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THE AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF ABORIGINAL STUDIES' ROCK ART
proTECTION PROGRAM: DISCUSSION OF THE
FIRST TWO YEARS’ PROJECTS

GRAEME K. WARD

Abstract. This paper complements the initisl presentation in Hock Ard
Hesearch by Ward and Sullivan (Vol. 6, No. 1, 1838}, in which were given the
background to the development of the conservation program and details of
the initial projects funded. It provides an outline of the results of the first
year's funding, lists the successful applications of the second yesr's funding,
dizcuzses the results of both years' projects and pravides a brief snelyaiz of
the differences between the two years' proposals, both those aucceasful and

unsuceassful,

INTRODUCTION

A discussion of the background to and develop-
ment of the Institute's Hock Art Protection Pro-
gram was provided by Ward and Sullivan in the pre—
vious issuc of Rock Art Research (6: 54-62) In the
initial year (Financial Yesar 87) the Australian Insti-
tute of Aboriginal Studies {AIAS} received thirty
applications [rom wvarious sources, the total value
of which was approximately $480 000. A meeting
it the Institute early in December 1986 decided
funding for & total of twelve projects to expend
the $150 000 available. There was one grant with
i national scope funded al $26.2k and eleven re-
gional projects whose average value was $11.7k.

The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs confirmed,
late in September 14487, that a further year's fund-
ing for the Rock Art Protection Program was to
be provided at the same level as the first year, The
Institute called for proposals, and its advertisement
of the project again stressed that the program had
three main aims: (1) the physical preservation of
endangored sites, including those threstened both
by the natural elements or animals and by inter-
ference by humans: (2) the detailed recording of
sites, especially those which ecould not be
preserved; [3) rescarch into the Aboriginal cultural
significance of sites,

Thirty-one applications were received, their
tolal walue was again far in excess of $400 D0
A mecting to decide disbursement of the RAFPP
funds was held at the Institute in Canberra during
October 1987; it comprised the following Council
1d 5 received 13 March 1083

Members, representatives of organisations and
others: Dr A, Chase and Ms 5. Sullivan {AIAS
Couneil); Mr R. G. Bednarik (AURA); Dr J. Flood
{AHC); threc NASAC representatives: Mr R. W.
Ellis (NT Aboriginal Sacred Sites Protection
Authority), Ms C. Gartside (NSW NPWS) and Mr
M. Melntyre {(VAS); Professor D J. Mulvancy (Joint
Academies); Mr M. RHohinson (WA Museum - invited
State representative); Mr (. Walsh {Qld NPWS);
Dr K. Palmer and Dr G. Ward (AIAS staff),

APPLICATIONS AND
CONSERVATION PRIORITIES

The 31 applications were received for funding
of conservation projects from a variety of sources
throughout Australiag further proposals advanced
at the meeting as protection priorities brought the
total to 34 project proposals. Two projects were
considered to be of national scope. The total value
ol all proposals was in excess of £450k. FY38 (along
with FY87) proposals are characterised in Append-
ices A and B.

Sources of Applications

The range ol sources could be divided into two
major categories, those from individual research-
ors, usually based at lertiary institutes, and those
from institutions, departmental, statutory or Abo-
riginal, with some form of responsibility, statutory
or assumed, for the protection of cultural heritage.

Of the [irst calegory, lwo applications derived
from a College of Advanced Kducation, four from



Hock Arl Rescarch

121

1989 - Volume 6, Number 2. O, K. WARD

Table 1. Individuals Institutionsa

Summary of individual CAE |Unvrasty|Unattached Statehuth. |OtherState |LandCouncil
and institutional sources

of FY88 applications & 3 A 13 s i

fn =31\ 3 23

slafl and students of three different Australian
universities, and the remaining two from
unattached individuals, one of whom proposed Lo
be based st a university department should the
application be successful. Of the second category,
thirteen applications derived from four state and
territory agencies directly responsible for the
management of sites, three were submitted by
other governmental agencies concerned with land
management, another four applications were made
by a state museum, and the remaining three were
submitted by an Aboriginal land council (Table 1),
Enquiries were made by other Aboriginal agencies
but these did not result in applications being re-
ceived at AIAS.

