered with she-oak and gum’. 
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Figure 9: ‘Murghe-Boluc [sic], County of Grant’ (SGO, 1879) – detail view 

Note: Lands purchased by George Russell, James G Carr and Isaac Sutherland c.1853-1855. CA 10, Section 22B held 
under occupation licence by Thomas Keanan. 
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The Study Area – Burnside Estate (1864-1917)  

During the period 1864 to 1917, individual allotments incorporating the majority of the study area were 

amalgamated into a large pastoral property known as the Burnside Estate (see Table 7 to Table 9). A review 

of historic newspapers and probate records indicate that the Burnside Estate was owned and occupied by a 

small number of local pastoral families during the during the late-nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries. 

These included members of: the Robertson family (c.1864-1875); the Bell family (1876-1888); and the 

Fairbairn family (c.1890-1917). The estate is described as agricultural grazing land during the nineteenth and 

early twentieth century, and it is likely that landform modification within the study area was limited to land 

clearance and possible fencing works (e.g., The Ballarat Star, 14 Mar. 1874, p. 3 and Geelong Advertiser, 12 Oct. 

1871, p.3; Figure 10 and Figure 11; Table 12). 

 

In 1911, the Burnside Estate was offered for sale by the then landowner, Thomas Fairbairn. The sale 

advertisement provides a description of the property which encompassed the majority of the study area at 

that time.  

 

An important subdivisional sale of a portion of the Burnside Estate, comprising about five thousand 

acres of magnificent agricultural and grazing land. Is advertised to be conducted by auction at the 

Mechanics Hall, Bannockburn, on Thursday, October 12th, by Messrs. Dalgety and Co. Ltd., and H. E. 

B. Armstrong, in conjunction, on account of Mr. Thomas Fairbairn. The land adjoins the township of 

Bannockburn, and is only situated half-a-mile from the Gheringhap railway station, and ten miles from 

the city of Geelong. The land will be sold on favorable [sic] terms, and all particulars may be obtained 

from the agents. 

Horsham Times, Tuesday 19th September 1911, p.5 

 

A 1912 map of the study area depicts landform modifications in the vicinity of the study area, including a 

track running north-south to the immediate west of the study area, and a series of fenced paddock and/or 

possible dry stone walls in the north (Figure 12). Present-day Burnside Road had been formed as a ‘4th Class 

Road’ by this date. This map depicts the study area as cleared land with tree cover (sparse) along the banks 

of Bruce’s Creek. No residential structures within the study area are marked are marked on this map. A 

fenced paddock evident within and to the north-west of the study area (north) may be enclosed by a dry 

stone wall. The Gheringhap railway (constructed 1912-1913) is evident to the immediate south of the study 

area (Figure 12). 

 

Despite the 1911 sale notice, Fairbairn retained ownership of Burnside Estate until 1917 when the property 

was subdivided and sold as a series of smaller scale farming properties. The extent of Fairbairn’s land 

holdings and his proposed sub-division is illustrated in land titles dating to the period (Figure 13). 
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Figure 10: ‘Subdivisional Sale of Portion of Burnside Estate’ (Dalgety & Co. Ltd, c.1911) 
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Figure 11: ‘Subdivisional Sale of Portion of Burnside Estate’ (Dalgety & Co. Ltd, c.1911) – detail view 

Note: Lands subdivided and first offered for sale by Thomas Fairbairn in 1911 – part of the former Burnside Estate.  
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Figure 12: ‘Geelong South- Sheet J55 Northern Half’ (GBWO, 1912) – detail view 

Note: Study area depicted as vacant land. Near the study area – track (southwest), Bannockburn township (north), 

and Gheringhap railway (south). 
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Figure 13: ‘Land Title, Vol. 03682 Folio 0233’ (Land Victoria [V3682/F233], 1913) 

Note: Subdivision plan of lands owned by Thomas Fairbairn (1913-1917) – part of the Burnside Estate. 
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The Study Area (1917-1946) 

The Former Burnside Estate 

By the time of Thomas Fairbairn’s death in 1918, the former Burnside Estate – encompassing the vast 

majority of the study area – had been sold as a series of smaller farming allotments (Land Victoria: 

V03682/F233; Table 12 includes details of land purchasers during this period). Though a number of these 

new landowners had built homes in the vicinity of the study area by 1928, a map dating to this year depicts 

the study area as vacant farming land. However, it is likely that the land continued to be used for farming 

purposes by land holders of this period (Figure 14). 

 

CA 10, Section 22B, Parish of Murgheboluc 

One allotment of land at the northern end of the study area (CA10, CS 22B) was not part of the Burnside 

Estate. The ownership of this property during the early twentieth century is detailed in Table 10. A 1928 

map of the study area depicts this property as vacant farming land (Figure 14). 

 

The Study Area (1947-2022) 

Aerial images and plans dating 1947 and 1970 show the study area as open grassed land with scattered tree 

cover (Figure 15 to Figure 17; Map 4). With the exception of a ‘ruin’ marked on a 1955 map (Figure 17), no 

other buildings are located within the study area in reviewed historic images. This ruin is located on land 

purchased by Isaac Sutherland in 1855; and remains extant to the present day (see Section 9.0). 

 

Visible plough lines are evident along the western edge of the northern study area in 1947 and 1970 aerial 

images (Figure 15 to Figure 17; Map 4); the remainder of the study area does not appear to have been subject 

to significant cropping activity but remained in use as grazing land. A creek crossing point – informal farm 

track − is evident in the southern portion of the activity area by 1970 (Map 4).  

 

A review of recent aerial images indicates that no significant landform modifications occurred within the 

study area between 1970 and 2022. During the period c.1985 to 2005, a row of north-south oriented trees 

(conifer) were planted at the northern end of study area (Map 4; Google Earth Pro, 2022; Nearmap, 2022).
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Table 11: Occupation/Ownership of the Burnside Estate (c.1864-1917) 

‘Burnside Estate’ 

Parish of Gheringhap and Murgheboluc, County of Grant (~5000 to 6000 acres) 

Date/s owner/occupier land use  Built structures within the study area 

c.1864+ George Webster – owner (possibly in partnership with Duncan 
Cattanach) 
Duncan Cattanach – occupier (lessee or possibly owner in 
partnership with George Webster) 

Pastoral property 
- grazing (primarily sheep) 

nil identified 

c. 1864-1874 Adam Swanston Robertson Pastoral property 
- grazing (primarily sheep, some cattle) 

“ 

1874 A. S. Robertson - deceased  

1875 F. O. Robertson “ “ 

1876-1878 James Bell Pastoral property 
- grazing (primarily sheep) 

“ 

1878 James Bell - deceased  

1878-c.1888 
 

A. S. Bell “ “ 

c.1890-1917 Thomas Fairburn - Esquire 
- W.A. Lamb, occupier as manager for the ‘Fairbairn’ family (1890) 
- J.S. Cumming possibly lessee (c.1909) 

Pastoral property 
- grazing (primarily sheep) 
- possibly some cropping activity  

“ 

1917 Jul. Subdivision - LP 6088 

1918 Thomas Fairburn - deceased  

Sources: The Argus, 19 Mar. 1874, p. 3; The Ballarat Star, 16 Mar. 1874, p. 3; DLS, 1981; Geelong Advertiser; 12 Oct. 1871, p.3, 29 Jan. 1875, p.3, 20 Jan. 1876, p. 3., 10 Mar. 1877, p.3., 

4 Dec. 1888, p.2., 31 Jan. 1890, p.2., 13 Feb. 1909, p.5; Land Victoria: V03682/F233. PROV:PAFa-e; SGO, 1879. 
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Table 12: Occupation/Ownership of the former Burnside Estate (1917-1952/1981) 

Subdivision of the former ‘Burnside Estate’ – Lot Plan 6088, Parish of Murgheboluc, County of Grant 

