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President’s Report
The main issues for the NEC over the last
several months have been dealing with
Members’
concerns
over
permitting
processes in several States and the
implementation of new standards and
guidelines frameworks by NSW NPWS.
Submissions have also been made on
behalf of members to:
!" The Secretary of the Standing
Committee
on
Industry
and
Resources Inquiry Into Resources
Exploration Impediments Parliament
House, Canberra; and
!" The Commonwealth Environmental
Protection
and
Biodiversity
Conservation Referrals Section for
proposed impacts on bays within the
Great Barrier Reef Province.
There has been a continuing positive
growth in applications for all types of
membership types in AACAI, which is
pleasing to note. This edition of the
Newsletter lists all categories of members
who were financial in the year 2001–2002.
This is a comprehensive list and shows the
broad range of membership drawn from
consultants, heritage officers, University
faculties and so on. It significantly
underestimates the actual number of
members who have applied and been
accepted by AACAI, however, because a
considerable number of people were not
financial for that year. Given the increased
costs of an upgraded Newsletter, the
production
of
a
new
brochure,
establishment of new chapters and
initiatives for professional development
workshops – these fees are essential to the
viability of an effective organisation. The
Membership Secretary has contacted all of
those members who are in arrears at least
once and will have done so once more
before this edition. Members who are not
financial will not be listed in the Newsletter
or the future web site.
A large number of new promotional AACAI
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brochures have been produced so that
State Chapters and Members can
disseminate these to clients and heritage
stakeholders as they see fit. Please contact
the Secretary on fullagar@uow.edu.au or
the
Membership
Secretary
on
s.ulm@uq.edu.au to arrange for bundles of
brochures to be forwarded. We would
encourage University faculties to also make
these available to Honours graduates.
A number of Members have found that
permitting processing are changing or are
inconsistent, at least at the regional level,
due to interpreted or ‘actual’ changes in
Aboriginal heritage significance assessment
guidelines. The concerns of these members
have been noted by the NEC and
representations made in person by myself
and others on the NEC to a number of
heritage regulators. Issues have also been
raised about the profiling of Associate
Members. These concerns have also been
registered and it will be seen that this
category of membership is appropriately
documented in this Newsletter and in the
new
promotional
material
for
the
organisation.
It is still apparent that some workers who
are trading as senior archaeologists have
still not applied for Full Membership. This
may be an important issue for the future
deliberations of the NEC.
The Standing Committee on Industry and
Resources
Inquiry
into
Resources
Exploration Impediments through various
newspaper notices and on its web page
notes that native title and cultural heritage
are two of the issues to be discussed under
the terms of reference. The AACAI as a key
player in the heritage industry has made a
submission (see page 4 of this Newsletter)
and wishes to make direct representation to
this Committee. The AACAI liaised with
AAA on its submission to this enquiry.
The NEC also made a submission to The
Commonwealth Environmental Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Referrals
Section about proposed development at
Radical Bay on the Great Barrier Reef –
essentially a test situation for future zonings
and use of catchments within the GBR. It
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attend or to authorise an NEC member to
attend on their behalf.

appears
that
anticipated
heritage
clearances may only involve surficial
examination of impact areas with little or no
assessment of potential archaeological
deposits. Given the prevalence of stratified
middens, burials and other features
commonly found within such bays – this is
clearly not an adequate approach. A copy
of that submission appears on page 5 in
this Newsletter.

Other ongoing issues for the NEC include
unbelievably complex transferrals of
delegations for signing authority for the two
accounts run by the organisation, returns
for the incorporated body, and the tidying
up
of
a
whole
range
of
administrative/financial/membership issues.
We are actively trying to set procedures in
place with briefing notes so that the
functions of the association are more
efficient with inbuilt checks and so that the
next round of hand-over of positions will be
less time-consuming (no – we are not
embracing new-age managerialism).

Following recent discussions with the
Director of Cultural Heritage of the NSW
NPWS, the AACAI has been invited to
participate in a workshop to discuss
amendments to the Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Standards and Guidelines Kit and
obviously assessments frameworks. (A
copy of the letter of invitation appears on
the opposite page.)
Clearly this is a most important event for
the organisation and NSW representatives
have been invited to nominate a delegate to

Peter Veth
National President

REMINDER: Australian Archaeological
Consultancy Monograph Series
communities are encouraged.

In the last newsletter we announced the
establishment of the AACAI Australian
Archaeological Consultancy Monograph
Series. Consultants are invited to submit
major reports that reflect significant and
strategic research and best practice in the
disciplines of archaeology and cultural
heritage management.

Reports must be camera-ready for copying
and have clearance from clients and
stakeholders in terms of their ability to be
circulated for wider publication.
The reports should be posted with covering
letter specifying clearances to: The
Secretary AACAI, 25 Balfour Road,
Austinmer, NSW 2515. Requests for
further details on the selection process,
likely format and distribution should be
addressed to the President at the same
address.

The full range of consultancy activity is
countenanced including regional survey,
remote sensing, excavation, management
and public education. Projects that display
successful
liaison
and
collaborative
research initiatives with indigenous
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NSW NPWS – INVITATION LETTER
Dear A/Professor Veth
Review of NPWS requirements for Aboriginal Heritage Assessments for development
proposals
In January 2003, the amendments, that were passed by Parliament in December 2001 to the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) that govern the protection of Aboriginal
heritage will come into force
The amendments can be summarised as:
!"
!"
!"
!"

Amending the term ‘relic’ to ‘Aboriginal object’ (this amendment has already
commenced)
Inclusion of desecration in the offence provisions under Section 90
Removal of ‘knowingly’ from Section 90 and the insertion of a defence provision relating
to due diligence and reasonable precaution
Amending the name of Section 90 Consents to Heritage Impact Permits; and Inclusion
of Aboriginal Heritage in the stop-work order provisions of Section 91AA

!"
!"

The majority of Aboriginal heritage assessments in NSW are conducted in the context of
development proposals and focus on archaeological survey without identifying and
assessing historical and social significance of the area to Aboriginal people and
assessing the impacts of the development on all heritage values.

!"

The National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) produced the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage
Standards and Guidelines Kit in 1997. As a result of the NPW Act amendments and to widen
the range of Aboriginal heritage values considered in Aboriginal heritage assessments, NPWS
is reviewing the guidelines sections of the kit.
In order to progress the review the NPWS would like to discuss its proposed approach to
Aboriginal Heritage Assessments for development proposals at a workshop with the following
organisations:
*NSW Aboriginal Land Council;
*Native Title Services Ltd;
*Department of Aboriginal Affairs;
*Planning NSW;
*NSW Minerals Council; and
*Australian Association of Consulting Archaeologists (AACA)
The NPWS would appreciate if you or a representative from your organisation could
participate in the workshop.
The workshop will take place at NPWS Goulburn Street Office (Level 14, 59-61 Goulburn
Street, Sydney) from 2– 5 pm on 22 August 2002.
To confirm your attendance or if you have any inquiries please call Ann O’Loughlin on 9585
6003.
Yours sincerely
Jason Ardler
Director, Cultural Heritage
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AACAI Submission (1)
Standing Committee on Industry and Resources
Inquiry Into Resources Exploration Impediments

As the leading body for the registration,
accreditation and support of consulting
archaeological heritage practitioners in
Australia the AACAI formally notifies the
Committee of its interest in the inquiry and
its wish to make specific representations on
the theme - Access to land including Native
Title and Cultural Heritage issues.

3)

Our members regularly carry out both
research and applied work in the areas of
cultural heritage and native title. This work
is conducted for a range of clients including
resource developers, land managers and
different community heritage stakeholders.
Our members cover the disciplinary areas
of indigenous, European/contact and
maritime archaeology. The land use
projects which our members act as
consultants to are worth many billions of
dollars each year.

4)

The major issues we wish to discuss further
are:
1)

2)

regulators as to the required outcomes
from cultural heritage assessment and
mediation;
Our members attempt to liaise
effectively with numerous land users
and heritage stakeholders and often
find themselves as intermediaries in
complex negotiations. Facilitation of
direct and relevant contact between
land users and ‘owners’ is encouraged,
however, and is consistent with the
aims of the organization; and finally
The need for government to more
formally regulate the important activity
of professional heritage assessment,
especially given the scale and
monetary
worth
of
many
key
developments involved. This might
occur with Acts of Registration for
professionals involved in cultural
heritage work or improved guidelines
from statutory heritage authorities.

The AACAI has well established codes for
ethical conduct, professional research
protocols and responsibilities to clients and
other
stakeholders.
The
AACAI
Constitution, these codes and details of
Members
may
be
found
at
www.archaeology.usyd.edu.au/aacai

That the regulatory heritage authorities
in most states and territories are often
under-resourced to deal with and
expedite the more complex heritage
considerations arising under varied
state and federal acts;
That cultural heritage and native title
considerations where properly planned
for by qualified practitioners do not
represent impediments to access. Our
experience is that delays to resource
exploration access are often due to
poorly structured work programs,
incomplete survey protocols and
insufficient direction from heritage

Yours sincerely,

(A/Professor) Peter Veth
National President of the AACAI
18-07-02
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AACAI Submission (2)
Commonwealth EPBC Referrals Section:
Proposal to Develop Radical Bay,
Magnetic Island
As National President of the Australian
Association of Consulting Archaeologists
Incorporated I wish to make strong
representation on the need for adequate
assessment of the cultural heritage values
of this embayment and related catchments
and
specifically
their
archaeological
potential.
Superficial examination for surface features
and
artefacts
does
not
constitute
appropriate consideration of the history of
previous land-use and occupation of these
areas by people both before and after
European settlement.
Experience from other developments and
land-uses in bays throughout the GBR
shows that it is common to unearth buried
middens, occupation sites and burials.
Such archaeological potentials can only be
properly assessed through remote sensing
techniques and more commonly strategic
and
targeted
testing
of
potential
archaeological
deposits
before

Show-offs and
Pay-offs

development and impact occurs.
Such pre-disturbance assessment is
considered normal and indeed mandatory
in most other parts of Australia – especially
where there is comparative data to indicate
the high likelihood of such features being
encountered. The normal course of action
is then to assess the various values and
significances of such cultural materials and
for
the
appropriate
regulatory
authority/minister to determine what
protective/mitigation/avoidance measures
should be undertaken. The scope, size and
intensity of the proposed development
demand that such assessment take place.
Yours Sincerely

(A/Professor) Peter Veth MAACAI
24/07/02

(www.darwinawards.com). However, other
apparently irrational behaviour may have a
hidden evolutionary agenda. For example,
individual hunters may choose to collect
food the hard way (with relatively low
returns), or they may acquire food and give
it all away. How can evolutionary models
explain such seemingly wasteful practices?

By Richard Fullagar
We all know humans can behave
irrationally. Some behaviour has no
apparent evolutionary advantage at all, and
the ‘Darwin Awards’ commemorate the
remains of foolish individuals who have
contributed to the improvement of our gene
pool by removing themselves from it
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A team of anthropologists led by Rebecca
Bird (University of Utah) believes that
hunting itself may provide an honest signal
(one that can’t be faked) of skill or other
fitness-related quality. The evolutionary
pay-off is that many people get to assess
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of Mer from October to April, turtles must be
hunted in the open sea at other times of the
year. Invariably the purpose of these turtle
hunts is to provide fresh meat for public
feasts. Unlike spearfishing, turtle-hunting
(and collecting) produces a lot of meat. But
while a turtle-collector keeps a proportion of
the meat for his own family’s consumption,
the turtle-hunter keeps none for himself and
has no say in how it is distributed. How
could this help the hunter? As Bird and
colleagues explain, news of the hunt
spreads quickly. The successful turtlehunter is immortalised in local legend and
thus shows off his qualities as a potential
mate or ally to the rest of the community.

the signaler’s (in this case, hunter’s)
credentials as a mate, ally or competitor.
Bird and colleagues studied foraging
practices of the Meriam – Indigenous
owners of Mer and the other Murray Islands
in the Torres Strait. They found that
spearfishing provides much less food (in
terms of nutrition) than the hunters could
catch had they collected other available
seafood like shellfish (the target food of
most women). While dietary variety may
play a role, the researchers showed that
these hunters rarely share their catch, and
therefore few people actually benefit from
task specialisation. However, hunting
success clearly signals individual prowess
and skill. Anyone can collect shellfish and
no-one (not even a good collector) stands
out, but everyone remembers the best
spearfisherman swaggering up the beach
with his catch in hand.

Bird, R.B., Smith, E.A. & Bird, D.W., 2001. The
hunting handicap: costly signaling in human
foraging strategies. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 50: 9–
19.

Turtle-hunting provides another example.
Although nesting Green Turtles (Chelonia
mydas) are easily collected on the beaches

Reproduced, with permission, from
Nature Australia 27(4): 7, Autumn 2002.

Termites on the
Menu

image analysis, they compared the
markings on these tools with experimental
bone tools that had been used to dig up
tubers or break open termite mounds.
Opening up a termite mound produced
long, thin, parallel striations along the
length of the tool, which the researchers
explain came from the fine, even-sized
sand grains (preselected by the termites)
and the need for a vertical stabbing action
to efficiently open the mound. By contrast,
digging for tubers resulted in short,
crisscross marks that varied in width, and
arose from the mixed particle sizes in the
ground and the need to attack the tuber
from different angles. All the archaeological
tools examined by Backwell and d’Errico
showed wear patterns consistent with use
in breaking open termite mounds. And the
rewards for such behaviour would certainly
have been worth the effort: there are nearly
twice as many calories in 100 grams of
termites as there are in the same amount of
steak.