Applications were received from sources in all
states and territories and for work in all states and
territories (sometimes for more than one geograph-
ical area); these data are summarised in Table 2
{below). As the table shows, sources in the North-
ern Territory and New South Wales predominated,

The foci of the various proposals were evenly
divided between locations in the north of Australia,
where a large number of sites is known lo exist,
and the south of the country; a large proportion
of the latter (nearly one third} were for work in
New South Wales.

were withdrawn from consideration by represent-
atives of the applicants. None of the further three
proposals referred to the meeting as conservation
priorities from other AIAS sources or promoted
during the meeting as being matters of urgency
were funded. In the case of two institutions seck-
ing funding for a total of five projects all applica-
tions were rejected and two 'seeding grants' were
offered for projects to be redefined in consultation
with a steering committee formed from among
those at the meeting.

The three main aims of the Rock Art Proteclion
FProgram, {1) the physical preservation and man-
agement of endangered sites including those
threatened by the natural elements, animals or in-
terference from humans; (2) survey and documenta-
tion of new and major sites; (3) rescarch into the
Aboriginal cultural significance of siles, were tak-
en into account in assessing grant applications. A
total of twelve projects were [unded lor a little
lesz than $150k (some monecy being retained for
the purpose ol publicizsing the program); all admin-
istrative costs were covered by AIAS. In some
cases the amount of funding requested had beoen
cut to allow the total awvailable to be further
spread. The successful applications can be summar-
ised as follows:

Proposal Criteria {1} Canberra College of Advanced Education (Dr
The 31 applications could be characterised in . Pearson, Cultural Heritage Science Divi-
terms ol the reference each made to the three zion); Graduate Diploma in the Conservation
main criteria for protection lisied above. As Table of Roeck Art (Planning Meeting) (National;
4 shows, they were roughly evenly divided between riteria met: 1, 2, 3} amount of grant of-
the first two criteria, with only one application fered: $4882,
focusing upon the Aboriginal significance of its {2) Queecnsland National Parks and Wildlife Ser-
subject matter. vice {Mr L. Power, Central Region); Kenniff
Cave Site Protection (Qld; 1); $14 521,
{3) Northern Territory Museum of Arts and
SUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS Sciences (Mr (. Chaloupka/Mr B. Harneyl
Protection and Conservation of Wardaman
During the meeting, six preservation and man- Hock Art Sites (N'T; 1); $10 000 plus ¢. $4000
agement and/or survey and documentation projects carried over from previous year.
WA NT  8A Qld N8SW ACT vie Tas A* |Totals
Table 2.
Summary of geographical Source 4 G 1 2 11 ] a 2 0.3 31
sources and foci of FY&8 Foous 5 7 T . 36 31 1 @ I£f 33
applications.
* Australia-wide or three or more States/Territories
Criterion it £}
Table 3. 1 Physical preservation & managemsnt 31 52
Summary by protection
criteria of FY&8 2 Survey and documentation 28 47
applications. 3 Aboriginal significance 1 ]
Totals 60 101
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Criterion

N

Projech

Table 4.

1 23 3 4 5 & T & 91011 12 Tkl

Summary by proteciion
criteria of successful

1 Phyailcal presrvin & mogmnbE| = * X% ® x ® H H X ® ¥ N 12

FY&8 applications.

2 Survey &k documentatcion

3 Aboriginal significance H = = = = N X = = o= = - 3

(4} New South Wales National Parks and Wildlife
Service (Ms B. Conyers, Central Region); Red
Hands Cave, Blue Mountains National Park
= Interpretation (NSW; 1, 2); $5800.