Date/s owner/occupier land use identified built structures 

Lot 4 – LP 6088 (part) (Lot 1 TP134465 (part) – (formerly CS 22 (part)) – Study Area (part): north  Land area: ~141 acres 

1917 Feb. 28 William Kelly - farmer (Bannockburn) - farming structure marked as ‘ruin’ in 1955 

1945 Oct 19 William Kelly - deceased 

1946 May 01 William Lloyd Kelly - farmer (Bannockburn) 

1948 Jun. 24 
Richard Ballard - solicitor (Camberwell), Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), 
George Cook - engineer (Hawthorn), Laura Cook - married woman (Hawthorn) 

1964 Oct.  02 Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), Laura Cook - married woman (Hawthorn) 

1981 May. 06 
Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), Mary Ballard Dixon, Loris Mason and 
Thomas Magor Williams 

Lot 16 – LP 6088 (Lot 2 TP96373 (part) – (formerly CS 19 (part)) – Study Area (part): central  Land area: ~141 acres 

1918 Jan. 15 Robert Bufton - farmer (Bannockburn) - farming nil identified 

1391 Apr. 02 Marshall McDonald Condie - farmer (Fyansford) 

1941 Feb. 05 
Richard Ballard - solicitor (Camberwell), Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), 
George Cook - engineer (Hawthorn), Laura Cook - married woman (Hawthorn) 

1959 Dec. 11 
Richard Ballard - solicitor (Camberwell), Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), 
Laura Cook - married woman (Hawthorn) 

1964 Oct.  02 Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), Laura Cook - married woman (Hawthorn) 

1981 May. 06 
Marion Ballard - married woman (Camberwell), Mary Ballard Dixon, Loris Mason and 
Thomas Magor Williams 

Lot 17 – LP 6088 (part) (formerly CS 19 (part) & 16 (part)) – Study Area (part): south  Land area: ~452 acres 

1917 Jan. 09 William Harvey & Thomas Harvey - farmers (Murgheboluc) - farming nil identified 

1948 Aug. 29 William Harvey - deceased 

1952 Nov. 14 James Harvey 

Sources: DLS, 1947a, 1947b & 1981; Land Victoria: V03653/F427, V03682/F233, V4016/F143, V04022/F257, V04024/F777, V04026/F778, V4029/F602, V4040/F970, 
V04061/F085, V04061/F086, V4094/F704, V04179/F725, V04493/F477; SGO, 1853, 1855 & 1879; PROV: PAFh.; GBWO, 1912 & 1928. 
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Figure 14: ‘Geelong South – Sheet J55 Northern Half’ (GBWO, 1928) – detail view 

Note: Within the study area – vacant land minimal tree cover. Possible dry stone walls northwest of the study area. 
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Figure 15: ‘Photomap Geelong A2 or 857 A2 Zone 7’ (DLS, 1947a) – detail view 

Note: Within the study area – scattered tree cover. House/ruin – owned/occupied by the Sutherland family during 

the nineteenth century. 
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Figure 16: ‘Photomap Geelong A4 or 857 A4 Zone 7’ (DLS, 1947b) – detail view 

Note: Within the study area – cleared land; the western edge of the study area has likely been ploughed for cropping 

purposes. 
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Figure 17: ‘Geelong, Victoria’ (RASC, 1955) – detail view 

Note: Majority of the study area depicted as vacant land. In the north a ‘ruin’ is marked – house identified by this 

assessment as that formerly owned/occupied by the Sutherland family during the nineteenth century. 
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Map 4: Aerial Image of the Study Area – 1970 (DCLS, 1970)  

Note: Majority of the study area is depicted as vacant land. In the north, house site identified by this assessment as 
that formerly owned/occupied by Sutherland family. Track crossing Bruce Creek evident in the south. 
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7.6 Linking Communities 

7.6.1 Development of Railways 

With the development of the agricultural industry in regions to the west of Melbourne and Geelong during 

the latter half of the nineteenth and into the twentieth centuries, farmers in these districts advocated for 

the establishment of railways to allow the shipment of goods to the major population centres (Heritage 

Matters P/L, 2009, pp. 73-75; Huddle, 2003, pp. 22-23). 

 

The Study Area 

The Gheringhap-Moorona railway line is located immediately south of the study area. This rail line officially 

opened in 1913, and was primarily constructed in order to provide a direct transport route for agricultural 

produce from the Wimmera and Northern Mallee regions (The Argus, 10 Jan. 1910, p. 9; Heritage Matters 

P/L, 2009, p. 75; Figure 12). 
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8.0 Potential Heritage Places Identified by Desktop Research 

8.1 Potential Archaeological Site – Identified by the Desktop Assessment 

As a result of desktop research, one potential historical archaeological site was identified within study area. 

This site is marked as a ‘ruin’ on a historic map dating to 1955 (Figure 17) – located on the western bank 

of Bruce’s Creek within Lot 1 on TP134465.  

 

8.2 Areas of Archaeological Potential – Identified by the Desktop Assessment 

As a result of the desktop assessment, it was determined that the majority of historic sites associated with 

the occupation of the thematic region during the nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries were located in 

the vicinity of waterways (Bruce’s Creek), or along historic access routes. As such, predictively, land in the 

immediate vicinity of Bruce’s Creek has been assessed as having a moderate potential to contain previously 

unidentified historic heritage sites.  
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Part Three: Results of the Field Survey 

9.0 Field Survey 

9.1 Overview 

The field survey of the study area was undertaken over a two-day period by David Crotty and Andrew 

Morris (July 5-6, 2022; Heritage Insight P/L). Desktop research (see Section 5.0 to Section 7.0) was 

undertaken prior to the field survey in order to: determine the occupation history of the study area, 

formulate predictive models for likely areas of archaeological potential, and identify the location of 

potentially significant historic structures. 

 

9.2 Aims of the Field Survey 

The aims of the field survey were to: 

• Determine the nature, heritage values and significance of any extant historic structures located 

within the boundaries of the study area; 

• Assess the presence and extent of any areas of archaeological potential associated with the 

nineteenth to early-twentieth century occupation of the study area; and 

• Assess the degree of potential held by any identified archaeological sites or features. 

 

9.3 Methodology  

All accessible exterior spaces within the study area were traversed on foot. Elevated vantage points (i.e., the 

Bruce’s Creek escarpment) were used to undertake a visual survey of some portions of the study area that 

were not able to be traversed by foot (e.g., due to heavy vegetation overgrowth in the immediate vicinity of 

the creek line). Field notes were taken during the survey, including notes regarding identified: structures 

and features; historic (non-native) plantings; any evident historical modifications made to the landscape; 

and areas of historical (non-Aboriginal) archaeological potential. Photographs were taken of all accessible 

portions of the study area using a Nikon DSLR 5600; a range pole with 200mm increments was used for 

photographic scale, and a detailed photo log was made. 

 

Structures and features, areas of historical (non-Aboriginal) archaeological potential, historic (non-native) 

plantings, and any evident historical modifications made to the landscape (etc.) identified during the field 

survey were assigned a letter designation for recording purposes. The locations of all significant historic 

features were mapped using a hand-held DPGS unit (providing sub-0.5m accuracy). 

 

For descriptive purposes, the study area has been divided into two survey areas as shown in Map 5: 

 

Area A – Land encompassing one previously unidentified archaeological site incorporating the 

structural remains of a two-storey bluestone residence and associated structural and archaeological 

features. The house is situated on a moderate slope, approximately 60m west of Bruce’s Creek 

(Map 5). 

 

Area B – The remainder of the study area, encompassing a portion of land within ~100m (west) 

of Bruce’s Creek, including its banks and escarpment (Map 5). 
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9.4 Limitations 

The following limitation to the field survey should be noted: 

• At the time of the survey, land encompassing/in the vicinity of the Area A (Bruce’s Creek 

Bluestone House) was covered by thick vegetation (e.g., boxthorn, grass and clover) and ground 

surface visibility was very low (≤1%). As a result, it was not possible to effectively visualise or 

photograph all identified site features, or to definitively exclude the presence of additional remnant 

historic features (including structures), landscape modifications and/or archaeological deposits 

within/in the vicinity of the site’s extent (i.e., Area A).  