By Richard Fullagar
Tiny telltale scratches on the world’s
earliest bone tools were thought to have
come from digging for tubers, which some
anthropologists believe played a crucial role
in human evolution (see Nature Aust.
Autumn 2000). However, a new look at
these old tools suggests a different source
for the scratches – termite mounds – and
may provide the first known evidence of
insectivory in early hominids.
Lucinda
Backwell
(University
of
Witwatersrand,
South
Africa)
and
Francesco
d’Errico
(CNRS,
France)
examined 85 bone points from the 1.8–1.0million-year-old African sites of Swartkrans
and Sterkfontein. Using computerised
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As to who was using these tools, the
remains of two hominid species have been
found in the deposits: Australopithecus
robustus and Homo habilis. Earlier analysis
of the hominid bones had revealed the
presence of a type of carbon obtained only
from the consumption of grass-eating
herbivores. This suggested a carnivorous
diet but was harder to explain for
Australopithecus robustus, which had been
assumed to be strictly vegetarian. Backwell
and d’Errico now argue that consumption of
grass-eating termites could also have been
responsible for this carbon signature,
although more detailed studies are required
to determine whether only one or both
species were eating termites.
But is this the end of the story? Australian
Aborigines are known to consume termite
mound for its mineral content. Could the
earliest bone tools have been used in a
similar way (that is, to harvest the dirt,
rather than the insects)? Also, work

currently underway by Thomas Loy
(University of Queensland) and colleagues
on similar 1.8-million-year-old bone tools
from the African site of Drimolen suggests
that some of them were indeed used to
process tubers (as indicated by traces of
the plant tissue left behind). In these cases,
the fine striations may simply have arisen
through shaping of the tool tips with a stone
artefact. The possibility that similar tools
may have been used for different purposes
highlights the complexity of early hominid
behaviours.
Backwell, L.R. & d’Errico, F., 2001. Evidence of
termite foraging by Swartkrans early hominids.
Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. 98(4): 1358–1363.

Reproduced, with permission, from
Nature Australia 27(3): 18–19, Summer
2001–2002.

An artefact recording scheme for the
Cumberland Plain, NSW.
by Elizabeth White

Introduction
Over the last 10 years I have been developing a scheme for recording lithic assemblages, firstly
for the Hunter Valley and more recently for the Cumberland Plain. Versions of the recording
scheme are available in various consulting reports, prepared primarily for Dr Laila Haglund and
Dr Jo McDonald, and my M.Phil Thesis.
A lithic recording scheme should allow us to access information about people. We record lithic
items in certain technical (and hopefully replicable) ways, but the fundamental aim is to get at
information on what people were doing – a behavioural approach to lithic analysis. A
behavioural approach allows archaeologists to track the actions of people in prehistory, to learn
something of what people did with stone and how they organised its use. From this it is possible
to understand something of the technological strategies that were in place.
Nelson (1991) has defined technological organisation as
… the study of the selection and integration of strategies for making, using, transporting, and
discarding tools and the materials needed for their manufacture and maintenance. (Nelson 1991: 57)
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site, but the technology of the assemblage
from the bottom unit appears to be nonBondaian, probably pre-Bondaian in age.
The assemblage from the top unit contains
Bondaian elements, particularly backed
artefacts.

How to start such a study? I have begun by
looking at raw materials. What stone types
were used? Was it transported a long way
from its source? In what form was the stone
transported (e.g. cobbles, flakes struck from
cobbles, heat shatters or spalled pieces)?
How big was the transported stone? Was
the stone prepared at or close to its source
before being transported to domestic
contexts? Was the stone of good flaking
quality? Was the stone heat treated? How
was the reduction of stone and the
production of tools organised? For
example, did people flake a lot of stone in
one location and make tools en masse (as
on a reduction site or knapping floor on
which backed artefacts were made)? Was a
core carried around and just one or a few
flakes struck from it when needed
(expedient flake production, e.g. Binford
and O’Connell 1989: 144; Hayden 1977:
179)? Is there evidence for tool retouching
(e.g. debitage which had been struck from
tools even if the tools are not present in the
assemblage)?

The assemblage from the bottom unit is
dominated by silicified tuff (71% of lithics),
so people must have come to the site from
areas where this raw material occurred
naturally,
or
had
well
established
trade/exchange networks with other people
living in those areas. Most of the artefacts
are of good quality stone (71% of artefacts).
Some artefacts are relatively large,
exceeding 5 cm in size (1.1%), so we can
infer that people must have carried some
fairly large pieces of stone with them when
they travelled to the site from sources of
this stone – not a typical stone rationing
strategy (e.g. Byrne 1980). Artefact density
on the site is low (21 lithic items/m2)1 and
few cores are present (0.4%), indicating
conservation of cores for use at other sites
and ‘limited discard’ – strategies which are
typical of stone rationing. Unifacial flaking
was used preferentially to reduce stone
(61% of flake platforms, 6 of 9 cores) – a
quick and easy technique. The overall
technological strategy appears to have
involved preference for good quality
silicified tuff, sometimes transported as
large pieces of stone, from which small
numbers of artefacts were struck and
discarded, with cores usually removed for
use elsewhere.

Application to site RH/CC2
Excavation of this site and a detailed
analysis of the lithics has been reported by
Jo McDonald CHM Pty Ltd (2001). The site
is located adjacent to Cattai Creek, more
than 15 km from known surface sources of
silicified tuff and 10.5 km from the nearest
known surface source of silcrete. The
following notes are a summary, and intend
to highlight the general utility of the
recording scheme described below.

The assemblage from the top unit is
substantially different to that from the

The site contains a sand deposit up to 1
metre deep consisting of bioturbated top
and bottom sandy units. The sand body
retains a rough stratigraphy, and the
assemblage from the bottom unit is clearly
older than the assemblage from the top
unit. No absolute dates are available for the

1 The calculated density is probably higher than the
density of artefacts discarded at the time, because
the assemblage from the bottom unit includes
numerous fragments of crenated fracture and heat
shatter stone, which appear to have come from
artefacts broken on-site after discard.
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bottom unit. Silcrete is the predominant
stone type (77% of lithics), suggesting more
use of local resources. The use of good
quality stone declines (61% of artefacts).
Relatively few artefacts are more than 5 cm
in size (0.4%); it is possible that the stone
was largely prepared elsewhere before
import, with smaller pieces transported
and/or on-site reduction was more intensive
(silcrete flaked artefacts with cortex
declined from 5.3% in the bottom unit to
3.1% in the top unit). Artefact density is
higher (35 artefacts/m2), indicating more
discard – perhaps by more people, and/or
people carrying out more discard activities,
and/or people discarding more artefacts
during individual activities. Cores are three
times more frequent (1.2%) indicating more
end-of-the-road discard of stone. An overall
impression of greater discard activity is
obtained. Asymmetric alternating flaking
was introduced (present on 17 of 42 cores;
and 4.5% of flake platforms are faceted).
This technique was probably associated
with the production of backed artefacts on
the site. Bipolar flaking (still rare) was
extended from quartz to silcrete and
silicified tuff. It is clear that significant
changes occurred in the way stone raw
materials were obtained and used on the
site.

Other issues
I am also concerned about some other
issues relating to lithic recording:
#" Basic recording should be useful for
other analysts who might come along
later and record other kinds of
variables. For example, very detailed
recording of whole flakes was
advocated by Hiscock (1986), and
pursued by Haglund (1989) and Baker
(1992)
with
promising
results.
Identifying individual artefacts with
unique identification numbers is useful
in this regard.

9

#" Likewise, we should also consider as-

yet
unexplored
future
research
interests, especially when assemblages
are ‘salvaged’ from sites which will be
destroyed. I strongly advocate the
recovery and documentation of ALL
lithic items which do not occur naturally
on a site, including heat broken,
crenated fractured and other nondiagnostic stone of raw material types
from which artefacts were made. I am
somewhat concerned at comments
heard ‘on-the-grapevine’ that some
excavators or analysts may be
discarding lithic items (such as heatshatter stone) that do not show clear
signs of flaking. This is of concern, as in
some
cases
conjoining
can
demonstrate that flaked artefacts (e.g.
cores or tools) have been broken by
crenated fracture into smaller pieces.
#" ‘A biased sample of a biased sample of
a biased sample …’ It is accepted that
we cannot recognise all tools in an
assemblage – because use may have
been light, or tools may have been
used on soft materials that have left no
traces and residues have not survived
(Fredericksen and Sewell 1991). It is
not possible to identify all tools.
Davidson et al. (1993: 52) have
cautioned against seeing tools as
‘finished artefacts’ – a view which they
argue makes statements about function
rather than methods of production. The
effect of such approaches is that some
behaviour – use of stone tools – is
ignored in artefact recording. In other
studies (e.g. dietary evidence from a
midden) archaeologists do not ignore
the evidence they have because it is
incomplete. Why would we ignore stone
artefact evidence because it is
incomplete?
#" Most recording schemes classify lithic
items into pre-defined categories (e.g.
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silicified tuff, including chalcedony,
agate, etc.
#"Quartzite.
#"Igneous materials. These include
basalt, porphyrytic volcanic, granites
and other igneous rock types. Due to
the small numbers of artefacts of these
raw materials and their usually coarsegrained textures, the generic term
‘igneous’ is used rather than more
specific identifications.
#"Other. Other rock types which I am not
able to identify, usually fairly coarse
grained materials.
Colour: This (and lustre below) are
recorded to assist with the identification of
heat treated silcrete (after Corkill 1997).
Only general descriptions of colour are
used. Preference is given to generic
descriptions such as yellow, yellow-orange,
yellow-red, red, orange, pink, pink-brown,
dark brown, grey and so on.
Lustre:
Three categories describe the
silcrete matrix: dull, slight and glossy.
These are identified subjectively. ‘Dull’
silcrete shows no sheen. ‘Glossy’ silcrete
shows high sheen. ‘Slight’ is a term
assigned to in-between lustre.
Stone quality:
An indication of flaking
quality is given. Again, this is a subjective
variable based on the surface appearance
of the stone; artefacts are not broken during
the analysis to test the flaking quality. Three
general categories are used: poor, medium
and good. The quality of the stone within
many artefacts ranges across these
categories, so some are described as poormedium, medium-good, or poor-good. In
general
#"Poor quality is assigned where the raw
material is unable to sustain a fracture
surface in one plane, or is unable to
produce functionally useful margins.
The category includes highly flawed
materials and poorly consolidated
granular materials.

raw material types, artefact types, size
intervals, breakage categories). In my
experience the range of variation for
many variables is more or less
continuous, and such categories should
be regarded as indicative rather than
absolute. Any comparisons between
assemblages should take the indicative
rather than absolute nature of recording
into account. Of course, I am not
advocating that we be less than
rigorous in our recording of lithic items,
or careless about our description of
variables and their application to lithic
items. But rather, we do the best we
can, we get as close as possible to an
accurate description of a lithic
assemblage, but we should recognise
that no recording of an assemblage will
be perfect. There will always be lithic
items which do not fit neatly into our
pre-defined categories, and/or our
concentration may wander for a
moment, and we might make a mistake.

The recording scheme
Provenance data: The square and spit are
recorded as relevant.
Id. No.: Each artefact is assigned a unique
identification number, entered into the
database. This number is written on all
artefacts large enough to do so.
Count: A field records the number of
artefacts in each record (usually 1).
Raw material type: The raw material types
include those often recorded in the Sydney
region:
#"Silicified tuff (S.Tuff) – often called
‘indurated mudstone’ or chert.
#"Silcrete.
#"Quartz.
#"Petrified wood (also known as siliceous
wood).
#"Other FGS (fine grained siliceous). This
category includes other fine grained
siliceous materials which are not

10
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#"Medium quality is assigned to raw