{5} Mew South Wales National Parks and Wildlife
Service (Ms B. Conyers, Central Region);
Garigal Site Walk, West Head, Ku-ring-gai
Chase National Park - Interpretation (NSW;
1, 2); $13 000,

() MNorthern Land Couneil (Dr F. McKeown/Mr
M. Pickering); Management Project (NTy 1,
2, 3); $14 000,

{7} Conservation Couneil of the Northern Terri-
tory {Mr J. Fletcher/Mr H, Pierce); Manage-
ment and Protection Survey, Gregory Natio-
nal Park (NT; 1, 2, 3); $14 000,

{8) Tasmania Department of Lands, Parks and
Wildlife (Mr T. Blanks); Mi Cameron West
Petroglyph Protection {Tas; 1); $12 500,

{8) Western Australian Museum, Department of

Materials Conservation (Dr 1. MacLeod/Mr

P. Haydock); McKay Caves Complex, Mt

Magnet - Environment Management and Con-

servation (WA; 1, 2); $11 150,

Mr A. Watchman: Occurrence and Composi-

tion of Naturally Formed Silica Skins - their

Effect in Preserving Rock Art; (Ntl; 1k

$26 305,

Western Australian Museum, Department of

Materials Conservation (Dr I. MacLeod/Mr

P. Haydock); Walga Rock, Cue - Environment

(10}

(11)

Management and Conservation (WA; 1)
$6750.
(12) Victoria Archaeclogieal Survey (Ms R.

Buchan); Grampians Rock Art - Interpretation
(Vie; 1, 2); $15 000,

("Criteria met' refers to the three eriteria detailed
abaove.)

" SUMMARY OF THE AIMS
OF THE SECOND YEARS' APPLICATIONS

The two national projects had very different
foci. Pearson's application was to support & meet-
ing of experts from around Australia to decide upon
a curriculum and organisation of a postgraduate
degree course in rock art conservation being plan-
ned for the Canberra College of Advanced Edu-
cation. That by Watchman sought funds for a year-
long study of the formation and potential useful-
ness of silica 'sking' in physically protecting painted
rock faces; the researcher proposed to collect
samples of silica skins from a variety of rock types
and climatic locations; to make a detailed geclogie-

al analysis of the silica skiris; to identify the fact-:

ors affecting their development and stability; to

make recommendations on their use and effective-
ness; and to replicate naturally occurring silica
skins by applying siliceous solutions to rock faces.
It was anticipated that a major factor in the pre-
servation of paintings would be better understood
and perhaps able to be used artificially in their
conservation.

The Queenszland National Parks and Wildlife
Service proposed to construct a boardwalk within
Kenniff Cave, providing an elevated viewing plat-
form and protecting the archaeological deposits
there from disturbance by trampling and the paint-
ed imagery from being further obscured by dust.
This application followed the success of those vis-
ftor control measures built in recent years at
other rock shelter sites within Queensland national
parks which have been subjeci to visitation pres-
sures.

Other purely protective projects were that for
which funds were sought by the Northern Territory
Museum for Mr Bill Harney, a fencing contractor
and member of the Wardaman community, who
wanted to fence traditional sites in the Wardaman
area; the continuation of the dune stabilisation pro-
ject at Mt Cameron West engraving site being car-
ried out by the Tasmanian Department of Lands,
Parks and Wildlife; and the project designed by the
Department of Materials Conservation, Western
Australian Museum, to manage the environment
of a site at Walga Rock. The Western Australian
project deserves further note:

Al Walga Rock, near Cue, the environs of the
site had changed from being vegetated to largely
barren since the time of European arrival in the
area and this, as pointed out by Havdock and Rodda
in an earlicr study of the site, had adversely af-
fected the preservation of the paintings there by
leaving them open to the effects of dust, driving
rain and microclimatic changes. The project pro-
posed, in consultation with the Murchison-Gascoyne
Aboriginal community and botanists, to transplant
appropriate seedlings into the environs of the shel-
ter with the objectives of physically protecting
the decorated surfaces and re-establishing a fav-
ourable microenvironment.