• OHS concerns relating to the structural stability of the bluestone house (HF-1) prevented a close 

examination of the building’s interior space. 

• Ground surface visibility in the remainder of the study area (Area B) was generally low (≤1%) due 

to the presence of thick vegetation (grass). As a result, it was not possible to definitively exclude 

the presence of remnant historic structures, landscape modifications or archaeological deposits 

(e.g., wall footings, dry stone walls, scatters of historic artefacts) in some parts of the study area. 

• A detailed recording and mapping of trees within the study area was beyond the scope of this 

heritage assessment. An arboricultural assessment of the study area would be required to determine 

the age/s and health of these trees discussed in this report.
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Map 5: Designated Survey Areas – Field Survey (June, 2022) 

Note: Showing features (etc.) identified within Area B. Features identified within Area A are shown in Map 6 and Map 7. 
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9.5 Survey Results – Area A  

Survey Area A is limited to that portion of the study area that was identified as holding historic 

archaeological potential (i.e., the newly identified archaeological site ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ – 

discussed below). Adjacent land to the west of the identified archaeological site – which has been subject 

to long term ploughing and cropping activity – was excluded from the area of archaeological potential as it 

is considered highly likely that any former archaeological features or deposits that may have once been 

located here would have been destroyed by farming activity. Details of this portion of the study area are 

provided in the results for Survey Area B (see Section 9.6). 

 

9.5.1 Previously Unidentified Archaeological Site – Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House 

Survey Area A includes the extent of a previously unidentified archaeological site encompassing the 

structural remains of a two-storey bluestone residence (and associated features) located approximately 

2.2km southwest of the township of Bannockburn. The house is situated on a moderate slope, 

approximately 60m west of Bruce’s Creek. Elevated land to the west of the site forms part of an active farm 

comprising several large, cropped paddocks with frontage to Harvey Road. Ground surface visibility during 

the survey was generally low (≤1-5%).  

 

9.5.2 Site Description 

The identified archaeological site comprises the following features as illustrated in Map 6 and Map 7 and 

detailed below:  

• The structural remains of a two-storey bluestone house (HF-1) (See Section 9.5.3 for detailed 

description); 

• A dry stone (retaining) wall located to the immediate west of the house (HF-2); 

• A patchily preserved stone enclosure, abutting the southern wall of the house (HF-3); 

• An area of land west of the house encompassing the location of three possible former garden beds 

or features (HF-4) – the rectilinear form of these features suggest they are not natural landscape 

formations;  

• Two patchily preserved stone alignments located north of the house, possibly representing built 

garden features (e.g., garden edging) or remnant wall/s (HF-5 and HF-6); 

• A low density scatter of ceramic and glass artefacts located north of the house (AS-1); 

• Deposits/areas of structural collapse within the house (HF-1) and stone enclosure (HF-3); and 

• Historic modifications to the landscape (LM-1) – specifically, land encompassing/in the vicinity of 

the footprint of the bluestone house, and land to the immediate west of the house has the 

appearance of having been cut and levelled in the past. 

 

The identified site extent (i.e., area of archaeological potential), as illustrated in Map 6, includes; 

 

• A modest buffer area around all identified features/deposits to account for any additional 

archaeological deposits or features that may be preserved at the site, but which are not currently 

visible at surface level (Map 6 and Map 7); and 
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• Takes into consideration the current landscape immediately surrounding the identified 

archaeological features and deposits – i.e., the extent of the historic landscape modification (LM-

1) evident to the north, south and east of identified features; and the footprint of identified 

cropping activity to the west.  

 

The above identified features, archaeological deposit and landscape modifications are discussed in detail in 

Section 9.5.3 to 9.5.9. Plate 1 to Plate 26 illustrate the nature and extent of the identified archaeological site, 

and notes included with each plate caption provide additional details regarding the current conditions within 

the study area. An interpretation and significance assessment for the identified site − Bruce’s Creek 

Bluestone House − is presented in Section 11.0. 
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Map 6: Area A/Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House – Site Plan 

Note: Identified site features (e.g., HF-x, LM-x and AS-x) are discussed in text. 
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Map 7: Area A/Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House – Current Conditions 

Note: Aerial image taken on 2 November, 2021 (Nearmap, 2022). Recent high quality aerial imagery is not currently 
available. Identified site features (e.g., HF-x, LM-x and AS-x) are discussed in text. 
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9.5.3 Bluestone House (HF-1) 

The two-storey bluestone house (HF-1) is preserved as a standing ruin (Plate 1 to Plate 11; Map 6 and Map 

7). As evident during the site inspection, the bluestone house: 

• Is located on a moderate slope approximately 60m west of Bruce’s Creek. Attributes of the 

landscape indicate that the landform has been modified in the past – prior to/during the 

construction/occupation of the house (see HF-2 and LM-1).  

• Is primarily constructed from irregular courses of rounded and angular basalt stones; however, 

cut/finished stone blocks were evident in several elements of the structure, including: around 

doorways and windows, in the construction of the fireplace, and at the exterior corners of the 

building. The stone walls are bonded with a lime-based mortar. The walls generally measure 

between 200-400mm (thick). 

• Is constructed predominantly of cobble and boulder-sized stones (~250-600mm); smaller pebble 

and cobble-sized (<100-200mm) stones are evident in some areas (i.e., a rubble fill constituting the 

wall core). No foundation trench was evident; however, vegetation overgrowth and the presence 

of structural collapse within and around the building prevented a close inspection of the ground 

surface. 

• The structure also includes brick and timber elements, including a brick-lined bread oven (ground 

floor), brick fireplace (second floor) and chimney, and structural timbers (e.g., remnant second-

storey floor joists and roof beams). 

• Is roughly rectangular in form, enclosing an area measuring approximately 9m (north-south) by 5m 

(east-west) – totalling an area of ~45m2. No room divisions were evident during the site inspection; 

however, vegetation overgrowth and the presence of structural collapse within and around the 

building prevented a close inspection of the interior ground surface and western wall. 

• Is preserved to a height of approximately 4m (excluding the remnant chimney), comprising two 

floors measuring approximately 2m each in height. While preserved, the timber floor joists 

representing the second-story floor level have the appearance of having been cut with a saw prior 

to being removed from the building. 

• Has two doorways and four windows, including - 

- one door in the central portion of the western wall; 

- one door in the southern portion of the eastern wall;  

- two windows along the western wall, including two ground floor windows (either side of 

the entrance) and one second floor window (above the entrance); and 

- one second floor window in the northern portion of the eastern wall. [N.B. Vegetation 

overgrowth limited the degree to which the eastern wall could be clearly visualised]. 

• Is structurally unstable. A large amount of structural collapse is evident within the interior of the 

structure and the roof is not preserved. The removal of timbers from the site in the past – including 

structural timbers from the second floor, (presumed) staircase, and roofline – has increased the 

risk of ongoing collapse. 

 

• Land use history indicates that the bluestone house, and any associated archaeological features, 

deposits, or historical cultural heritage objects potentially preserved in the vicinity are primarily 
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associated with the c.1855-c.1890 occupation of Crown Allotment (CA) 54, Section 21, Parish of 

Murgheboluc by Isaac Sutherland and his family (see Section 7.5.4; Table 8). 

 

 

Plate 1: General landscape and Bluestone 
House (HF-1) – view northeast 

Note: Also showing possible garden bed HF-

4 in the foreground. Note general sloping 

landscape and cropped field (right/west). 

 

Plate 2: Bluestone House (HF-1) – view 
northeast 

Note: Dense vegetation/groundcover. 