materials that are able to sustain a
fracture surface and produce margins
potentially useful, at least for rough
chopping or wood-working tasks.
Fracture surfaces are often rough to the
touch.
#"Good quality is assigned where raw
materials have smooth fracture surfaces
and sharp even margins (i.e. isotropic
stone). As a guide, good quality raw
materials are suited to the production of
backed artefacts.
Cortex:
The categories apply to the
approximate coverage of cortex on the
dorsal and platforms of flakes and broken
flakes. In the case of flake fragments it
refers to the approximate extent of cortex
on the dorsal surface. For other reduction
types, the artefacts are laid on the largest
cortex-free surface (as if it were the
equivalent of a ventral surface for this
purpose) and the amount of cortex
estimated for all other visible surfaces; it is
hoped that this will allow some
comparability to the estimate of cortex on
flakes. The cortex categories used are:
#"0%. No cortex is present.
#"< 30%. A small amount of cortex is
present on non-ventral or equivalent
surface(s).
#"40-60%. Cortex covers about half of the
non-ventral or equivalent surfaces.
#"> 70%. Cortex covers most or all of the
non-ventral or equivalent surfaces.
Artefact size:
The maximum size of
artefacts along their longest dimension is
recorded in 0.5 cm size intervals. Artefacts
are laid on graph paper for this purpose,
and calipers used to check borderline
cases. The 0.5 cm size interval is used for
comparability with other projects on the
Cumberland Plain.
Artefact weight: Electronic balances are
used. Weight is recorded for each artefact,
to the nearest 0.1 g for items less than 50 g
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in weight, to the nearest 0.2 g for items 50–
100 g, and to the nearest 1.0 g for items
more than 100 g.
Modification type: Two artefact type fields
are established, one is ‘Modification Type’
and the other ‘Reduction Type’. The
modification type highlights artefacts with
modification relevant to activities or
rationing strategies. Modification types
generally include the following categories:
#"Hammerstone. Pitting from percussion
use is present on the tips or margins of
the artefact, or on one or more flat
surfaces.
#"Anvil. Pitting from percussion use is
present on one or more flat surfaces.
#"Manuport. An item (e.g. a cobble) not
reduced and showing no tool usewear;
that is, an item imported to a site but
without obvious evidence of tool use or
reduction.
#"Core (functioning as a raw material
supply). A piece of stone that was
flaked to produce artefacts which could
be used as tools. The piece of stone
may have originally been a cobble, a
flake, a broken flake, a flake fragment, a
flaked piece, a heat shatter or a
naturally broken rock (after Gorman
1992: 156). Cores are identified as
artefacts with negative flake scars only,
or where flakes (or broken flakes or
flake fragments) are reduced as cores,
the negative scars must have
intercepted (be more recent in reduction
than) the ventral surface of the flake
used as the core. As noted by Witter
(1992: 30) it is sometimes difficult to
distinguish some cores from flake tools,
particularly those where the ventral
surface was used as a platform and
numerous flakes have been removed.
Here, such items are recorded as cores
where (1) several large-sized flake
scars (whole or remnant, more than 1
cm in size) are present, indicating the
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may have included Bondi points,
geometrics or amorphous backed
artefacts. The presence of chord
usewear is noted where present.
#"Backing debitage. Flakes from bipolar
and anvil-rested backing are recognised
where their dorsal surfaces are similar
to the backed margins of backed
artefacts, showing bi-directional scars
and distal crushing. The ventral
surfaces have a proximal bulb, and
sometimes a smaller distal bulb or cone
as a result of force rebounding from the
anvil on which the item was rested.
Some distal tips of backed artefacts
also have a bulbar surface along the
‘break’, from having been removed
(broken accidentally?) during backing.
#"Tools. These are artefacts with
usewear, such as crushing, rounding or
striations, which may or may not include
flaking retouch of the used margin. In
some cases artefacts show edge
damage that might have been from
usewear or from other processes (such
as movement within a sandy soil) which
could have accidentally damaged the
margin of the artefact. Where the edge
damage appears consistent but I am not
certain that it is tool usewear, artefacts
are recorded as possible tools (Tool?).
#"Debitage from tool. These are artefacts
which were struck from used tools, and
have usewear on the dorsal margins of
their platforms and/or dorsal surfaces.
#"Debitage from sthg worn. These are
artefacts which show rounding wear on
their dorsal surfaces, dorsal ridges,
and/or platforms.
#"Debitage. Flaked artefacts showing
none of the above forms of modification.
#"HS or CF Debitage, and Non-diagnostic
items. These are items whose reduction
types are heat shatters, crenated
fracture
or
non-diagnostic
(see
Reduction Type below).

repeated removal of flakes that could
have been large enough to have been
used as tools; and (2) where no
usewear is evident. It is admitted that
the distinction between such items as
cores or tools is imperfect, and some
may indeed have been used as both.
#"Core-tool. A core that was also used as
a tool (a core with tool usewear). Since
small flake scars from overhang
removal could be misinterpreted as
usewear, core-tools should show edge
rounding, polish or striations.
#"Retouched artefact. The negative scars
from flaking were struck from surfaces
in such a way as to indicate that the
retouching was more recent in the
reduction sequence than the artefact
being
retouched.
For
example,
retouching scars may have been struck
from or intercept with the ventral surface
of a flake, but scars removed during
core platform preparation (e.g. platform
faceting or ridge-straightening) are
excluded. Flake scars on retouched
artefacts are generally too small for the
retouching flakes themselves to have
been used as tools (e.g. < 1 cm in size),
and retouched artefacts may have been
intended for use as tools or as cores
(e.g. of the Redbank A Strategy), but
this
cannot
be
determined.
In
organisational terms these items are
modified
but
their
roles
seem
ambiguous, perhaps being either core
or tool blanks, failed cores or tools,
practice items or broken fragments of
cores or tools.
#"Backed artefact. A flake, a broken flake
or flake fragment with blunting (vertical)
retouch along one or more margins. The
retouch must have occurred after the
artefact was struck from its core. The
retouch is usually initiated from the
ventral surface. Backed artefacts may
be of any shape, and particular forms
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Reduction type: This field summarises the reduction and breakage of stone, as is routinely
recorded for sites on the Cumberland Plain, with the addition of heat shatters, crenated fracture
items, and non diagnostic items. The identification of flakes, broken flakes, and flake fragments
is made by reference to the technical descriptions and definitions of a flake given by Cotterell
and Kamminga (1987) and Speth (1972). Reduction type is recorded for all artefacts, including
non-debitage items. Essentially, it records what the artefact was before it was a core or tool,
e.g. a hatchet (axe) may have originally been a cobble, then flaked and edge-ground to make a
tool; or a core may have been a large flake before being itself knapped. The reduction type list
includes:
#"Cobble. A rock more than 6.4 cm in size.
#"Pebble. A rock less than 6.4 cm in size.
#"Flake.
General features of a flake
Essentially, a flake must have a
ring crack (point of impact)
platform, a point of impact (force
platform
application), a Hertzian cone, and a
shear
bulb of percussion. Flakes may also
Hertzian
fracture
show lines resulting from shear
bulbar
fracture, a bulbar scar (also called
scar
bulb of percussion
erraillure scar) and ripple marks
(Speth 1972:35). These features
ripple marks
may be more or less pronounced,
depending on the quality of the
stone material, the hardness of the
hammer relative to the stone, and
whether an anvil was used and the
manner of its use.
It should be noted that some flakes have damaged margins. As a general guide a flake is
considered unbroken if it is complete enough to be able to describe its shape.
force application. The surfaces show
signs of flaking such as lines from shear
fracture and/or ripple marks.
#"Bipolar flake or piece. A flaked artefact
that shows crushing on both proximal
and distal ends (where both are
present), and may have a flattened bulb
of percussion. The crushing and
flattening of the bulb occurs because
force was applied at the proximal end
and rebounded through an anvil on
which the distal end was rested
(Cotterell and Kamminga 1987).
#"Heat shatter (HS) and Crenated fracture
(CF). A piece of stone which shows
crenated surfaces and/or potlid scars.
The term ‘crenated fracture’ is probably

#"Broken flake. The proximal end of a

flake. A flake with one or more margins
broken. It has a platform, point of force
application, and bulbar surface, usually
with ripple marks but is broken.
#"Cone-split broken flake. A broken flake,
split vertically along its long axis, often
through or close to its point of force
application, bisecting the platform.
#"Flake fragment. A piece of a flake not
having a platform. It has an identifiable
bulbar surface and it is possible to
orient the flake fragment towards its
missing point of force application.
#"Flaked piece. An artefact that appears
to have been flaked but which cannot
be oriented towards a particular point of

13
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Cores: Additional information is recorded
for cores to show how they were flaked, as
advocated by Baker (1992). ‘Flaking
pattern’ is the pattern of flake removals
evident on cores. The categories recorded
are
unifacial,
bifacial
(symmetric
alternating),
asymmetric
alternating
(including faceting) and bipolar.
Flakes and broken flakes: Seven types of
flake platforms are recorded on flakes and
broken flakes more than 1 cm in size.
#"Cortex. Platform surface covered
entirely with cortex.
#"Plain. Platform surface consisting of a
smooth flaked surface.
#"Ridged. Platform surface has a ridge
formed by a remnant margin of a flake
formerly struck across the core.
#"Scarred. Platform has one or a few flake
scars, the points of force showing that
they were initiated from blows struck on
the dorsal edge of the platform surface.
#"Faceted. Platform has many tiny flake
scars on it, also initiated from the dorsal
edge of the platform.
#"Focal. A very small platform, less than
twice the area of the ring crack.
#"Indeterminate. The platform surfaces of
some artefacts cannot be determined
due to irregularities on the platform
surface, or because the platforms are
partly collapsed or otherwise damaged.

preferential to the term ‘heat shatter’
because it makes no assumption as to
the force or cause of breakage. In the
case of silicified tuff, for example, it is
possible that natural weathering could
result in crenated fracture.
#"HS sthg flkd or CF sthg flkd. A heat
shattered or crenated fractured piece of
something flaked. A broken piece of
stone with a remnant flaked surface, but
broken surfaces intercept with the
flaked surface in such a way as to
indicate that breakage occurred after
flaking.
#"Ind. Indeterminate. Where the reduction
type could not be determined, e.g. for
cores that had been subject to
extensive reduction.
#"Non-diagnostic. Items of the same
stone types as other artefacts, which do
not show features diagnostic of flaking,
heat breakage or crenated fracture, but
from their context are likely to have had
an Aboriginal origin (e.g. do not occur
naturally on the site). Some are of poor
quality stone that may not retain
diagnostic features. Others, particularly
of silicified tuff, have smooth curving or
flattish surfaces and might have been
flake fragments or pieces of broken heat
shatters, but they retain insufficient
evidence
to
enable
a
precise
identification.

Core flaking patterns
Unifacial flaking: Reduction proceeds from one edge
on a face of a core (or tool). Cores may be rotated,
showing reduction from multiple faces but the force is
applied in only one direction to remove flakes
potentially large enough for some use (although small
flakes may also be removed, e.g. to trim the platform).
On flakes, platforms may show cortical, plain smooth,
or ridged platforms (see below).
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Bifacial, bifacial flaking: (also called symmetric
alternating) Relatively large-sized flakes (potentially
useable as tools) are struck from the two faces of a
platform edge. A bifacial pattern of removals makes
use of the bulbar scar from one flake removal to give
a lower platform angle for a flake removed from the
alternate face of the platform edge (Witter 1992: 31);
hence reduction proceeds from the two faces of a
platform edge.

Asymmetric alternating flaking/reduction: Small flakes
(in the form of core preparation and platform faceting)
are removed from the platform surface (1). Then
(potentially useable) larger flakes (2) are struck from
that prepared surface. Baker (eg. 1992) argues that
this flaking pattern was associated with blade
production.

Bipolar: A reduction technique whereby the core is
rested on an anvil and force applied to it an angle
close to 90o, towards the core’s contact with the anvil.
Force passes through the core and bounces back
from the anvil. The resulting flakes and core may
show crushing at the end which was struck by the
hammerstone and at the end which was in contact
with the anvil. The bipolar flakes may also have
sheared or compressed bulbs of percussion (Cotterell
and Kamminga 1987: 688, 698-700).

force application large flake removals
2
1
force
application
- large flake
removals

core

force application large flake removals

2

1

core

small
platform
preparation
removals

force application

anvil
force rebounded
from anvil

Types of flake platform surfaces
Cortex

Plain

Ridged

Scarred

unifacial with
core rotation,
or bifacial

bifacial
sometimes
asymmetric

Faceted

ventral
dorsal
flaking
pattern

unifacial

unifacial
with or without
core rotation
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alternating

Four types of flake shapes are recorded. Flakes are laid on graph paper with their platforms
oriented parallel to the horizontal lines. Shape is recorded as follows:
#"Elongate (El) – flakes are twice as long as they were wide, or more than twice as long as
wide
#"Longer than wide (L > W)
#"Length equals width (L = W)
#"Wider than long (W > L)

Flake shape
Elongate

Longer
than wide

Length
equals width

Wider
than long
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Recent Research at Elvina Track rock
platforms
by John Clegg

The following is based on a seminar
presentation given in the AACAI NSW
Occasional Meeting series on 5 August 2002.

Last year, and continuing last month, we
have been undertaking research at Elvina
Track, West Head. The research addressed
saucer-shaped depressions on the rock
surface – snames – that may have been
caused by fires. I had two hypotheses: that
such things exist, and that they are
associated with rock engravings.
Some time in 1965, then fresh from
England, I was taken to see the Aboriginal
rock engravings at Devil’s Rock. I noticed a
circular depression near the figure known
as ‘Baiame’, and enquired what it was. In
2002 I remember the answer as ‘They
made a fire there’. A long time later, I fitted
this experience to the following quotation:
And nearby was an enormous sculptured
figure of Baiame lying near a fire (mil’lendee,
Baiame’s fire) which was kept constantly
burning. (Masman and Johnstone 2000
pp.33–45, quoting from Mathews 1895)

The figure in the Macquarie Marshes,
where there is little or no surface rock, was
made of raised earth. In the Sydney area it
makes sense that, for comparable
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activities, engravings would be used.

In 2001 we began work on the present
project, to investigate fire-scars, and to
examine their relationship (if any) to
engravings. The basic research involved
choosing comparable areas of rock – one
with many engravings, another with few
engravings – and a determination of
whether or not there are significantly more
fire-scars on the area(s) with many
engravings. This research could best be
documented by mapping the fire-scars,
engravings, and rock areas. We measured
the size (average diameter, average depth)
of the fire-scars, and their slope, thinking
that although water erosion might have
modified them, it is not likely that water
action would make a circular depression on
a sloping surface.
I had chosen Elvina Track because I knew
of one platform with many engravings, and
nearby platforms I thought were without
engravings. The hypothesis would be
confirmed if there were many more snames
on the engraved platform than on those
without engravings.
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measuring the sname diameters, depths,
and slope, and mapping them in relation to
engravings.

First we had to reach a working definition of
what we were looking for, so we went
searching for appropriate features at West
Head sites other than Elvina. We identified
them as approximately circular depressions
on the rock surface, about 0.5 to 2 metres
in diameter. At first I called them fire-scars,
but it became apparent that the name ‘firescar’ hindered the research, because we
did not know enough about the effects of
fire on rock. So we needed a name free of
assumptions. We chose Sname.

I made some preliminary observations on
private property, to see what fire does to
sandstone and to assess whether fire
illuminates engravings. On a dark night, a
burning sheet of the Sydney Morning
Herald at a distance of 4 metres provided
adequate illumination to see the engraving.
In addition, there is abundant historical and
ethnographic evidence that Indigenous
people used fires on ritual and other
occasions.