Most of the remaining projects all had some
combination of physical protection and interpreta-
tive aspects. Both New Soully Wules National Parks
and Wildlife Service projects funded, those st Hed
Hands Cave (Blue Mountains National Park) and
at Garigal (West Head, Ku-ring-gai Chase National
Park) near Sydney, were designed to provide in-
formation to the public and/or to control public
access to areas of rock art with the intention of
protecting the art surfaces.

The Red Hands Cave is the only painted site
open to the public in the eastern Blue Mountains;
an old protective metal grid was being replaced
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and the Service proposed to provide information
in the form of signage and brochures to visitors
to the site with the aims of promoting public
awareness of Aboriginal culture, and of the signifi-
cance of such sites to Aborigines, of the vulnerab-
ility and protection requirements of painting and
petroglyph sites, and of promoting public awareness
of the role of the Service in site management.

Wesl Head, in the Ku-ring-gai Chase National
Park near Sydney, containg many painted shelters
end engraved sandstone areas. The New South
Wales National Parks and Wildlife Service sought
to provide an educational resource for visitors in-
cluding school students to the Park by developing
a walk linking & stencil site with an engraving and
a shelter containing an archaeological deposit, as
well as carrying out conservation work at the
painted site, upgrading paths and providing signs.
The aims of the development were to provide in-
formation on Aboriginal culture, a demand recently
intensified as a result of the introduction of Abo-
riginal studies in secondary schools; to present a
more holistic picture of Aboriginal culture rather
than one focusing on individual sites; to promote
awareness of the range ol sites in the region and
their protection needs; and to encourage awareness
of Aboriginal heritage, and of the contemporary
importance of theose sites to the Abeoriginal com-—
munity.

The McKay Caves complex near Mt Magnet on
the highway to Cue was subject to adverse visitor
impacts including some vandalism; access was un-
controlled. It was proposed by the Western Austra—
lian Museum's Department of Materials Conserva-
tion to develop a system of visitor management
that would separate recreational use from viewing
of the paintings, and that was non-intrusive upon
the environmental and cultural context of the sites,
thus encouraging their conservation without adver-
sely affecting their presentation. Site use would
be researched; areas revegetated as necessary; and
information prepared for site-specific sipnage with
the aim of raising visitor awareness of the envi-
ronmental significance of the area and to provide
information designed to foster cultural apprecia-
tion of the paintings there.

Similarly, the Grampians interpretation propo-
s5al developed by the Victoria Archaeclogical Sur-
vey emphasised the information needs of visitars
to the sites with the aim of enhancing visitor un-
derstanding and hence, it was argued, site protec-
tion. The project built upon the visitor appreciation
survey undertaken the previous year which had
clarified the needs of tourists at the sites. It was
proposed to develop a self-guided interpretation
program for visitors to accessible sites in the
Grampians; to improve the way in which the sites
were promoted and interpreted to the public (a
workshop would be conducted targeting local tour-
ist officers and ranger staff); and to remove graf-
fiti from sites.

The two remaining projects encompassed all
three criteria. Proposals from the Bureau of the
Northern Land Council sought funding for three
similar projects, each designed to find and to re-
cord in detail sites in an area of Arnhem Land sub-
ject to development pressure, to analyse the ar-

chaeological significance of the paintings, and to
produce recommendations for their management
and physical protection. The grant offered to the
BNLC was to obtain assistance in developing a con-
servalion/management program for the areas con-
cerned. As finally approved, it was used to fund
a consultant to find, document, and assess the Abo-
riginal significance of a sample of sites; to use the
data obtlained io formulate models for site location
and type to assist the BNLC in planning and con-
ducting further surveys and in developing practical
strategies for sile conservation; to establish guide-
lines to assist the BNLC in assessing sites; to make
recommendations for the protection of sites, taking
into account the views of traditional custodians;
and to carry oul any necessary practical measures
possible at the time.