 

Plate 3: General landscape and Bluestone 
House (HF-1) – view southeast 

Note: Showing possible garden bed HF-4 and 

landscape modification LM-1 in the 

foreground. 
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Plate 4: Bluestone House (HF-1), exterior – view 
east 

Note: Doorway and second floor window. 

 

Plate 5: Bluestone House (HF-1), entry – view 
northeast 

Note: Entry (doorway), structural collapse (interior) and 

fireplace. Timber joists for the second floor have been 

sawn off. 



Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor 
Historical Heritage Assessment 

Heritage Insight Pty Ltd 

60 

  
Plate 6: Bluestone House (HF-1), entry – view 

northeast 

Note: Entry (doorway) and structural collapse (interior). 

Plate 7: Bluestone House (HF-1), interior – view 
south 

Note: Brick fireplace and chimney. Dense vegetation – 

within the structure. 

 

Plate 8: Bluestone House (HF-1), interior 
– view west 

Note: Showing window located south of 

west-facing door. Note cut floor joists above 

window lintel. 
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Plate 9: Bluestone House (HF-1), interior – view 

south 

Note: Bluestone fireplace (ground floor) and brick 

fireplace (second floor). 

Plate 10: Bluestone House (HF-1), interior – view 
south 

Note: Bread oven located to the right (west) of the 

fireplace. 

 

Plate 11: Bluestone House (HF-1), interior 
– view west 

Note: Bread oven – interior – showing 

domed brick construction. 
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Plate 12: General landscape and Bluestone 
House (HF-1) – view southwest 

 

Plate 13: General landscape and Bluestone 
House (HF-1) – view west 

 

9.5.4 Dry Stone (Retaining) Wall (HF-2) 

A dry stone wall alignment (HF-2) is located approximately 2m to the immediate west of the bluestone 

house (Plate 14 to Plate 15; Map 6 and Map 7). Based on the assessment of the landform within/in the 

vicinity of the site, the dry stone wall appears to function as a retaining wall, preventing soil from shifting 

or sliding down slope towards the house. As preserved, the dry stone (retaining) wall: 

• Comprises two wall ‘sections’ measuring 3.3m (HF-2A - south) and 4.5m (HF2-B - north). These 

sections are separated by a 3.1m break in the wall alignment. The break appears to be an original 

opening (i.e., providing access to the bluestone house). 

• Is constructed from relatively regularly laid rubble coursing of rounded and angular basalt stones 

using a dry stack construction technique (i.e., no evidence of bonding mortar).  

• Is constructed predominantly of cobble and boulder-sized stones (~200-400mm); smaller pebble 

and cobble-sized (<100-200mm) stones are evident in some areas (i.e., a rubble fill constituting the 

wall core). No foundation trench was evident, although the inspection of the ground surface was 

hampered significantly by thick grass cover. 

• Comprises at least one timber element – a possible fence post – located at the southern end of HF-

2B.  

• Is linear in form and in parallel alignment (northwest-southeast) with the bluestone house (HF-1). 

• HF-2A (south) measures approximately 1.4m in height and is 700mm wide, and is preserved as a 

full-height wall. HF-2B (north) could not be effectively visualised or photograph during the site 
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inspection due to the presence of thick vegetation (boxthorn). As a result, the preserved height of 

this wall section is not currently known. 

• Land use history indicates that the bluestone house, and any associated archaeological features, 

deposits, or historical cultural heritage objects potentially preserved in the vicinity are likely to be 

associated with the c.1855-c.1890 occupation of Crown Allotment (CA) 54, Section 21, Parish of 

Murgheboluc by Isaac Sutherland and his family (see Section 7.5.4). 

 

  
Plate 14: Retaining Wall (HF-2A) – view south 

Note: Difference in elevation between the land west of 

dry stone retaining wall (HF-2A) – at the height of the 

uppermost stone – and the bluestone house, measuring 

approximately 1.4m.  

Plate 15: Retaining Wall (HF-2B) – view north 

Note: Showing timber element at the wall section’s 

southern end. The entirety of HF2-B is covered by thick 

vegetation.  

 

9.5.5 Stone Enclosure (HF-3) 

A stone enclosure (HF-3) abuts the bluestone house to the south (Plate 16 to Plate 18; Map 6 and Map 7). 

As preserved, the enclosure: 

• Is roughly square in form, enclosing an area measuring approximately 23m2. [N.B. The northern 

portion of the enclosure is formed by the southern wall of the bluestone house (HF-1)]. 

• Is patchily preserved along the western and southern alignments of the enclosure to a maximum 

of one course. The western section abuts (but does not clearly bond to) the bluestone house. [N.B. 

The presence of thick vegetation (clover and boxthorn) meant that these alignments could not be 

effectively visualised or photograph during the site inspection]. 
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• Is better preserved along the eastern alignment of the enclosure as a maximum of four courses 

measuring approximately 300mm in height. The maximum height of the wall is only evident on the 

wall’s eastern face where it appears to function as a retaining wall, preventing soil from shifting or 

sliding down slope. The wall section abuts (but does not clearly to bond to) the bluestone house. 

[N.B. The presence of thick vegetation (clover and boxthorn) meant that these alignments could 

not be effectively photograph during the site inspection]. 

• Is constructed predominantly of cobble and boulder-sized stones (~200-600mm). No foundation 

trench was evident. 

• Encloses a low mound – possibly representing structural collapse (from the nearby house), 

landform modification or mounded archaeological deposit.  

• Land use history indicates that the bluestone house, and any associated archaeological features, 

deposits, or historical cultural heritage objects potentially preserved in the vicinity are likely 

associated with the c.1855-c.1890 occupation of Crown Allotment (CA) 54, Section 21, Parish of 

Murgheboluc by Isaac Sutherland and his family (see Section 7.5.4). 

 

 

Plate 16: Stone Enclosure (HF-3) – view 
northeast 

Note: The majority of HF-3 is covered by 

thick vegetation. Note the mounded 

appearance of the landform within the 

enclosure – possible structural collapse. 
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Plate 17: Stone Enclosure (HF-3) – view east 

Note: The majority of HF-3 is covered by thick 

vegetation. 

Plate 18: Stone Enclosure (HF-3) – view east 

Note: Showing HF-1 where it abuts with HF-3. The 

majority of HF-3 is covered by thick vegetation. 

 

9.5.6 Garden Features (HF-4) 

Three discreet areas of distinct vegetation growth west of the house (HF-4) do not appear to be natural 

landscape/geological formations (Plate 19 to Plate 21; Map 6 and Map 7). The close proximity of these 

features to the bluestone house (HF-1) suggest that these areas hold archaeological potential (e.g., represent 

the location of historic garden features, such as garden beds, or areas of historic ground disturbance, etc.). 

Archaeological investigation would be required to determine the nature of these features. 

 

 

Plate 19: Garden Features (HF-4) – view 
east 

Note: Distinct vegetation growth and levelled 

appearance of the landscape (see LM-1). 
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Plate 20: Garden Features (HF-4) – view 
east 

Note: Distinct vegetation growth and levelled 

appearance of the landscape (see LM-1). 

 

Plate 21: Garden Features (HF-4) – view 
east 

Note: Distinct vegetation growth in contrast 

to surrounding grassed landscape. Also, note 

ploughed agricultural land west of the site. 

 

9.5.7 Stone Alignments (HF-5 and HF-6) 

Two alignments of stones (HF-5 and HF-6) were identified north of the bluestone house, possibly 

representing built garden features (e.g., garden edging; Map 6 and Map 7) or remnant walls. The presence 

of thick vegetation (clover and boxthorn) meant that these alignments could not be effectively visualised 

or photograph during the site inspection. As evident during the site inspection, the features appear to be 

preserved to a maximum of one course. 

 

9.5.8 Low Density Artefact Scatter (AS-1) 

A number of ceramic and glass artefacts were identified at the base of a large tree located north of the house 

(Plate 22; Map 6 and Map 7). A preliminary assessment of these artefacts (AS-1) conducted on site suggest 

that they represent nineteenth century domestic artefact types. 
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Plate 22: Artefact Scatter (AS-1) 

Note: Selection of nineteenth century glass 

and ceramic artefacts identified north of HF-

1. 