The fieldwork could all be done without
harm to the rock surface. It consisted of

At Elvina Track there are three adjacent rock platforms (in 2002 we had looked at seven
platforms):
!"

!"
!"

Platform 1 has many engravings and we found 62 snames. On the map below the
engravings are enlarged to remind you which is where; the snames we found are shown as
black dots whose size is to scale. Unexamined (usually vegetated) area is stippled.
Platform 2 is smaller, and has a few snames and engravings.
Platform 3 is quite big, and has few snames or engravings.

!"
!"
!"
!"
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Elvina Track Platform 1 (map: Michael Barry)

We made three observations to test
the hypothesis that snames are
associated with engravings. The first
counted the 10 x10 metre quadrats in
platform 1 that had engravings, or
snames, or both, or neither. The
second test of the hypothesis
compared the observed incidences of
snames and engravings at the three
platforms. The third test measured the
distances from each sname on
Platform 1 to its nearest engraving.
The vast majority of snames are less
than 5 metres from their nearest
engravings; two are more than 35
metres distant. They were unlikely to
have illuminated engravings. These
three tests all confirm the hypothesis
that snames are associated with
engravings.
The
snames’
diameters
are
consistently between 0.5 and 1.5
metres – with 2 big ones; their depths
range from a millimetre to 50 mm, and
their slopes have an even range.
Correlations of these measurements
reveal that large snames tend not to
slope, and that large snames tend to
be distant from engravings. Principal
components analysis shows the
independence
of
the
other
measurements. And that three large,
distant snames are exceptions to an
otherwise broad cluster that covers the
whole range of depth and slope.
These features can all be seen in
snames, although many examples lack
some features.

Snames (photo: John Clegg)

As far as we know snames have never before been reported. There are other phenomena that
could be related to snames. Gnammas are rock-holes and are closely related to water.
Snames often slope, so they are not gnammas, although a gnamma could develop from a
sname. Gnammas do not have the basal cracks we report of some snames.
The bushfire damage we have noticed seems shallower and less regularly circular than
snames. Bushfire damage is typically close to the edge of rock, and must seldom occur far
from the location of combustible bush, although a fallen tree could burn a few metres beyond
the edges.
Our research has been productive, for it has set the scene for geomorphological investigation
of snames.
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In 2002 we mapped and looked for snames and engravings on platforms 0, 4, 5 and 6. We
drew the stone arrangement on platform 5, mapped Nose Rock, and looked for a site reported
by McCarthy, a quarter of a mile away, which we thought might be interesting, possibly a site
for the base-camp. We found a new site and realised, after many days tramping through teatree swamp and other prickly bush, that the most suitable area for a base camp is 1.5 km
away at Elvina.
During our work we noticed and recorded previously unreported engravings. A beautiful brushtailed possum on Platform 0, appeared a month or so ago, and we have also found an
engraved forearm where McCarthy found only one line; we have also found several ‘new’
mundoes and a fat culture hero man was found by my 14-year-old son in 1994. The locations
of some of these new discoveries are on our map of platform 1.
I would like to thank my right hand, Michael Barry, who took the readings to make the maps.
And I am grateful to those who look after the sites, and to my co-workers.

Indigenous Heritage Data Management
within the Queensland Environmental
Protection Agency
With the decision to establish the
Queensland Chapter of AACAI it is perhaps
timely that consultants working within
Queensland are made aware of what
happens to Indigenous heritage data
submitted to the Queensland Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and what this may
mean for them. It is only recently that
methods and procedures for the storage
and dissemination of Indigenous cultural
heritage data and information have
undergone significant revision and change
within the EPA. As part of an effort to
update this data, a new Indigenous
database
and
associated
recording
procedures have been developed through a
program of continual Indigenous site data
maintenance, including the substantial
updating of existing site information and the
registration of additional site information.

heritage data at EPA were inadequate to
meet current and expected future demands.
A decision was made in early 2000 to
replace databases in use with a more userfriendly system, and in the process, take full
advantage of recent software and hardware
advancements
while
keeping
future
requirements in mind. The main aims of
the re-design and the subsequent data
update project were to:
!" Create a database around existing site
recording procedures that would allow
for the simple manipulation of data, the
extraction of that data, and for the
production of reports and statistics that
would assist management processes.
!" Aid in the development of a coordinated approach to Indigenous
heritage data management through the
centralisation of Indigenous heritage
data held by EPA.
!" Reduce data-entry time and data error.
!" Develop data into useable formats.
!" Assist research and planning through
the provision of more accurate site data

Database design and development
In late1999 / early 2000, it was identified
that existing procedures and software used
for the storage of Indigenous cultural
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and/or information.
!" Enable the creation of GIS coverages
for Indigenous sites with the aim of
eventually developing interpretive GIS
layers of where Indigenous heritage
places occur, or are likely to occur
throughout Queensland.
!" Reduce costs in relation to improved
procedures and work practices.
!" Determine
present
and
future
requirements for Indigenous information
management by EPA.
The result was the development of the
Indigenous Sites Database (ISD). The ISD
is a Microsoft Access based information
management system that stores all details
found in previous Indigenous heritage
databases, but includes additional related
documentation associated with sites,
provides the ability to link electronic images
and maps of sites to the site record and
includes an interactive geographical viewer
using ESRI MapObjects spatial viewing
software to visually illustrate sites within
their true context. The ISD also provides a
variety of standards reports, statistics and
mapping capabilities.
The ISD is designed around a number of
components, the key components being a
central database, an electronic site
recording form and external versions of the
central database.

The ISD Central database is the central
repository for all Indigenous place data and
is in use only at EPA head office. Data can
be entered directly from hard-copy site
recording forms or uploaded electronically.
All data is entered or uploaded via the
central system and disseminated to EPA
regional cultural heritage offices. This has
been done to help standardise data used
across the state and therefore rectifies the
potential for disparate datasets.
The Indigenous Site Card Database (ISCD)
is an electronic site recording form
designed
for
use
by
consultants,
researchers and community groups who
research and record Indigenous cultural
heritage sites. Data can be entered while in
the field if installed on a laptop, or can be
entered on one’s own PC back in the office
or at home. Once new site records are
entered, information can be submitted
electronically via email, 1.44mb floppy disk
or CD-ROM to EPA where site records are
uploaded directly into the ISD Central. The
decision to develop an electronic recording
form was based upon the realisation that
many people fail to fill in hard-copy
recording forms for sites recorded under
permit for survey or excavation. Completed
site cards are a requirement for all cultural
heritage
survey
and
archaeological
excavation
permits
issued
under
Queensland heritage legislation.
The ISCD will run on
any
PC
running
Microsoft
Windows,
including those without
Microsoft
Access
installed,
due
to
distribution
based
upon the Microsoft
Runtime environment.
The ISCD recording
form features input
fields
for
site
attributes, types, and
descriptions, as well
as information on the
recorder,
site
environment,
site
condition, associated

Main attributes screen of the ISD.
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External versions of the ISD that have been
configured for the requirements of particular
Indigenous groups and communities have
also been produced. Several pilot projects
involving Indigenous community groups in
Queensland have been undertaken, and
these groups now have versions of the ISD
that include sites recorded in their specific
areas of interest. It is hoped that further
Indigenous
community
groups
and
organisations will join this program in the
near future.

documentation, and provisions for the
attachment of electronic photographs and
maps.
Locational information can be entered using
either Australian Map Grid (AMG)
references, or by Latitude/Longitude in
either
decimal
degrees,
or
degree/minute/second formats. The system
also has provision for co-ordinate
information recorded on the current
Geodetic Datum of Australia 1994 (GDA94)
or earlier datum formats.

The ISD MapObjects spatial viewer.

amount of the data held on these systems.
Disparate recording methods were evident
and a large percentage of site records
featured
sparse
and
incomplete
information. The majority of site records
lacked any link to their original source, little
to no photographic information was
referenced and a significant amount of
duplication of site records had also
occurred. These issues are being
progressively rectified to the limit of
information held by EPA, through the crossreferencing of data held with associated

Data updates
Coinciding with the development of the ISD
has been an extensive data update project
that has included the verification of existing
site data and the undertaking of general
cleansing of data. All legacy data from the
previous
databases
has
required
considerable verification work to improve
data accuracy. A range of people, including
Indigenous
rangers,
archaeologists,
anthropologists and members of the
general public, had collected a significant
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documentation
(cultural
heritage
assessments,
management
plans,
published and unpublished materials).
The implementation and application of a
GIS has also led to the correction of a large
percentage of site locational information.
Much of this data was in such a poor state
that it was considered unsuitable for the
development of GIS layers that necessarily
have a measurable accuracy and reliability.
In many instances, site locations were not
recorded,
inaccurately
recorded,
or
insufficiently recorded and considered at
best to be representative locations only.
GIS has improved the ability to encode
improved spatial locations to current site
records. The increased accuracy of handheld GPS recordings being made in the
field have also improved confidence in the
locational accuracy of the majority of sites
recorded on the ISD.
Preliminary
predictive
modelling
of
Indigenous heritage sites using existing
information to predict where archaeological
sites will occur in the landscape has begun
(Rowland and Connolly in press). Among
other things, it is hoped that this preliminary
study will demonstrate the usefulness of the
data now held in the ISD.

Searching the database
Access restrictions to data in the ISD have
now been relaxed and new policy
implemented to help effect this shift. The
EPA now endeavours to provide a
reasonable level of access to information
on a ‘need to know’ basis and in
accordance with provisions of the Cultural
Record (Landscapes Queensland and
Queensland Estate) Act 1987. The desired
outcome of making data available in this
manner
is
better
protection
and
management of Indigenous heritage sites
through data provision and greater
understanding.
However,
restrictions
remain on this potentially culturally sensitive
information. Security is maintained through
the ultimate control on the dissemination of
data remaining with Indigenous groups. The
provision of this information is dependant
upon consent being obtained from all
relevant Traditional Owner representatives.
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Evidence of this consent must be provided
to EPA with the search request form. Forms
will be available for download from the
cultural heritage section of the EPA website
soon. Two types of search are possible.
The completion of a simple search request
form will provide the consultant with a
yes/no response to whether sites have
been recorded in a particular area, while a
more detailed response with additional
information is also possible.

Useful EPA links
EPA Cultural Heritage Homepage:
http://www.epa.qld.gov.au/environment/cult
ure/
This site provides links to Queensland’s
cultural heritage legislation, provides
information on the role of the EPA in the
protection of Queensland’s cultural
heritage and useful information on the
permit process.
Application for a permit to Assess, Survey,
Research or Examine:
http://www.epa.qld.gov.au/environment/cult
ure/aboriginal/cra27_31.pdf
Application for a permit to Excavate/Collect
Items of the Queensland Estate:
http://www.epa.qld.gov.au/environment/cult
ure/aboriginal/craexc.pdf
Search the Queensland Heritage Register:
http://www.epa.qld.gov.au/environment/cult
ure/registers/qhr.html
This register is a list of Queensland
places of historic cultural heritage
significance. A place is entered in the
Queensland Heritage Register if it is of
cultural heritage significance and
satisfies specific entry criteria.

Outcomes and future directions
The re-development of the EPA Indigenous
heritage databases into the more advanced
and user-friendly ISD system is a significant
improvement in terms of how EPA
manages Indigenous heritage data. The
ISD allows for simplified data input, data
maintenance and data output processes
and procedures. The verification and
‘cleansing’ of pre-existing data and the
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Indigenous cultural heritage in Queensland.

addition of further site information has
resulted in the rapid growth in the number
of site records held (a 20% increase in the
past 12 months alone) and an increase in
the reliability of all data held.

Reference
Rowland, M. and Connolly, M., in press, Towards GIS
mapping and spatial modelling of archaeological
sites in the southeast Queensland bioregion.
Queensland Archaeological Research 13.

It is envisaged that these tasks will continue
into the foreseeable future and that
consultants working in Queensland will aid
us through the provision of site information
via the ISCD. The achievements made to
date and the successful integration of the
system with GIS technologies mean the
EPA now has an advanced data
management system and research tool for

Cameron Harvey
Information Management Officer
Cultural Heritage Branch
Queensland Environmental Protection
Agency

AROUND THE COUNTRY –
REPORTS & NEWS
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Inaugural Meeting of the
Environment Protection and
Heritage Council.

financial sector initiatives
management of chemicals
innovative policy tools and information.

These priorities mirror the findings from the
Australian State of the Environment Report
2001. In the context of the forthcoming
World
Summit
on
Sustainable
Development, Ministers renewed their
commitment to ecologically sustainable
development.

Hobart, Tasmania 2 May 2002
In Hobart on 2 May, Australia’s environment
and heritage ministers met for the first time
as the Environment Protection and Heritage
Council and took important steps to
confront the nation’s priority environment
protection and heritage issues. At the
meeting Ministers united to set the vision
and identify priorities for the next decade.

As part of the Council's Action Plan to
advance reconciliation, Chrissy Grant,
Director of Indigenous Heritage at
Environment
Australia,
spoke
about
recognising the significance, interests and
contribution of indigenous peoples to
environment protection and heritage issues,
and on the need for effective involvement of
indigenous peoples in all Council activities.

Ministers
agreed
to
develop
new
approaches to managing and protecting
Australia's environment and its natural and
cultural heritage. Eight key issues for
immediate attention are:
!" participation by Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander peoples
!" national heritage policy
!" air quality
!" waste management
!" eco-efficiency

Australia’s ability to meet the challenges of
protecting its unique heritage places has
received a significant boost with the
Commonwealth, states and territories
committing to develop the first national
policy on heritage. The Integrated National
Heritage
Policy
will
determine
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responsibilities and targets for identifying,
conserving and protecting Australia’s
natural and cultural heritage. The Council
has initiated the policy in response to
concerns at all levels of government over
the need for more effective coordination of
heritage
management.
All
Heritage
Ministers will drive the policy under the
auspices of the Environment Protection and
Heritage Council.
The tourism industry will be singled out for
particular attention because of its important
links with environment and heritage
management. A national strategy to
promote heritage tourism will be a
cornerstone of the new policy's efforts to
guide tourism development in natural and
cultural heritage places.
Another major outcome was agreement to
establish a task force to develop more
effective incentives for the conservation of
heritage places by government, industry
and the community.
The Environment Protection and Heritage
Council is a new council formed to
oversight environmental protection. The
new Council encompasses the National
Environment Protection Council (NEPC),
environmental protection issues previously
dealt with by the Australian and New
Zealand Environment and Conservation
Council (ANZECC), and the Heritage
Ministers’ Meeting.
Further information:
EPHC Secretariat
Level 5, 81 Flinders Street,
Adelaide SA 5000
Tel: 08 8419 1200, Fax: 08 8224 0912
exec@nepc.gov.au / www.nepc.gov.au

Australian Agreement Signed
to Enhance World Heritage
The Director-General of UNESCO, Mr
Koïchiro Matsuura, and the Australian
Minister for the Environment and Heritage,
Dr David Kemp, signed a memorandum of
understanding between Australia and
UNESCO on 7 May 2002. The UNESCO-
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Australia Memorandum of Understanding
aims to enhance the implementation of the
1972 World Heritage Convention in the
Asia-Pacific region and its effectiveness in
the safeguarding and sustainable use of
cultural and natural heritage. Under the
Memorandum of Understanding, UNESCO
and the Government of Australia have
agreed to assist states in the region to
implement the World Heritage Convention,
promote best practices in management of
sites, facilitate requests for international
assistance, identify and secure funding for
World Heritage activities, and further
develop information-sharing networks.
Concerning the signing of the Memorandum
of Understanding, Mr Matsuura said
‘Australia, with 14 sites inscribed on the
World Heritage List, has much to contribute
in terms of know-how and expertise in
relation to the protection and promotion of
world natural and cultural heritage.’ The
agreement provides an important boost to
international efforts for the conservation of
World Heritage in the Asia-Pacific region. In
particular, it will assist regional nations in
working together in partnership with
Australia and UNESCO via the Asia-Pacific
Focal Point for World Heritage both to
promote the Convention and to encourage
best practice management of cultural and
natural World Heritage values in the AsiaPacific region.

Further details of the UNESCO-Australia
Memorandum of Understanding, and also
World Heritage issues in the Asia-Pacific
region, can be obtained from the AsiaPacific Focal Point's web site at the
following address:
http://www.heritage.gov.au/apfp/index.ht
ml.
The Asia-Pacific Focal Point can also be
contacted by email at: apfp@ea.gov.au
Asia-Pacific Focal Point, c/- World
Heritage Branch, Environment Australia,
GPO Box 787, Canberra ACT 2601,
Australia.
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Progress of proposed new
Commonwealth Heritage Bills

awaiting debate at the time the 2001
Election was called, which led to their
lapsing.

Anna Morgan

Since that time, a number of amendments
have be made to the Bills to implement the
Government’s election commitments in
relation to the Register of the National
Estate (RNE) and to ensure the adoption of
best practice heritage management by
Commonwealth agencies. The Bills have
also been amended to allow the listing of
heritage places overseas that are of special
importance to Australians.

On 27 June 2002, the Government
introduced
into
the
House
of
Representatives the Environment and
Heritage Legislation Amendment Bill (No.1)
2002, the Australian Heritage Council Bill
2002 and the Australian Heritage Council
(Consequential and Transitional Provisions)
Bill 2002.
The Bills will amend the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1999 to identify, conserve and protect
places of national heritage significance
through a National Heritage List, provide for
the identification and management of
Commonwealth heritage places, and
establish the Australian Heritage Council.
The Australian Heritage Council will be an
independent expert body advising the
Minister on the listing and protection of
heritage places.

Provisions within the Bills allow for
regulations to prescribe criteria for listing
National
Heritage
places
and
Commonwealth Heritage places and
management
principles
for
National
Heritage places and Commonwealth
Heritage places. The draft National and
Commonwealth Heritage criteria are based
on the existing RNE criteria, which have
proved effective for many years. The RNE
criteria were re-examined using a process
of workshops to facilitate technical and
professional input, as well as input from
staff in the Australian Heritage Commission,
the Australian and World Heritage Division
and other parts of Environment Australia.

Based on a national consensus, the Bills
reflect the outcomes of the 1997 Council of
Australian
Governments
(COAG)
Agreement on Commonwealth/State Roles
and Responsibilities for the Environment,
which was signed by all levels of
government. The Bills also represent the
culmination of six years of community
discussion and consultation, including the
1998
National
Heritage
Convention
convened by the Australian Heritage
Commission. During 2000, as the
legislation was being drafted, there was a
national briefing program where officials
conducted 76 briefings in state/territory
capitals and many regional centres. The
Minister’s advisory body, the National
Cultural Heritage Forum, which is
comprised
of
key
stakeholder
organisations, played a crucial role in the
development of the legislation.

In developing the draft National Heritage
management principles and the draft
Commonwealth Heritage management
principles, consideration has been given to
the outcomes of the extensive consultation
program, the National Heritage Convention
in Canberra in 1998, and meetings with the
National Cultural Heritage Forum.
Also informing the development of the draft
National and Commonwealth Heritage
management principles are numerous best
practice heritage management documents
including practitioner guides such as The
Burra Charter, The Natural Heritage
Charter, Ask First: a guide to respecting
Indigenous heritage places and values and
reports such as A Presence for the Past:
the Schofield Report to the Committee of
Review-Commonwealth Owned Heritage
Properties.

Originally introduced into Parliament in
December 2000, the Bills were referred to
the
Senate’s
Environment,
Communications, Information Technology
and the Arts References Committee in
2001. The Bills were before the Senate

Before
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community input is being sought on the
draft criteria that have been developed for
the National and Commonwealth Heritage
Lists and the draft National and
Commonwealth Heritage Management
Principles.

Tom Harley, said that the book, which was
developed by the AHC and launched in
June, would provide an invaluable tool for
developers, managers, planners and
workers who want to protect special
Indigenous places.

The debate on the Bills will take place in the
Spring Session of Parliament commencing
in late August 2002.

‘It provides clear suggestions for industry
groups looking to establish a dialogue with
Indigenous communities to achieve a
positive outcome for all involved.

Regular updates on the progress of the Bills
can be obtained from the Environment
Australia website at:
http://www.ea.gov.au/heritage/law/heritage
act/index.html
For copies of the Bills see:
http://www.aph.gov.au/bills/index.htm

NEW PUBLICATION
Ask First: A guide to respecting
Indigenous heritage places and
values
Indigenous heritage places are a unique,
irreplaceable part of Australia’s national
cultural heritage, but planning and
development decisions can unwittingly
affect the values of these places. The
Australian Heritage Commission has
prepared a new publication to help people
protect Indigenous heritage: Ask First: A
guide to respecting Indigenous heritage
places and values is now available in print
and on the AHC website:
http://www.ahc.gov.au/infores/publications/
indigenousheritage/pubs/askfirst.pdf
The publication is designed to help
developers, planners, researchers and
managers identify and address Indigenous
heritage issues before planning for
developments is at an advanced stage. Ask
First is the simplest way to identify whether
or not an activity or project will affect
Indigenous heritage values.
Unintended damage to Indigenous heritage
places as a result of planning and
development decisions should be greatly
reduced with the help of this publication.
Australian Heritage Commission Chairman,
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‘The emphasis on Indigenous involvement,
consultation and reaching negotiated
agreements
is
consistent
with
Government's approach to reconciliation
and Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
heritage protection. The reconciliation
process is about bringing people together
so that they can talk honestly and openly
and with understanding.
‘This publication recognises that Indigenous
people are the primary source of
information about the significance of
Indigenous areas and objects and decisions
that affect that significance must be made
in consultation with Indigenous people.’
Ask First was the culmination of a threeyear consultation process. This involved a
wide range of people including heritage
professionals, researchers, Indigenous
individuals and organisations, the mining
and agricultural industries as well as State,
Territory,
Commonwealth
and
local
government agencies.
The problem of inadequate consultation has
been highlighted by the results of a recent
survey
of
Indigenous
organisations
undertaken by the Australian Heritage
Commission for State of the Environment
reporting. The survey showed 56% of
surveyed organisations reported that nonIndigenous people did not adhere to
community-approved
protocols
for
consultation. Similarly in cases where
Indigenous people seek Commonwealth
help to protect their heritage, lack of
consultation or poor consultation is often
cited as one of the reasons why there is a
threat of injury or desecration.
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While developers and other people will say
that consultation with Indigenous people is
important, the process is often flawed. It
can be difficult to identify the Indigenous
people who should be consulted and how to
interpret advice when it is obtained from
individual Indigenous people of different
ages and status. Proponents may also
allocate short timeframes for Indigenous
consultation and are sometimes perplexed
when Indigenous people don't want to
participate.

The brochures are free and available
from diving and tackle shops, the
Environment Shop at 77 Grenfell
Street, Adelaide or by contacting
Heritage SA on (61 8) 8204 9245.

VICTORIA

Already the NSW Roads and Traffic
Authority has adopted the principles and
many of the processes in Ask First and
included them in the RTA Aboriginal
Heritage Guidelines. A representative of the
Local Government and Shires Associations
of NSW has also sought information on
training for local councils in the use of Ask
First. Others to benefit will include mining
companies, the agricultural industry and
property developers.

Heritage Victoria
Jeremy Smith
From Heritage Victoria’s point of view
everything went very smoothly with the
excavation at Casselden Place, held in
Conjunction with Godden Mackay Logan,
Austral
Archaeology
and
LaTrobe
University. The dry weather and efficient
site management meant that the project
was on or ahead of schedule throughout.
The archaeological remains and quality of
the artefact deposits (particularly the cess
pits) means that this will be a very important
research collection.

SOUTH AUSTRALIA
Shipwreck Guidelines - a new
brochure series from Heritage SA

The level of public involvement in the dig
was another highlight – more than 400
people participated in the excavation. More
than 2000 received guided site tours, and
the public viewing platform that allowed the
community to come into the site was visited
by hundreds of people a day throughout the
12 weeks of the project. The official project
web site on Heritage Victoria's web page
was also visited by thousands of people
(see http://www.heritage.vic.gov.au/
archaeology/casselden_place/). The media
coverage was extensive - and even
included an interview on the BBC world
service.

Anchoring
on
Shipwrecks,
Diving
Shipwrecks, Snagged Objects from the
Marine
Environment
and
Historic
Shipwrecks in South Australia are the first 4
brochures of a series on Shipwreck
Guidelines launched by the Minister for
Environment and Conservation, Hon. John
Hill on 11 July 2002.
The brochures are aimed at members of
the boating, angling and diving community
to encourage enjoyment of South
Australia's shipwrecks and to enhance
awareness of the need to protect them for
future generations.

In other news, a large dig at the College of
Surgeons site is likely to get underway in
August, and there are a number of smaller
city projects also on the boil.

The brochures provide straightforward
information
on
Historic
Shipwrecks
legislation and the significance of shipwreck
sites, as well as advice on anchoring, diving
and caring for any material brought to the
surface.

The Archaeological Advisory Committee,
which advises the Victorian Heritage
Council on issues relating to archaeology is
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also looking at ways to improve the
management of archaeological places
using a variety of different planning
mechanisms. We are also looking at
increasing the profile of archaeological
places in local government heritage studies.

WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Gaye Nayton Consultancy
Cemetery studies
The final draft of the Kenwick Cemetery
Conservation Plan has been handed in.
The archaeological work in the cemetery
located 124 unmarked graves and
established the former layout of the
cemetery. Three different sizes of grave
were noted, the smallest most likely being
single grave dirt shafts. The other sizes are
possibly double dirt shafts where two
related graves are located side by side
creating a larger plot. It is also possible that
one of the larger sizes is the result of brick
shafts. The metal detector survey plotted
the former location of head and foot
markers that had been fixed into the ground
with a metal spike and former grave
surrounds. Several of the graves had metal
spikes buried at the head or foot and this
appears to have been quite a common form
of fixing markers. While several of the
remaining graves had metal surrounds the
location of only one missing metal surround
was plotted while three graves appeared to
have once had wooden surrounds. Most of
the unmarked graves had no indication of
either.
Still on the cemetery theme I recently
undertook a pilot ground penetrating radar
survey in East Perth cemetery. I was
approached by a PhD student in the
Department of Geology and Geophysics at
UWA with an interest in heritage work and
hopes of establishing his credentials in the
field. I was unable to get the National Trust
(WA) interested enough in the project to
fund it. The project being more about
interpretation then preservation it was not a
high short-term priority, but I did gain their
permission to run a short pilot plot to show
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them what the machine can do. The media
proved to be far more interested in the
project than the Trust initially was, and the
level of interest sparked ideas at the Trust,
which will lead to further projects.
We ran the pilot study in an area 18 x 15
metres, containing only two marked graves.
Thirty more grave shafts were located in
five rows. The radar indicated some coffins
located at three metres, including one with
coffin hardware, but most were located at
1.5 metres. As the regulations of the time
demanded 10 feet shafts (not 6 feet) these
higher burials are likely to indicate more
then one burial in the shaft. The Trust, the
media and the public were able to view the
results on the internet for a short while and
play about with an interactive cube that you
could cut into to view different parts of the
survey results.
The level of public interest in the project
was also very high and both the Trust’s and
my own phone have been running hot:
mainly with people who have ancestors
buried in East Perth in unmarked graves.
The calls revealed a level of frustration
among the public and a depth of knowledge
that was not being utilised. The Trust is now
considering ways to reduce this frustration
and utilise the knowledge by giving people
something useful to do with it, such as
adding it to a computer database. Another
aspect of the calls were people looking for
graves outside of cemeteries. In one case
the lady knew an ancestor was buried in an
area just about to be developed, but she
could not prove it.
Cossack
I have just come back from Cossack where
I have been utilising some of the knowledge
gained through my PhD research for a
heritage walk. My role was to liaise on the
best locations for plaques, shelters and a
picnic area associated with the walk;
comment on the proposed construction
methods; establish procedures to be
followed if historic material was during
construction, and to pre-excavate any areas
where I though material was likely to be
found. In addition I was to provide input to
the information to be given to visitors.
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I believe that Cossack is an important
archaeological site that can tell us a lot
about the processes that shaped Western
Australian culture. I was therefore horrified
to find out while I was there that plans are
well underway to sell off two-thirds of the
townsite for a housing development. The
government has apparently accepted a
report that states that the only way for
sustainable development in Cossack is to
sell two-thirds of it for private housing. The
lots to be sold are all marked off and
$100,000 has been put aside in this year’s
budget to provide the necessary services to
allow the sale to go ahead. I was
particularly horrified, as the heritage
minister had assured me the project would
not get the go ahead. Never trust a
politician.