 

9.5.9 Landscape Modification (LM-1) 

Land encompassing/in the vicinity of the footprint of the bluestone house, and land to the immediate west 

of the bluestone house has the appearance of being modified in the past (Plate 23 to Plate 26; Map 6 and 

Map 7). In contrast to the moderate slope that defines the landscape to the east of the house and elsewhere 

along Bruce’s Creek, land here appears to have been variously cut and levelled, likely to create a level ground 

surface for the house and immediate yard area (west). In combination with retaining walls HF-2 and HF-3, 

these modifications would have been necessary to construct a building on the sloping landform. An 

indication of the extent of this modification is evident in the approximate 1.4m difference in the current 

ground surface level east and west of retaining wall HF-2A (Plate 26). 

 

 

Plate 23: Landscape Modification (LM-1) 
– view north 

Note: Level appearance of the landform in 

the foreground (also the location of HF-4) 

and the steep edge (truncated/cut edge) of 

land to the west in proximity to the bluestone 

house.  
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Plate 24: Landscape Modification (LM-1) 
– view southeast 

Note: Undulating landform east of the 

bluestone house.  

 

Plate 25: Landscape Modification (LM-1) 
– view southwest 

Note: Steep angle and straight edge of 

possible landscape modification. Photo taken 

in proximity to HF-2B (retaining wall) 

looking southwest towards the elevated 

volcanic plains.  

 

Plate 26: Landscape Modification (LM-1) 
– view south 

Note: Showing difference in elevation 

between the land west of dry stone retaining 

wall (HF-2A) – at the height of the 

uppermost stone – and the bluestone house, 

measuring approximately 1.4m.  

 

This difference, and the height of the 

retaining wall, was likely greater in the past. 

The ground surface level to the left (east) of 

the retaining wall currently abuts the 

windowsill – sediment here likely represents 

an accumulation of sediment hill wash. 
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9.6 Survey Results - Area B 

Survey Area B comprises open grassland and scrub along the western bank of Bruce’s Creek and its 

escarpment (Map 5). While typically present only in low densities, trees and large shrubs are clustered along 

the creek bank, including a number of dead trees. The topographic profile of the creek bank and escarpment 

is variable, being generally steeper in the north. Elevated land to the west of the study area forms part of 

an active farm comprising several large, cropped paddocks with frontage to Harvey Road. Surface geology 

(basalt) is visible only occasionally as outcrops along the edge of the escarpment. Ground surface visibility 

during the survey was generally low (≤1-5%).  

 

Several place/features of potential historic interest were identified during the survey of Area B; specifically:  

 

• A row of mature non-native trees (conifer species) designated as HP-1 was identified in the 

northern portion of Area B – as illustrated in Map 5 and Plate 44.  

• One very large mature native tree (eucalyptus species) designated as OGN-1 was identified in the 

northern portion of Area B – as illustrated in Map 5 and Plate 43. Mature native trees are rare 

within the study area.  

• A creek crossing – evident as a concentration of basalt cobbles spanning Bruce Creek – designated 

as FB-1 was identified in the southern portion of Area B. The feature is illustrated in Map 5 and 

Plate 30. 

• Two areas of possible landscape modification, evident as long depressions/channel features, 

designated as FB-2 were identified in the central portion of Area B – as illustrated in Map 5 and 

Plate 38. The two features are located to the immediate east of a ploughed paddock on a moderate 

slope towards Bruce’s Creek. The features measure approximately 40m and 55m in length. 

 

A description and interpretation of these places/features are provided in Sections 9.6.1. 
 

 

Plate 27: Area B (south), general 
landscape – view east 

Note: Showing the southern boundary of the 
study area and gentle slope towards Bruce 
Creek. 
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Plate 28: Area B (south), general 
landscape – view south 

Note: Bruce Creek. 

 

Plate 29: Area B (south), general 
landscape – view east 

Note: Showing rabbit burrow (disturbance), 
common throughout the study area. 

 

Plate 30: Area B (south), HB-1 (creek 
crossing) – view east 

Note: Concentration of basalt cobbles. 
Cobbles in this density are uncommon in the 
local area and likely represent a deliberate 
(made) surface. 
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Plate 31: Area B (south), general 
landscape – view northeast 

Note: Undulating landscape. Dead native 
trees. 

 

Plate 32: Area B (central), general 
landscape – view north 

Note: Variation in landform – steep 
escarpment and erosion. 

 

Plate 33: Area B (central), general 
landscape – view north 

Note: Variation in landform – floodplain. 
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Plate 34: Area B (central), general 
landscape – view east 

Note: Undulating landscape. 

 

Plate 35: Area B (central), general 
landscape – view south 
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Plate 36: Area B (central), general 
landscape – view northeast 

Note: Variation in landform – floodplain. 

 

Plate 37: Area B (central), general 
landscape – view north 

Note: Dense vegetation and rabbit burrows.  

 

Plate 38: Area B (central), FB-2 
(landscape feature) – view west 

Note: Showing depression/channel feature 
located to the immediate east of a ploughed 
paddock on a moderate slope towards Bruce’s 
Creek. 



Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor 
Historical Heritage Assessment 

Heritage Insight Pty Ltd 

74 

 

Plate 39: Area B (north), general 
landscape – view southeast 

Note: Showing ploughed paddock adjacent to 
Bruce’s Creek. 

 

Plate 40: Area B (north), general 
landscape – view south 

 

Plate 41: Area B (north), general 
landscape – view north 

Note: Relatively steep slope towards Bruce’s 
Creek. 
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Plate 42: Area B (north), general 
landscape – view southeast 

 

Plate 43: Area B (north), OGN-1 – view 
east 

Note: Mature native tree (eucalypt species) – 
OGN-1. 
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Plate 44: Area B (north), HP-1 – view 
northwest 

Note: Showing historic planting (conifer 
species) – extending south-west beyond the 
study area. 

 

Plate 45: Area B (north), general 
landscape – view east 

Note: Residential development at the 
northern boundary of the study area. 

 

9.6.1 Places/Features of Potential Historic Interest Identified During the Field Survey 

A description and interpretation of the places/features identified within Area B are provided in Table 13. 

As detailed in Table 13, none of these places/features meet the criteria for statutory protection as a heritage 

place/feature at a local or State level (e.g., Heritage Overly, Heritage Register). 
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Table 13: Places/Features identified within Survey Area B 

Feature 
No. 

Place/Feature 
Type 

Description and Interpretation Significance Assessment 

Survey Area B 

HP-1 non-native planting Description and Current Condition 

• A row of mature non-native (conifer species) trees measuring 

approximately 150m in length – as illustrated in Map 5 and Plate 

44).  

• The trees were unable to be closely inspected due to restricted 

property access (locked gate) but appear to be in reasonable 

health. 

History  

• HP-1 is not evident in aerial imagery dating to 1970 (i.e., this 

alignment of trees post-dates c.1970; see Map 4). 

Interpretation 

• HP-1 is a representation (post c.1970) of the historic practice of 

demarcating rural properties or paddocks with plantings of 

non-native trees. 

• Early twentieth century examples of this practice are illustrated 

within the Bannockburn South East PSP area (see Dolling and 

Crotty, 2021). 

• HP-1 does not meet the criteria for statutory protection as a 

heritage place/feature (e.g., Heritage Overly). 

• HP-1 has negligible historic significance. 

[Note: A detailed recording and mapping of trees within the study 

area was beyond the scope of this heritage assessment. An 

arboricultural assessment of the study area would be required to 

determine the age/s and health of HP-1]. 

OGN-1 mature native tree Description and Current Condition 

• A large mature native tree (eucalyptus species) – as illustrated in 

Map 5 and Plate 43.  