The planned walk is very low impact and I
only had to pre-excavate two post holes. In
one, outside the Chinese market Garden,
only eight shards were found; more material
was found in the second post hole, located
in the main town area, as the current road
impinges on the historic lot so that historic
material lies under the road shoulder. A
third excavation, not associated with the
heritage walk, also took place when the
removal of a tree stump between the post
office and the Customs bond store (both
standing and restored buildings) revealed
historic material. This was unexpected as
the amount of disturbance and grading
carried out during the conservation works
was thought to have destroyed the
archaeological evidence of the government
precinct. It now appears that only the post1915 layers were removed from this
particular area within the precinct.

Only the central business district and
Chinatown are to be left to function as a
heritage attraction – in a sea of new
houses. The places where the colonial
population actually lived are to be
sacrificed. After 13 years of research into
the town’s history I know that we do not
even know who most of these people were,
much less what their lives were like. If you
were not a white male businessman you
might as well not have existed, except as
census or fleet numbers. I spent a frantic
week putting together a unfunded report
showing other avenues for developing
Cossack, which view the archaeology as a
heritage asset rather than an expendable
impediment. I do not, however, hold out
much hope.

Cossack is quite a dense archaeological
site and the whole townsite – including its
archaeology – is listed on the State
Heritage Register. From the front boundary
of Lot 132 the remains of 40 identifiable
objects were removed from an excavation
40 cm square by 40 cm deep. The
excavation within the government precinct
yielded 56 identifiable objects from a 7 cm
thick layer in a similar sized excavation.
This is a higher density than my PhD site
across the road, which yielded an average
of 137 identifiable artefacts per metre
square, on average 40 cm deep, although
the density in some squares matched the
new data. The number of identifiable
artefacts does not equal the number of
shards but the number of identifiable
bottles, plates, buttons etc. from the site.
Cossack dates to the start of the time of
mass consumption and my PhD artefact
classes show this with the number of types
typically around a hundred in each class.
For example, there are 66 different types of
nails, 86 different trademarks on lead
bottle-sealing capsules, 72 bottle types, 187
ceramic types etc. It is also a stratified site,
despite the occasional cyclone, and I was
able to divide my frontier layers into
chronological assemblages with an average
ten-year time span.

Archaeological heritage management
in WA
The way the archaeological heritage of
Cossack has been dealt with is pretty
typical of WA where even heritage listing
can’t save it. I have been doing a lot of
jumping up and down recently, partly
because there is a new heritage bill going
through parliament and partly because
there is something badly wrong with
heritage in this state.
There always has been, as the current
heritage bill was basically written by
architects who forgot about archaeology.
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There is no requirement in the current bill
for anyone, be they government agency,
local government or private developer to
identify and list archaeological sites. Which
is why, after 12 years of heritage
identification and assessment, there are no
first settlement sites identified let alone
listed, as they don’t happen to fall within the
grounds of a standing building. The only
one that does, First Government House,
rates only a throwaway sentence in the
heritage assessment document and is not
mentioned in its own right at all. A tree
planted by Stirling gets more attention then
the combined home and public building he
built.

buildings, to find out why they had gone
from being the ultimate source of most of
my contracts to a situation where I have not
worked for them in the last two years. They
identified the problem succinctly as a drop
in standards pushed by government
agencies that do not see heritage as core
business and allowed by the Heritage
Council, which is accepting least-practice
rather
than
best-practice
reports.
Conservation plans in particular were noted
as dropping to a
two discipline
architect/historian focus in direct violation of
both DHW and the Heritage Council’s own
briefs for such projects and the Kerr report
on which the briefs are based.

However, in the later 1990s archaeology
was getting more accepted as something to
be considered in relation to standing
heritage buildings and the grounds around
them. It has now been excluded again. I
had a meeting with the Department of
Housing and Works, which cares for most
of the government owned heritage

I have protested. I am protesting but there
are not enough historical archaeologists to
form a lobby group worth noticing in WA. If
things keep going down-hill there will be
even less and when students are ready to
graduate from the historical archaeology
program in UWA they will have to move
interstate to survive.

Ask First (see page 27) Indigenous people monitoring ground disturbance for cultural
impacts. (Photo: Aboriginal Areas Protection Authority)
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CONFERENCE NOTICES
LAND AND SEA: COMMON GROUND AND CONTEMPORARY ISSUES FOR
AUSTRALASIAN ARCHAEOLOGY.
COMBINED ANNUAL CONFERENCE 2002
The Australasian Institute for Maritime Archaeology (AIMA)
The Australasian Society for Historical Archaeology (ASHA)
The Australian Archaeological Association (AAA)
This first combined conference between the three major Australasian archaeology associations
– AIMA (Australasian Institute for maritime archaeology), ASHA (Australasian Society for
Historic Archaeology) and AAA (Australian Archaeological Association) – is to be held in
Townsville from 17 November to 22 November 2002. This will provide participants with the first
‘formal’ opportunity to discuss common themes and issues in the world of Australasian
archaeology and to consider future directions. It will also be a rare opportunity to become
familiar with new and innovative research from the diverse fields of interest of the Australasian
archaeological community.
The Conference will be jointly hosted by the Maritime Museum of Townsville and the School of
Archaeology, Anthropology and Sociology at James Cook University. The venue is the
Southbank Hotel and Convention Centre in Palmer Street, South Townsville
(www.southbankhotel.com.au).
The format of the conference is as follows:
‘Common Ground’ : (first morning session) daily joint session with a combination of invited
papers and / or panel discussions, addressing one of these daily themes:
!" Archaeology and Heritage practices
!" Public perceptions, promotion, and interpretation
!" Management and sharing of data and resources
!" Teaching and training.
‘Contemporary Issues’: (Late morning and afternoons) Three concurrent sessions, reflecting
a wide range of innovative research, management, interpretation and training from all of the
sub-disciplines of Australasian archaeology.
!" Archaeological Practice I: Landscapes and Seascapes
!" Archaeological Practice II: Working with Law and Policy
!" Archaeological Practice III: Approaches to Artefacts
!" Archaeology and The Public I: Engaging the Community.
!" Archaeology and the Public II: Museums, Interpretation and Virtual Reality
!" Archaeology and the Public III: Object Lessons - Archaeology and heritage in Australian
society
!" Training Archaeologists
!" Australian Contributions to World Archaeology
!" Colonization, Contact and Cultural Transference
!" Recent research and issues in Bioarchaeology
!" Cultural Crossroads: Current Research in Torres Strait and Northern Australia
!" Urban Archaeology
!" Australasia and the Pacific at War
!" The Chinese in Australasia
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!"

It is still possible to submit an abstract for consideration of inclusion in one of the
‘Contemporary Issues’ (late morning & afternoon) sessions. Please contact session
convenors directly (see the ‘Program and Abstracts’ web page). The last day for
submission is 13 September 2002, to allow for production of the conference program.

Early registration closes at the end of September, so please make sure that you have sent your
forms and payments by then.
Poster Session
Poster titles are required before 13 September for inclusion in the program booklet, although
posters can be brought directly to the conference (see the ‘Information for Presenters’ page).
A reminder that this year accommodation has been left to participants to organise, although a
guide to nearby hotels, hostels and other venues of various cost is provided on the
‘Accomodation’ link. There is a range of other free or low-cost activities for conference
attendees during the evenings and further details will be posted on the web closer to the date.
This promises to be an exciting event and is not to be missed. If you need further detail or have
problems downloading the registration form from the web, please contact us.

Land and Sea Conference Organisers
School of Anthropology, Archaeology & Sociology,
James Cook University
Townsville, 4810
Queensland
Email: Martin.Gibbs@jcu.edu.au
Phone: + (61) 7 4781-4759
Fax: + (61) 7 4781-4045
www.faess.jcu.edu.au/saas/conferences_2002

Celebrating Mountains
Conference: 23 – 28 November 2002

ICOMOS 13th General
Assembly: MADRID 1-5 December 2002

The Australian Alps Liaison Committee
(AALC) is hosting a conference and events
as part of the United Nations International
Year of Mountain. Sessions will be
presented by speakers from Australia and
overseas, and will include land managers,
scientists, cultural heritage specialists and
researchers

ICOMOS has recently announced the
preliminary agenda for its 13th General
Assembly. The General Assembly will open
on 2 December with an address by the
President of the 12th General Assembly,
and election of officers of the meeting. The
scientific symposium, on the theme of
"Strategies for the world's cultural heritage preservation in a globalised world:
principles, practices, perspectives", will
open with four keynote addresses on the
same afternoon. For more information
please see the web site:
http://www.international.icomos.org/madrid2
002/

Conference Coordinator
Janet Mackay & Associates
43 James Street, Berridale NSW 2628
Telephone: 61-(02) 64563876
Facsimile: 61-(02) 64564022
Email: IYM@bigpond.com.au
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Abstracts & Registration
Abstracts of not more than 500 words
should be sent to the Organising
Committee: chc_ugm@idola.net.id or chcugm@indonesiapusaka.org by September
30, 2002

International Symposium and
Workshop on ‘Managing The
Heritage Environment In Asia’
Yogyakarta, INDONESIA. Jan 8 - 12, 2003
Call for Papers & First Announcement

Abstract Deadline: Sept 30, 2002
Acceptance: Oct 15, 2002
Final Manuscript Submission: Nov 30, 2002

Registration to the Organising Committee
by November 30, 2002.

The Centre for Heritage Conservation,
GMU proposes to organise an International
Symposium and Workshop on Managing
Heritage Environment in Asia on January 9
- 11, 2003. Part of the workshops will focus
on the case of Jogja, as a venue of the
workshop. A contextual formulation for
managing heritage environment for Jogja
will be composed during the workshop.

For further information please contact
DR. Laretna T. Adishakti & Retno Widodo
Center for Heritage Conservation
Department of Architecture,
Gadjah Mada University
Jl. Grafika Utara 2, Yogyakarta 55281.
INDONESIA
Telephone & fax.: 62 274 544910
Emails: chc_ugm@idola.net.id;
chc-ugm@indonesiapusaka.org

Book (RE)View
By Tessa Corkill

Agency in Archaeology. Marcia-Anne Dobres & John Robb (eds). Routledge,
London. 2000.
After last issue’s levity it’s time to get serious. And it would be hard to find a more serious book
than this. The four parts (Introduction, Thinking Agency, Commentary and Epilogue) contain 17
chapters, each by different authors, some well known (e.g. Gero, Hodder, Cowgill, Wobst) and
some not so - at least to me. But then, on discovering this book, I thought I knew nothing about
agency in archaeology, a whole field of theory appeared to have passed me by (not surprising,
given the mundanity of much consulting work).
Some of the many notions and applications of agency include: ‘The replication of unconscious
cognitive structures (as in Bordieu 1977:78)’; ‘The imposition of form on material via socially
situated created activity (cf. Wobst, Sassaman, Sinclair, this volume)’; ‘The experience of
individual action in creating a life story (cf. Hodder, Johnson, this volume)’; and ‘The strategic
carrying out of intentional plans for purposive goals (as in models of actors rationally pursuing
prestige or power; cf Cowgill, Clark, Walker and Lucero, this volume)’ (all quotes from the
Introduction, Table 1.1).
There is much soul-searching, many examples and a lot of jargon, but in the end I wondered
how many of us have actually been using agency theory, perhaps without even realising it, or
knowing what to call it. Now we do!
Reference: Bordieu, P. 1977. Outline of a Theory of Practice, trans. R. Nice. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge UK.
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AACAI Register of Members for
2001–2002 and 2002–2003
Financial Years
Current financial membership of AACAI as
at 17 August 2002 for the 2001-2002 and
2002-2003 financial years stands at 83 (16
Full Members; 50 Associate Members; 17
Affiliate Members). In addition, 16
people/institutions
have
a
current
Newsletter-only subscription (see Table 1).

The following list contains details of all
financial Full, Associate and Affiliate
Members of AACAI for the 2001-2002 and
2002-2003 financial years. Please notify me
if any details in this list are incorrect:
(email: s.ulm@uq.edu.au).

Table 1. Financial members for the 2001-2002 and 2002-2003 financial years.