• Mature native trees are uncommon within the study area.  

• The tree appears to be in good health. 

Interpretation 

• The tree is of historic interest as it represents the deliberate or 

incidental retention of native species within predominantly cleared 

farming land. 

• OGN-1 does not meet the criteria for statutory protection as a 

heritage place/feature (e.g., Heritage Overly); however, the 

retention of this tree on environmental and amenity grounds is 

warranted where viable. 
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Table 13: Places/Features identified within Survey Area B 

Feature 
No. 

Place/Feature 
Type 

Description and Interpretation Significance Assessment 

• Native growth of indeterminate age. 

• Several (x3) trees are evident as mature trees in the general 

vicinity in an aerial image dating to 1947 (Figure 15 and Figure 

16). 

• While it is possible that OGN-1 was purposely retained (and 

possibly cultivated) to provide protection for stock from the 

elements, considering its location in proximity to Bruce’s Creek, 

the tree may have been incidentally retained due to the land’s 

unsuitability for cropping activity. 

[Note: A detailed recording and mapping of trees within the study 

area was beyond the scope of this heritage assessment. An 

arboricultural assessment of the study area would be required to 

determine the age/s and health of HP-1]. 

HB-1 creek crossing Description and Current Condition 

• A creek crossing – evident as a concentration of basalt cobbles 

spanning Bruce Creek – as illustrated in Map 5 and Plate 30. 

• The crossing surface is roughly laid – stones are evident within 

(i.e., embedded) and on the ground surface. 

Interpretation 

• Evident in aerial imagery dating to 1970+ (Map 4). 

• A deliberate (made) surface for people, animals or vehicles to 

traverse the creek. 

• The crossing is not evident on any historic maps or aerial 

imagery viewed as part of this assessment pre-dating 1970; 

however, discreet features such as this are not necessarily 

depicted on historic maps or visible in aerial surveys. 

• While the rough laid form of the crossing is consistent with 

historic ‘construction’ techniques, informal crossings such as 

this are still commonly constructed today. 

• NB-1 is of some local historic interest as it potentially marks the 

location of a historic creek crossing; however, the feature may 

equally have been constructed in the recent past. 

• HB-1 does not meet the criteria for statutory protection as a 

heritage place/feature (e.g., Heritage Overly; Victorian Heritage 

Inventory). 

• HB-1 has negligible historic significance. 
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Table 13: Places/Features identified within Survey Area B 

Feature 
No. 

Place/Feature 
Type 

Description and Interpretation Significance Assessment 

HB-2 landscape features • Two areas of possible landscape modification, evident as long, 

roughly-linear depressions/channel features – as illustrated in 

Map 5 and Plate 38.  

• The two features are located within 200m (south) of Bruce’s 

Creek Bluestone House and associated landform modifications, 

to the immediate east of a ploughed paddock on a moderate 

slope towards Bruce’s Creek.  

• The features measure approximately 40m and 55m in length by 

approximately 10m in width. 

Interpretation 

• The features are not clearly visible in historic aerial imagery 

dating to 1947 (Figure 15 and Figure 16); however, this image 

shows the location of several, apparently natural drainage lines 

that are not evident within the study area today. 

• The features are likely a natural formation (i.e., an erosion 

channel) as they do not show any definitive signs of having been 

created or modified by occupants of the land in the past. 

• HB-2 does not meet the criteria for statutory protection as a 

heritage place/feature (e.g., Heritage Overly; Victorian Heritage 

Inventory). 

• HB-2 has negligible historic significance. 
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Part Four: Cultural Heritage Significance of Identified Historic Places 

10.0 Assessment Criteria and Methodology 

10.1 Overview 

The cultural heritage significance of historic places/sites identified within the study area has been assessed 

using: 

• The principles of the Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter, 2013;  

• The criterion for assessing cultural heritage significance established by the Heritage Council of 

Victoria (Heritage Council of Victoria, 2020; Appendix 1); 

• The heritage criteria set out in ‘Planning Practice Note 1 - Applying the Heritage Overlay’ 
(DELWP, 2018); 

• The categories of significance as detailed in Heritage Victoria’s the Guidelines for Investigating 

Historical Archaeological Artefacts and Sites (Heritage Victoria, 2015); and  

• Heritage Victoria’s Policy for Determining Low Archaeological Value (Heritage Victoria, 2016). 

 

Consideration has also been given to relevant historic themes as set out in ‘Victoria’s Framework of 

Historical Themes’ (Heritage Council of Victoria, 2010). 

 

As defined by the Burra Charter (Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter, 2013): 

• Cultural heritage significance means ‘aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual value for past, 

present or future generations’. 

• The fabric of a heritage place means all of the physical material including but not limited to built 

heritage, landscape attributes, and archaeological deposits.  

 

Assessments of significance for identified historic places relates to the extant historic structure/s, the 

associated landscape, and/or the archaeological potential held by each site, and has been developed with 

consideration given to the results of desktop research (Sections 5.0 to Section 7.0) and the field survey 

(Sections 9.0). 

 

10.2 Limitations 

The assessed heritage significance held by a historic place is not fixed and can change over time due to 

alterations in the fabric of a place or as the result of new information being obtained pertaining to the history 

of that place. As such, the assessments provided here are based on the established occupation history of the 

study area and on preliminary on-site recording (as per the project scope). It should therefore be noted that 

additional background research or detailed recording of the identified historic structures may alter the 

assessment of significance. 

 

10.3 Summary of Findings 

On the basis of the established assessment criteria, one historic (non-Aboriginal) archaeological site (Survey 

Area A/Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House) has been assessed as being significant at a local level and as meeting 

the criteria for listing on the Victorian Heritage Inventory, as detailed in Section 11.0. A number of historic 

features were identified during the field survey of Area B. While some of these features have local historic 

interest (e.g., OGN-1), they are not subject to statutory protection under either the Heritage Act 2017 or the 
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Planning and Environment (Planning Schemes) Act 1996. None of the places identified within the study area have 

been assessed as holding significance at a State or National level. 

 

11.0 Identified Historic Heritage Sites 

11.1 Identified Historical Archaeological Site: Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House – Local 

Significance 

As a result of this assessment, an archaeological site – Survey Area A: ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ – 

has been assessed as meeting the threshold for inclusion on the Victorian Heritage Inventory. In compliance 

with Section 127 of the Heritage Act 2017, an archaeological site card (x1) was submitted to Heritage Victoria 

on September 01, 2022, nominating the identified site to the Heritage Inventory. Based on the assumption 

that the pending nomination of ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ is approved by Heritage Victoria, the site 

will be listed on the Victorian Heritage Inventory. 

 

11.1.1 Occupation and Land Use History 

While limited in nature, historic research conducted as part of this assessment indicates that – Crown 

Allotment (CA) 54, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc – was purchased from by Isaac Sutherland in 1855; 

and that the bluestone house (and associated features) was constructed and occupied by Sutherland and 

members of his family until the late nineteenth century (see Section 7.5.4 for details). No nineteenth century 

maps or contemporary descriptions of the bluestone house have been identified. However, available primary 

and secondary sources indicate that: 

 

• Crown Allotment (CA) 54, Section 21, Parish of Murgheboluc – approximately 19 acres of land, 

encompassing the site – was surveyed and offered for sale at a Government land sale in 1855, at 

which time it was purchased by Isaac Sutherland (Figure 8). 

• Passenger arrival records show that Isaac Sutherland arrived in the colony from Scotland with his 

family – including, wife Margaret (nee Buchanan) and six children – aboard the ship the Black Eagle 

in October 1854 (PROV, 2022).  

• The passenger arrival records show that Isaac (carpenter) and two of his sons (Robert and William) 

arrived in the colony as ‘assisted immigrants’ and that they were ‘engaged’ by Edward Carter Holmes 

of Bruce’s Creek.  

• Primary source material dating from 1854 to 1900 indicates that Isaac Sutherland and several family 

members were living together in a house at Bruce’s Creek (i.e., Bannockburn) in the 1860s (e.g., 

Geelong Advertiser, 8 Sept. 1864, p. 3) – it is presumed that this house is the current extant dwelling 

located within the site. 

• Isaac lived in the township until his death in 1896 (Geelong Advertiser, 29 Jul. 1896, p. 1). Rate records 

suggest that Sutherland had sold the property (CA 54) post-1890 but prior to his death in 1896. 

• A summary of the results of a review of available rate records (Bannockburn Shire (1877-1911) – 

Leigh Road District) is provided below: 

- During the period 1877 to 1879 Isaac Sutherland is recorded as occupying a ~19 acre 

allotment of land at Bannockburn, owned by a ‘Duncan Cattanach’ – it is likely that this 

rated property encompasses the identified archaeological site. However, given that 

Sutherland purchased the land in 1855, and is rated as the owner in 1880, it is possible that 

the identification of Cattanach as the owner is an error in the rate records. 
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- During the period 1880 to 1890 Isaac Sutherland owned and occupied a ~19-acre allotment 

of land at Bannockburn, which included a house – it is presumed that this rated property 

encompasses the site. 

- Isaac Sutherland is not recorded as a owning a rateable property at Bannockburn during 

the period 1891 until his death in 1896. It is presumed that Sutherland sold his land in 

c.1890 – possibly to the Fairburn family – and that CA 54 was amalgamating into their 

‘Burnside Estate’ at this date. 

- It is possible that the bluestone house was occupied under lease arrangements during the 

Fairburn family’s ownership period 1891 to c.1917; however, the absence of detailed 

descriptions of property locations in reviewed rate records precluded the identification of 

the occupier of the property (CA 54) during this time period.  
 

• While no specific details pertaining to the use of the broader property (CA 54) during the nineteenth 

century have been identified, contemporary sources variously describe Isaac as a carpenter (PROV, 

2022) and farmer (e.g., Geelong Advertiser, 15 Sept. 1864). It is likely that land in the immediate vicinity 

of the identified archaeological site was used for grazing and/or cropping purposes during the 

Sutherland and Fairburn families’ ownership periods.  

 

Historic research into the occupation and land use history of the site during the period c.1840 to 1855 and 

c.1890 to 2022 is provided in Section 7.0 

 

11.1.2 Site Interpretation  

While the site’s precise date of construction and period of occupation are not currently known, the results 

of background research conducted as part of this assessment indicates that: 

• The site, including its primary site features (e.g., HF-1, HF-2 and HF-3) were likely constructed 

during the nineteenth century (c.1855 to 1860s):  

- The method of construction is consistent with nineteenth century construction techniques. 

 

• Feature HF-1 (bluestone house) was built as a private domestic residence (e.g., rather than a 

commercial or agricultural, etc. building): 

- The layout and relatively small size of the structure is consistent with nineteenth century 

domestic architectural styles. 

- The location of the site – remote from historic tracks (Figure 6) and main line of road from 

Shelford to Geelong (Figure 8) – suggests that the property was not constructed with public 

access in mind or for public use (e.g., as a shop or business). The site’s location in proximity 

to Bruce’s Creek would have provided ready access to water for domestic use. 

- The results of the background research indicates that land encompassing the site (CA 54) 

was first purchased in 1855 by local carpenter, Isaac Sutherland. Sutherland travelled to 

Bruce’s Creek (Bannockburn) with his family following his arrival in the colony in October 

1854 under contract from local gentleman Edward Carter Holmes.  

- Primary source material indicates that Isaac Sutherland and his family were residing in a 

house at Bannockburn – in the vicinity of Bruce’s Creek – from the 1860s to c.1890 (see 

Section 7.5.4). It is therefore reasonable to assume that the site was owned and occupied 
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during this period by the Sutherland family, and that the house was built during the period 

1855 to c.1860.  

 

• The house likely fell out of use in the late-nineteenth or early-twentieth century: 

- While not evident on any nineteenth century maps viewed as part of this assessment (e.g., 

Figure 7) the site is also not evident on any detailed early twentieth century maps, which 

show the location of building (houses, farm buildings, etc.), dry stone walls and other 

paddock fencing in the vicinity (Figure 12 and Figure 14). This suggest that the bluestone 

house was ruinous/not being used/maintained by 1912. 

- Primary source material (see Section 7.5.4; Table 8 and Table 11) show that land 

encompassing the site had been purchased by Thomas Fairbairn by 1911; and amalgamated 

into his ~5,000 acre land holding known as the Burnside Estate.  

- Considering the nature and substantial size of the Burnside Estate, the land was likely 

purchased solely for agricultural purposes for its grazing and/or cropping land.  
 

Additional research and/or archaeological investigation (e.g., vegetation clearance, GPR and/or excavation) 

would be required to clarify the nature of the site. 

 

11.1.3 Assessment of Archaeological Potential 

Details of features and landscape modification identified at the site during the site survey are provided in 

survey results for Area A (see Section 9.5; also, Section 11.1), including photographs and a site plan showing 

the location and extent of all site features identified during the site inspection. The significance of the site 

has been assessed against Heritage Victoria’s significance thresholds (‘Heritage Victoria’s Policy for 

Determining Low Archaeological Value’, 2016). As a result of the site inspection and background research, 

the site has been assessed as having ‘high’ archaeological potential. 

 

11.1.4 Statement of Significance 

What is significant 

Built structures – including the standing ruins of a two storey bluestone house and retaining wall(s) – 

landscape modifications, and any additional archaeological features and deposits preserved at the site that 

are associated primarily with the historic ownership and occupation of the land during the period 1855 to 

c.1890; and any the subsequent occupation of the land post c.1890, but prior to c.1955 when the bluestone 

residence is recorded as a ‘ruinous structure’. 

 

How is it significant 

The site is of historical and archaeological significance at a local level. 

 

Why is it significant 

Historical Significance: 

The site is historically significant as it: 

- Demonstrates a key historic phase of Bannockburn’s history – the development of the township of 

Bannockburn and the establishment of small freehold farms in the immediate vicinity of the 

township during the nineteenth century; and 
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- Is historical associated with the Sutherland family, Scottish immigrants who came to Bannockburn 

as skilled contracted workers (carpenters) in 1855, and settled in the district as members of the 

developing farming community at Bannockburn. 

 
Archaeological Significance: 

The site has archaeological significance for:  

- Its potential to contain historical archaeological features, deposits and artefacts associated with the 

use and occupation of the site as a domestic residence during the period c.1855 to the late nineteenth 

century. 

 

11.1.5 Significance Assessment Against ‘Planning Practice Note 1 – Applying the Heritage 

Overlay’ 

Under the Planning and Environment (Planning Schemes) Act 1996, provision is made for the protection of 

heritage places that are significant to a local area. These places are listed on planning schemes under local 

council Heritage Overlays. A heritage place listed on the Heritage Overlay includes the listed item and its 

associated land. While the preparation of a Heritage Citation (Heritage Overlay) is beyond the scope of the 

current project, when assessed against the ‘Planning Practice Note 1 - Applying the Heritage Overlay’ 

(DELWP, 2018), the identified archaeological site (Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House) warrants consideration 

for listing on the Heritage Overlay. 

 

In summary, as assessed, the site is of local significance under the following significance Criteria established 

by the ‘Planning Practice Note 1 - Applying the Heritage Overlay’: 

• Criterion A (historic significance): Importance to the course or pattern of our cultural or natural 

history. 

• Criterion C (research potential): Potential to yield information that will contribute to understanding 

our cultural or natural history.  

• Criterion D (representativeness): Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a 

class of cultural or natural places or environments. 
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Part Five: Management Recommendations and Conditions 

12.0 Management Recommendations 

Recommendation One: Masterplan Design – Location of Future Roadways 

During the development of the Bruce’s Creek (west) Access Corridor it is recommended that two (2) 

identified historical archaeological sites located within the study area are excluded from any future proposed 

road alignments. Specifically, the below historic sites should be retained and protected from harm by 

ensuring that the future masterplan design locates these sites within open green space/public land as 

discussed in Recommendation Two.  