Full

QLD

NSW

ACT

VIC

TAS

SA

WA

NT

O/S

Total

5

5

2

1

0

3

0

0

0

16

23

4

2

0

9

12

0

0

50

Associate 0
Affiliate

2

9

1

0

1

1

2

0

1

17

TOTAL

7

37

7

3

1

13

14

0

1

83

On 16 April, 88 subscription renewal
reminders were posted to members with
outstanding fees for the 2001-2002 financial
year. This initial mail-out was posted to
anyone who had been a financial member
in the last four years. A second reminder
was emailed to 16 people on 29 July. This
second reminder was only emailed to
people with a regular history of financial
membership in the last four years.
The response to these renewal requests
was not as strong as anticipated with many
former members now unfinancial.
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Please note that a renewal form will
be

posted

out

in

September

requesting subscriptions for the
. 2002-2003 financial year.

Sean Ulm
Membership Secretary
17 August 2002
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FULL MEMBERS

NAME:
ADDRESS:

This is a list of Full Members of the
Association.
Full
Members
are
archaeologists who are competent to work
as independent, professional consulting
archaeologists. They have submitted
samples of their work for peer review (by
the AACAI Membership Committee) and
this has been accepted as being of an
appropriate standard. They are entitled to
quote membership of AACAI as a
professional qualification in the form
‘MAACAI’ and are included in the Register
of Full Members.

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:

NEW SOUTH WALES
NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:

MACKAY, Professor Richard
Godden Mackay Logan
78 George Street
REDFERN NSW 2016
(02) 9319 4811
(02) 9319 4383
richardm@gml.com.au
Historic urban, rural & industrial
sites.
WHITE, Elizabeth
12B Heathcote Street
PICTON NSW 2571
(02) 4677 3358
(02) 4677 3358
0408 029 421
bethw@lightstorm.com.au
Aboriginal archaeology.

AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY

BRAYSHAW, Dr Helen
Helen Brayshaw Heritage
Consultants Pty Ltd
51 Thompson Street
DRUMMOYNE NSW 2047
(02) 9819 7962
(02) 9719 8007
018 169 315
hbraysh@ozemail.com.au
Aboriginal archaeology.

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:

HAGLUND, Laila
Haglund & Associates
Cultural Heritage Consultants
1 Cameron Street
BALMAIN NSW 2041
(02) 9818 4541
(02) 9810 7364
0408 162 851
haglund@ozemail.com.au
Aboriginal and contact site
archaeology.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
GENERAL FIELD:

McDONALD, Dr Jo
Jo McDonald Cultural Heritage
Management Pty Ltd
15 Bankside Avenue
UNDERCLIFFE NSW 2206
(02) 9560 0275
(02) 9560 0279
0418 162 781
JMcDonald@jmcdchm.com.au
Aboriginal archaeology.

LANCE, Allan
Heritage Consulting Australia
GPO Box 2677
CANBERRA ACT 2601
(02) 6247 8012
(02) 6247 9110
0418 856 504
hca1@ozemail.com.au
Aboriginal and rural historic
sites.
NAVIN, Kerry
Navin Officer Archaeological
Resource Management
102 Jervois Street
DEAKIN ACT 2600
(02) 6282 9415
(02) 6282 9416
0419 296 868
navoff@tpgi.com.au
Aboriginal archaeology.

VICTORIA
NAME:
ADDRESS:

GUNN, Ben
RMB 2008
STAWELL VIC 3380
PHONE:
(03) 5358 3102
FAX:
(03) 5358 5202
EMAIL:
gunb@netconnect.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology.
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QUEENSLAND

SOUTH AUSTRALIA

NAME:
ADDRESS:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

BIRD, Michele
Northern Archaeology
Consultancies
PO Box 118
CASTLETOWN QLD 4812
PHONE:
(07) 4771 4282
FAX:
(07) 4721 5986
MOBILE:
0417 767 099
EMAIL:
mbird@austarnet.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology.

CANE, Dr Scott
Culture and Heritage
PO Box 1773
PORT LINCOLN SA 5606
PHONE:
(08) 8687 2099
FAX:
(08) 8687 2040
EMAIL:
scottandannie@ozemail.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Prehistoric and contemporary
Aboriginal sites.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

BONHOMME, Terry
Bonhomme Craib & Associates
Heritage Consultants
PO Box 61
MUDGEERABA QLD 4213
PHONE:
(07) 5530 2542
FAX:
(07) 5530 2542
EMAIL:
jcraib@ozemail.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology; contact
sites; rural historic sites.
NAME:
ADDRESS:

HATTE, Elizabeth
Northern Archaeology
Consultancies
PO Box 118
CASTLETOWN QLD 4812
PHONE:
(07) 4771 4282
FAX:
(07) 4721 5986
MOBILE:
0418 725 922
EMAIL:
nacliz@tpgi.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

ULM, Sean
Aboriginal & Torres Strait
Islander Studies Unit
University of Queensland
BRISBANE QLD 4072
PHONE:
(07) 3365 2385
FAX:
(07) 3365 2359
EMAIL:
s.ulm@uq.edu.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology: survey,
recording and excavation.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

VETH, A/Prof. Peter
13 Nerita Crescent
NELLY BAY QLD 4819
PHONE:
(07) 4758 1156
FAX:
(07) 4781 4045
MOBILE:
0428 959 960
EMAIL:
peterveth@hp.ozemail.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal
prehistoric
and
contemporary sites archaeology.
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NAME:
ADDRESS:

PARDOE, Dr Colin
3 Rose Street
GILBERTON SA 5081
PHONE:
(08) 8269 2798
EMAIL:
Pardoe@ozemail.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology; skeletal
remains.
NAME:
ADDRESS:

WOOD, Vivienne
21 Liston Street
PARKSIDE SA 5063
PHONE:
(08) 8271 8549
FAX:
(08) 8271 8549
EMAIL:
vwood@ozemail.com.au
GENERAL FIELD: Aboriginal archaeology; contact
sites; contemporary Aboriginal
sites.

ASSOCIATE
MEMBERS
This is a list of Associate Members of the
Association. Associate Members are
graduates in archaeology, who have been
recommended by referees, and are seeking
a career as consultants. Their work has not
been subject to peer review by AACAI.
They generally have less experience or are
less qualified than Full Members. They are
available to assist in consulting work and/or
may undertake independent consultancies
appropriate to their experience or expertise.
This category includes recent graduates
with little or no experience in consulting
work, to those with considerable expertise.

AACAI NEWSLETTER NO.90 AUGUST 2002

EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Maritime archaeology
(commercial divers qualifications); historic sites.

NEW SOUTH WALES
NAME:
ADDRESS:

DIBDEN, Julie
PO Box 677
MITTAGONG NSW 2576
PHONE:
(02) 4872 2961
FAX:
(02) 4872 2961
EMAIL:
nswarch@acenet.com.au
AVAILABILITY: NSW, esp. Sydney, Hunter, south
coast; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Stone artefact analysis;
rock art analysis.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

APPLETON, John
10 Roslyn Avenue
ARMIDALE NSW 2350
PHONE:
(02) 6772 6512
FAX:
(02) 6772 6512
MOBILE:
0428 651 789
EMAIL:
japples@northnet.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere in NSW; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Indigenous & nonIndigenous
assessments
and
investigations;
predictive modelling; site survey; salvage; excavation;
recording; analysis; CRM.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

DONLON, Dr Denise
6 Glencoe Road
WOOLLAHRA NSW 2025
PHONE:
(02) 9327 4915
FAX:
(02) 9351 6915
EMAIL:
ddonlon@anatomy.usyd.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Australia; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric site survey,
recording, excavation; identification and analysis of
human skeletal material; forensic archaeology.

CARNEY, Martin
122C Percival Road
STANMORE NSW 2048
(02) 9965 6093

PHONE:
AVAILABILITY:
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

DREW, Julie
286 Moore Park Road
PADDINGTON NSW 2021
PHONE:
(02) 9331 6404
FAX:
(02) 9332 1804
MOBILE PHONE: 0407 109 997
EMAIL:
julied@hotkey.net.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Prehistoric survey,
recording, and excavation; background research
(prehistoric and historic); shell analysis; rock art
recording and management.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

CASEY, Mary
420 Marrickville Road
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204
PHONE:
(02) 9568 5375
FAX:
(02) 9572 8409
MOBILE:
0419 683 152
EMAIL:
mary.casey@bigpond.com
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Excavation
and
archaeological monitoring; survey for heritage
studies; recording standing structures; conservation
plans; recording cemeteries.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

du BOST, Agnes
8 The Scarp
CASTLECRAG NSW 2068
PHONE:
(02) 9958 7756
FAX:
(02) 9958 7151
MOBILE:
0438 456 229
EMAIL:
agnesdubost@bigpond.com
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere, anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric sites; faunal
analysis; ceramic identification; data analysis.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

COLLINS, Jacqui
9 Unique Close
DUNBOGAN NSW 2443
PHONE:
(02) 6559 9138
FAX:
(02) 6556 6138
EMAIL:
J.P.Collinsj@bigpond.com
AVAILABILITY: NSW north coast; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Aboriginal prehistoric site
survey and excavation.

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
AVAILABILITY:

CORONEOS, Cosmos
46 Gale Road
MAROUBRA NSW 2035
(02) 9568 5800
(02) 9568 5822
0408 711 645
cosmosc@ozemail.com.au
Anywhere (ex-NSW min. 2 months)

NAME:
ADDRESS:

EDGAR, John
72 Cairnes Road
GLENORIE NSW 2157
PHONE:
(02) 9652 1470
FAX:
(02) 9652 1470
EMAIL:
jedgar@bigpond.com
AVAILABILITY: NSW, QLD VIC; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Archaeological
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survey and excavation; statistical manipulation of
data; stone tool analysis; art recording.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

FULLAGAR, Dr Richard
25 Balfour Road
AUSTINMER NSW 2515
PHONE:
(02) 4267 4547
FAX:
(02) 4267 4547
EMAIL:
fullagar@uow.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: NSW, Kimberley, WA
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Stone artefact analysis,
including functional analysis; Native Title claims.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

HOPE, Dr Jeannette
PO Box 144
WENTWORTH NSW 2648
PHONE:
(03) 5027 3049
FAX:
(03) 5027 3049
EMAIL:
riverjr@ruralnet.net.au
AVAILABILITY: Anytime, prefer SE Australia &
Murray-Darling Basin.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Faunal
analysis;
environmental, geomorphic and landscape analysis.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

IACONO, Nadia
3/25 Beaconsfield Parade
LINDFIELD NSW 2070
PHONE:
(02) 9880 7494
MOBILE:
0425 303 061
EMAIL:
nadiazita@aol.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Subject to commitments.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Historical archaeology;
archaeological survey and assessment; monitoring
and excavation; CRM; heritage studies; artefact
recording and analysis; archival research.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

LANE, Sharon
6/126 Victoria Street
POTTS POINT NSW 2011
PHONE/FAX:
(02) 8354 0336
EMAIL:
sjlane@ozemail.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere in NSW & VIC; anytime
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:

PHONE:
EMAIL:
AVAILABILITY:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

LOWE, Tony
420 Marrickville Road
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204
PHONE:
(02) 9568 5375
FAX:
(02) 9568 5375
EMAIL:
tony.lowe@bigpond.com
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Historic site excavation
and recording; historical research.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

OAKELY, Bobbie
“Millpost”
Greenlands Road
NIMITABEL NSW 2631
PHONE:
(02) 6495 7614
FAX:
(02) 6495 7614
EMAIL:
boakely@ozemail.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric site survey,
recording, excavation; technological data entry and
analysis; management recommendations; report
production.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

RAWSON, Mark
18/272-274 Pacific Highway
GORE HILL NSW 2064
MOBILE:
0419 604 499
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Stone artefact analysis;
cultural heritage management; archival research.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

KELLY, Alexandra
50 Foucart Street
ROZELLE NSW 2039
(02) 9810 4007

PHONE:
AVAILABILITY:
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Excavation of Aboriginal
and historic sites; artefact processing (including
skeletal remains).

LISANKAITE-HOJRUP, Neringa
9 Calool Crescent
BELROSE NSW 2085
(02) 9452 3367
hojrup@zipworld.com.au
Anywhere; anytime.
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SALE, Katharine
National Parks & Wildlife Service
PO Box 1967
HURSTVILLE NSW 2220
PHONE:
(02) 9585 6920
FAX:
(02) 9585 6442
EMAIL:
katharine.sale@npws.nsw.gov.au
AVAILABILITY: Not available.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric site survey,
recording and excavation; background research; rock
art conservation and visitor management; rock art
recording; report production and recommendations.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

SEFTON, Caryll
12 Chenhall Street
WOONONA NSW 2517
PHONE:
(02) 4284 2004
EMAIL:
ias@iearth.net.au
AVAILABILITY: Illawarra & Sydney; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric site survey
and excavation; mining subsidence; rock art;
middens.
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FAX:
(02) 6288 6273
AVAILABILITY: Eastern Australia; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric and
historical archaeology.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

STEELE, Dominic
64 Newington Road
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204
PHONE:
(02) 9569 5801
MOBILE:
0411 884 232
EMAIL:
dsteelearchaeology@bigpond.com
AVAILABILITY: All states.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric and historic
site survey, recording and excavation; midden and
faunal analysis; report production.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

rural

NAME:
ADDRESS:

SCHMIDT, Lyn
42 Swinden Street
DOWNER ACT 2602
PHONE:
(02) 6249 7209
FAX:
(02) 6249 7071
AVAILABILITY: NSW, ACT.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Molluscs;
pottery
analysis; recording and excavation of Aboriginal sites;
data entry and analysis.

STENNING, Eve
80 Bay Street
MOSMAN NSW 2088
(02) 9960 3914
(02) 9960 5469
stenning@chilli.net.au

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:
AVAILABILITY:
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Historical archaeology.

SOUTH AUSTRALIA
NAME:
ADDRESS:

ANDERSON, Sue
315 Gilles Street
ADELAIDE SA 5000
PHONE:
(08) 8223 1046
FAX:
(08) 8223 1051
MOBILE:
0414 310 100
EMAIL:
suanders@senet.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime; esp. SA.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Pre-contact, contact and
historic survey; research; site recording; excavation
and artefact analysis; community consultation; oral
history.

AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY
NAME:
ADDRESS:

KUSKIE, Peter J.
South East Archaeology
24 Bamford Street
HUGHES ACT 2605
(02) 6260 4439
(02) 6260 4439
0417 691 231

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
peter@southeastarchaeology.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric and historic
site survey, recording and excavation; Aboriginal
consultation; CRM.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

ANSON, Tim
321 Halifax Street
ADELAIDE SA 5000
PHONE:
(08) 8223 7121
MOBILE:
0411 681 954
EMAIL:
timothy.anson@adelaide.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Anytime; SA.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Historical archaeology
site survey; maritime archaeology; archival research;
remote sensing; computer mapping.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

OFFICER, Kelvin
102 Jervois Street
DEAKIN ACT 2600
PHONE:
(02) 6282 9415
FAX:
(02) 6282 9416
MOBILE:
0419 296 868
EMAIL:
navoff@tpgi.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Rock art recording; rock
art conservation and management.

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

CANE, Annie
PO Box 1773
PORT LINCOLN SA 5606
PHONE:
(08) 8687 2099
FAX:
(08) 8687 2040
EMAIL:
scottandannie@ozemail.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Coastal, semi-arid and
arid zone archaeology - SA and NSW only;
community consultation and heritage management in
relation to Aboriginal cultural heritage.

SAUNDERS, Patricia R.
6 Redgrave Place
CHAPMAN ACT 2611
(02) 6288 6273
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NAME:
ADDRESS:

COPLAND, Gordon
4 Alpha Road
BELLEVUE SA 5050
PHONE:
(08) 8278 1970
FAX:
(08) 8201 3845
EMAIL:
gordon.copland@flinders.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anywhere.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Historical archaeology,
especially Chinese associations.

DRAPER, Dr Neale
Australian
Cultural
Heritage
Management Pty Ltd
PO Box 452
MSC TORRENS PARK SA 5062
PHONE:
(08) 8172 2111
FAX:
(08) 8172 2311
MOBILE:
0408 657 544
EMAIL:
achm@ozemail.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Lithic and faunal
analysis.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

WALSHE, Keryn
Department of Archaeology
Flinders University
GPO Box 2100
ADELAIDE SA 5001
PHONE:
(08) 8201 3167
FAX:
(08) 8201 3845
EMAIL:
keryn.walshe@flinders.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Archaeozoology;
taphonomic analysis of vertebrate material.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

HARRIS, Rhondda
23 Oxenbould Street
PARKSIDE SA 5063
(08) 8271 0062
0429 695 135
Anywhere, but less than 30 days if

PHONE:
MOBILE:
AVAILABILITY:
outside SA.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Aboriginal contact &
historic sites survey, recording, excavation and
artefact analysis; archival research for contact sites.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

PIDDOCK, Susan
49 Old Honeypot Road
PORT NOARLUNGA SA 5167
PHONE:
(08) 8326 6770
EMAIL:
susan.piddock@flinders.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Archival research;
historical
archaeological
excavations;
artefact
analysis; report writing.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

SMITH, Di
96 Murrays Hill Road
COROMANDEL VALLEY
SA 5051
PHONE:
(08) 8270 2329
FAX:
(08) 8270 2329
MOBILE:
0403 699 746
EMAIL:
di.smith@flinders.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere, esp. SA; anytime
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Cultural
heritage
management; rock art recording, preservation and
management; historical analysis, survey, excavation;
artefact drawing; archival research; photography.
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VICTORIA
NAME:
ADDRESS:

LAWLER, Martin
1/6 Garden Court
ELWOOD VIC 3184
PHONE:
(03) 9531 3491
FAX:
(03) 9531 3491
AVAILABILITY: Victoria; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Computer modelling.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

MURPHY, Andrea
163 High Street
BERWICK VIC 3806
PHONE:
(03) 9768 9286
FAX:
(03) 9768 9286
EMAIL:
amurphyl@iprimus.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric and historic
site survey, excavation and recording; historic garden
archaeology.

WESTERN AUSTRALIA
NAME:
ADDRESS:

BRADSHAW, Elizabeth
365 Samson Way
KARRATHA WA 6714
(08) 9758 5569

PHONE:
EMAIL:
elizabeth.bradshaw@hi.riotinto.com.au
AVAILABILITY: West Pilbara, WA.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:

CORSINI, Stephen
PO Box 746
KALAMUNDA WA 6076
(08) 9293 7071
(08) 9293 7072
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AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Faunal
analysis.

MOBILE:
0429 937 071
EMAIL:
sjcarc@upnaway.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric and historical
archaeology; geoscience.

and

lithic

NAME:
ADDRESS:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

SCHWEDE, Madge
28 Bedford Street
NEDLANDS WA 6009
PHONE:
(08) 9235 8000
AVAILABILITY: WA; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Prehistoric site survey,
recording and excavation; stone analysis; CRM.

GREEN, Nicholas
PO Box 1349
FREEMANTLE WA 6160
(08) 9335 1689
(08) 9335 1664
n.green@escape.net.au

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:
AVAILABILITY:
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: 10 years recording sites
of significance to Aboriginal people in WA, especially
in the Kimberly region.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

THOMSON, Jo-Anne
G4 Dolphin Court
Hill Road
DAMPIER WA 6713
(08) 9183 0413
0409 668 992

PHONE:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
joanne.Thomson@hi.riotinto.com.au
AVAILABILITY:
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Pottery; technological
analysis
of
ceramics;
geology,
soils
and
sedimentology; geoarchaeology; faunal remains.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

HAMMOND, Clint
17 Norvills Retreat
KIARA WA 6054
PHONE:
(08) 9279 8917
MOBILE:
0439 990 917
AVAILABILITY: Western
Australia
and South Australia; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Stone artefact analysis;
landscapes; theory.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

VEITCH, Dr Bruce
PO Box 177
SOUTH FREMANTLE WA 6162
PHONE:
(08) 9331 4600
FAX:
(08) 9331 4700
MOBILE:
0418 901 740
EMAIL:
bruce@archae-aus.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Western half of Australia.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Survey, recording and
excavation of prehistoric, contact and contemporary
Aboriginal sites; rock art recording; excavation of
historic sites.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

HOOK, Fiona
PO Box 177
SOUTH FREMANTLE WA 6162
PHONE:
(08) 9331 4600
FAX:
(08) 9331 4700
MOBILE:
0418 901 740
EMAIL:
fiona@archae-aus.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Western half of Australia.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Survey, recording and
excavation of prehistoric, contact and contemporary
Aboriginal sites; rock art recording; excavation of
historic sites.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

VILLIERS, Linda
7 Smoke Bush Way
ELLENBROOK WA 6069
PHONE:
(08) 9296 9196
FAX:
(08) 9296 9196
EMAIL:
lindavilliers@hotmail.com.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Prehistoric survey,
excavation, analysis; lithic studies; site distribution;
geomorphology; editing; artefact photography; Middle
Eastern archaeology.

NAME:
ADDRESS:

JACKSON, Gavin
PO Box 548
HAMILTON HILL WA 6963
PHONE:
(08) 9337 7440
FAX:
(08) 9337 7490
EMAIL:
gjackson@arach.net.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Faunal
analysis;
geomorphology; ecology; prehistoric and historical
archaeology.

NAME:
ADDRESS:
NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
EMAIL:

MARWICK, Ben
1A/3 Cullen Street
PERTH WA 6008
(08) 9380 6376
benmarwick@hotmail.com

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:
AVAILABILITY:
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WARREN, Louis
6 Robinson Street
PORT HEDLAND WA 6721
(08) 9173 3565
(08) 9173 2903
louis.m.warren@bhpbilliton.com
Short-term contracts.
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EXPERIENCE/INTEREST: Aboriginal site survey,
excavation, recording and assessment; report writing
- WA, NT, TAS, VIC - 15 years experience.

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

AFFILIATE
MEMBERS

NAME:
ADDRESS:

Affiliate
Members
are
persons
professionally involved in archaeology who
have a special interest in contract
archaeology and its interaction with the
wider discipline. Affiliates are entitled to
quote membership of the Association as a
professional qualification in the form
‘AACAI(Affiliate)’.
__________________________________________
NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

ATTENBROW, Dr Val
301 Abercrombie Street
DARLINGTON NSW 2008
(02) 9319 7681
(02) 9320 6058
vala@amsg.austmus.gov.au

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

BOWDLER, Professor Sandra
Centre for Archaeology
University of Western Australia
CRAWLEY WA 6009
(08) 9380 2113
(08) 9380 1023
sbowdler@cyllene.uwa.edu.au

COLLEY, Dr Sarah
School of Archaeology
University of Sydney
SYDNEY NSW 2006
(02) 9351 3035
(02) 9351 6392

PHONE:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:

PHONE:
EMAIL:

GORECKI, Dr Paul
PO Box 292
PENNANT HILLS NSW 2120
(02) 9481 0853
pgorecki@ozemail.com.au

HORSFALL, Dr Nicky
PO Box 425
EDGE HILL QLD 4870
(07) 4053 2987
nickyhorsfall@austarnet.com.au

JOHNSON, Dr Ian
School of Archaeology
University of Sydney
SYDNEY NSW 2006
PHONE:
(02) 9351 3142
FAX:
(02) 9351 6392
MOBILE:
0402 389 190
EMAIL: Johnson@acl.archaeology.usyd.edu.au

NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:
sarah.colley@archaeology.usyd.edu.au

NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
EMAIL:

du CROS, Hilary
c/- Dr McKercher
Hotel & Tourism
Hong Kong Polytechnic University
KOWLOON, HONG KONG
(+852) 2690 9685
(+852) 2690 9610
hducros@netvigator.com

NAME:
ADDRESS:

__________________________________________
NAME:
ADDRESS:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

NAME:
ADDRESS:

__________________________________________
NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

CORKILL, Tessa
72 Cairnes Road
GLENORIE NSW 2157
(02) 9652 1470
(02) 9652 1470
tessa.corkill@bigpond.com

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:

COMBER, Jillian
4 Canberra Street
HURLSTONE PARK NSW 2193
(02) 9718 3206
0418 788 802
jillian.comber@telstra.com

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
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LILLEY, A/Prof. Ian
Aboriginal & Torres Strait
Islander Studies Unit
University of Queensland
BRISBANE QLD 4072
(07) 3365 7051
(07) 3365 6855
0408 012 748
i.lilley@uq.edu.au

McBRYDE, Professor Isabel
PO Box 3081
WESTON CREEK ACT 2611
(02) 6288 7661
(02) 6288 1059
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NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:
NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX: (
EMAIL:
NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE:
FAX:
MOBILE:
EMAIL:

McGOWAN, Angela
5/2 Saunders Crescent
SOUTH HOBART TAS 7004
(03) 6233 2424
(03) 6233 3477
Angie.McGowan@dpiwe.tas.gov.au

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

NUTLEY, David
NSW Heritage Office
Locked Bag 5020
PARRAMATTA NSW 2124
(02) 9849 9574
0408 976 553
nutleyd@heritage.nsw.gov.au
ROSS, Dr Anne
School of Social ScienceUniversity
of Queensland
BRISBANE QLD 4072
(07) 3365 1450
07) 3365 1544
annie.ross@mailbox.uq.edu.au
SMITH, Dr Moya
Department of Anthropology
Western Australian Museum
Francis Street
PERTH WA 6000
(08) 9427 2722
(08) 9427 2882
0417 919 960
moya.smith@museum.wa.gov.au

NAME:
ADDRESS:

STANIFORTH, Dr Mark
57 Main Street
EASTWOOD SA 5063
PHONE:
(08) 8373 3267
FAX:
(08) 8201 3845
MOBILE:
0412 347 280
EMAIL:
Mark.Staniforth@flinders.edu.au
AVAILABILITY: Anywhere; anytime.
EXPERIENCE/INTEREST:
Maritime archaeology;
remote sensing.

NAME:
ADDRESS:
PHONE:
FAX:
EMAIL:

SULLIVAN, Kate
24 Waterview Street
BALMAIN NSW 2040
(02) 9810 5755
(02) 9818 4074
ksa@telpacific.com.au
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WRIGHT, Professor Richard
72 Campbell Street
BALMAIN NSW 2041
(02) 9818 1037
(02) 9818 1037
richwrig@tig.com.au

CONTRIBUTIONS
All contributions to the Newsletter are welcome and should be submitted either
on floppy disk (IBM compatible) or by email – attachments as either a word or rtf
file are preferable to text embedded in an email. You can contact any member of
the Committee regarding contributions to the Newsletter, or forward to:
Jane Harrington
Editor, AACA Inc. Newsletter
c/- School of Archaeology, Anthropology & Sociology
James Cook University, DOUGLAS QLD 4811
Ph/fax:
Email:

(07) 47814846 / (07) 4781 4045
jane.harrington@jcu.edu.au

Or

The Newsletter Editor
Box 214 Holme Building
University of Sydney NSW 2006

Please forward contributions for the next Newsletter by
1 December 2002.