 

The following historical (non-Aboriginal) heritage sites should be retained and excluded from any future 

proposed road alignment/s: 

 

1) Previously identified archaeological site: H7721-0541; and 

2) Newly identified archaeological site: ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’. 

 

Given that the construction of any roadways – in particular, a main arterial roadway – will likely impact land 

in the vicinity of its alignment (e.g., due to construction vehicle access and laydown areas, etc.), it is 

recommended that a 100m works no-go zone is established around the mapped extent of the above sites in 

order to protect them from inadvertent harm during any future development works.  

 

The location of the historic heritage sites recommended for retention, and an associated 100m ‘buffer’ no-

go zone, is illustrated in Map 8. 

 

Note: It is acknowledged that the location of any future arterial and/or connection roads will need to consider 

multiple factors in addition to the protection of historic (non-Aboriginal) heritage. Should the VPA determine that 

it is not possible to avoid impacts to the above historic archaeological sites during future development, then 

Statutory protections set out as Management Condition One (Section 13.0) will apply. 

 

Recommendation Two: Preservation/Protection of Bruce’s Creek as an Historic 

Landscape of Local Interest 

Bruce’s Creek has been identified as a significant historic landscape feature within the study area. The 

identification of a historical archaeological site on the banks of the creek (newly identified ‘Bruce’s Creek 

Bluestone House’; also, previously identified archaeological site H7721-0541 – see Dolling and Crotty, 2021) 

highlights the importance of the creek during the nineteenth century occupation of the region.  

 

It is recommended that – with the exception of required road corridors – Bruce’s Creek and the immediate 

surrounding landscape be retained as open green space/public land in any future development, and that 

consideration be given to the installation of interpretive signage highlighting Bruce’s Creek as an historically 

significant waterway [Note: This recommendation is in line with Recommendation Two developed as a 

result of the 2021 study (see Dolling and Crotty, 2021, pp. 130-131)]. 
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Recommendation Three: Protection of Mature Native Tree OGN-1 

Although OGN-1 does not meet the criteria for statutory protection as a heritage place/feature (e.g., 

Heritage Overlay; see Section 9.6.1), as assessed, OGN-1 is of some local historic interest as it represents 

the deliberate or incidental retention of native species within predominantly cleared farming land. It is 

recommended that consideration be given to retaining this tree within any future development of Bruce’s 

Creek (west) Access Corridor – if the tree’s health and lifespan make this a viable option. In addition to its 

local historic value, the retention of OGN-1 on environmental and amenity grounds may be warranted  

 

Note: An arboriculture assessment was beyond the scope of this heritage assessment. The assessed health and 

anticipated lifespan (as established by an arboricultural assessment) would impact the viability of retaining OGN-1. 

 

Recommendation Four: Consideration of Heritage Overlay Listing – Bruce’s Creek 

Bluestone House 

While the preparation of Heritage Citations (Heritage Overlay) is beyond the scope of the current project, 

when assessed against the ‘Planning Practice Note 1 - Applying the Heritage Overlay’ (DELWP, 2018), the 

identified archaeological site (Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House) warrants consideration for listing on the 

Heritage Overlay (see Section 11.1.5). It is therefore recommended that the Golden Plains Shire consider 

whether including the identified archaeological site – ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ – in the municipality’s 

Heritage Overlay would be consistent with their planning policies. 

 

If the site is listed on the Heritage Overlay (HO) as an archaeological site, the mapped curtilage of the HO 

listing should reflect the curtilage established by the nominated Heritage Inventory site extent. 

 

Recommendation Five: Protection of Unidentified Historic Archaeological Site/s 

associated with the Gheringhap-Moorona Railway Line 

Gheringhap-Moorona railway line is located immediately south of the study area and the broader 

Bannockburn South East PSP area. This railway was constructed in 1913 and it is likely that temporary 

railway workers camps were established along the rail alignment during its construction. It is possible that a 

camp/s may be preserved as an archaeological site/s within the current railway reserve. Any such sites would 

be protected under the Heritage Act 2017. 

 

If it is anticipated that the railway reserve will be impacted during development of the study area or the 

broader Bannockburn South East PSP area, then – to mitigate the risks of disturbing an unidentified historic 

archaeological site – it is recommended that: 

• A desktop review of primary source material (e.g., documents and historic maps) dating to the 

construction of the railway be undertaken in order to determine the likely presence/absence of 

railway camps in the vicinity of the PSP; and 

• If appropriate, a survey of the rail reserve should be undertaken to identify/locate any historic sites 

within the rail reserve. 
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 Map 8: Management Recommendations – Protection of Identified Historic Heritage Sites  
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13.0 Management Conditions 

The following management condition relates specifically to statutory protections pertaining to heritage sites 

located within the study area. All non-Aboriginal and contact archaeological sites in Victoria are protected 

under Section 123 of the Heritage Act 2017. 

 

As detailed in Section 5.0 and Section 11.0, there are currently two (2) archaeological sites located within 

the study area. Based on the assumption that the pending nomination of ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ 

is approved and accepted for inclusion on the Victorian Heritage Inventory (VHI), both sites will be listed 

on the VHI and will be subject to Consent conditions (i.e., ‘Bruce’s Creek Pastoral Outstation’: H7721-0541 

& ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’: VHI no. TBD – pending approval from Heritage Victoria) – as detailed 

below. 

 

Condition 1: Statutory Protection of Heritage Inventory Sites – within the Study Area 

Under Section 123 of the Heritage Act 2017, a consent is required to uncover, excavate, damage, or disturb 

a site listed on the Victorian Heritage Inventory. In compliance with the Act, a consent will be required for 

any works activities that will impact/or will potentially impact the listed sites.  

 

It is understood that there are currently no plans to undertake works within the part of the study area that 

encompasses VHI site H7721-0541 or ‘Bruce’s Creek Bluestone House’ (see Map 3, Map 6 and Map 7). 

However, if, in the setting of any future development, there is potential for works to impact the site/s, 

then a Consent application for Victorian Heritage Inventory site/s must be submitted to Heritage 

Victoria. The Consent must be approved and issued by the Executive Director of Heritage Victoria prior 

to any disturbance of the site/s. 

 

The issued Consent will be subject to conditions, including any requirements for: archaeological monitoring, 

excavation and/or recording during the proposed works, artefact management, and post-excavation 

reporting.
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Appendix 1: Heritage Council of Victoria’s Criteria for the Assessment of Cultural Heritage 

Significance (Heritage Council of Victoria, 2020)
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Criteria for the Assessment of Cultural Heritage Significance (Heritage Council of 

Victoria, 2020) 

 

Criteria adopted (August, 2008) by the Heritage Council of Victoria pursuant to Sections 8(1)(c) 

and 8(2) of the Heritage Act 1995; replacing the previous criteria adopted by the Heritage Council 

in 1997. Criterion G was updated in 2019. 

 
Criterion A: Importance to the course, or pattern, of Victoria’s cultural history. 

 

Criterion B: Possession of uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of Victoria’s cultural history. 

 

Criterion C: Potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of Victoria’s cultural 

history. 

 

Criterion D: Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of cultural places or 

objects. 

 

Criterion E: Importance in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics. 

 

Criterion F: Importance in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical achievement at a particular 

period. 

 

Criterion G: Strong or special association with a particular present-day community or cultural group for 

social, cultural or spiritual reasons 

 

Criterion H: Special association with the life or works of a person, or group of persons, of importance in 

Victoria’s history. 

 

Note: In accordance with Section 8 of the Act, these criteria do not apply to a place or object that 

is of cultural heritage significance only on the ground of its association with Aboriginal tradition. 
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