The Conservation Commission of the Northern
Territory requested funding for two projects to
explore for painting sites in two national parks.
It was offered a grant for a consultancy to develop
a management plan and conservation strategies
for the resources in aress under its control. Its pro-
ject, as approved, dealt with a relatively poorly
lknown area about to become one of the Northern
Territory's major parks, the proposed Gregory Na-
tional Park; the aims were to record, document,
protect and develop for visitor access (taking into
account Aboriginal priorities) a Wardaman site in
the Victoria River district; to conduct a workshop
on site recording and protection for Commission
staff; to produce policy and procedures for protec-
tion of paintings and petroglyphs and their present-
ation to the public.

PROJECTS NOT FUNDED

It is ggain instructive Lo consider the Lypes and
scopes of projects which were unsuccessful (cf.
Ward and Sullivan, RAR &(1]}). Nineteen of the 31
initial applications were not funded; as in the pre-
vious year, most were ascceptable proposals in
terms of their statement of aims and methods. OF
those unsuccessful projects considered, four were
graded B {(acceptable but of lower priority than
those graded A), and of those remaining thirteen
which were graded , one was rejected as being
outside the guidelines, and five were decided to
be of lowest priority in the current circumstances
(and individual applicants were recommended to
re-apply for other AIAS grants); five others were
rejected so that 'seeding grants' could be provided
to the two institutions applying; and another was
rejected pending clarification of the application
of previous funds at the site. Of those four graded
B, one was given priority should other offers of
funding be rejected; the others were scceplable
but described as being of lesser priority (often
compared with similar projects in the same region).

Taking 8 wider view, it was clear that the
members shared a generally perceived appreciation
that priority should continue to be given to pro-
jects, firsily, whoze major aim was dircct protec—
tion and, secondly, where interpretation work
would contribute toward appreciation and thus pro-
tection. Thiz view was further reflected in the
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Table 5.
Basic statistics of
FY&87 and FY&4&

proposals.

FYa7 FyYag

5 Sk i ik

NUMEFER OF FRODMOSALS REC'D kI = 34 =

Approx. Total Value < 450 = 450
Approd. hverage Value = 16.40 - 12.4
or Mational focus (X} 2 23.1 4 17.5%
& Regional foous (X} x4 15.5 340 12.7

NUMEER OF PROJECTS FUNDED 12 - 12 g
Tobal Valuo - f iho.n 148.8
hpprox. hverage Value = 12.5 = 12.4
or National focus (X} 1 21.2 2 15.6
& Reglonal focus (X} 11 11.7 10 11.8

large proportion of the funding that went to a
major project to evaluate the significance and po-
tential value of a natural process claimed to phy-
sieally seal many painted rock faces.

It is important to note here thal, of those un-
funded projects with & strong field research empha-
sis, that is, of survey and mapping of little-known
areas, four were resubmitted to AIAS as recom-
mended by the meeting, and three were offered
funding from subsequent grant allocations during
1984,

Summary of FY&8 Grants Funded

Recommendation

Further discussion before the close of the meet-
ing elicited agreement that any future con-
sideration of disbursement of grant funds in this
program, consideration should be given to survey
and recording projects as a priority for funding.

Further Funding

Following announcement of the FY8&9 Budget,
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs confirmed that
a further year's funding was to be provided for the
Institute's Kock Art Protection Program.

Received: 31 sapplications and three further
proposals; combined value o. $450k. COMPARISON OF THE TWO YEARS'
Funded: Twelve  projects, total  value APPLICATIONS OF THE
$148.8k; average grant $12.4k; or ROCK ART PROTECTION PROGRAM
two national grants totalling $31.2k,
and ten regional projects, average Basic statistics of the two years' proposals are
value e, $11,7k, summarised in Table 5.
FYET FY&E
BEeceived Funded Received Funded
S0TRCE i N # % # % # &
INDIVIDUAL
CAESUniveraily & | zo.o| 1 B.3 T | 20.6] 2 | 156.86
Unalbtached B 26.7 1 E.3 1 A8 i) 0.0
; Totals 14 | 46.7| 2 | 16.5 & | 33.5] 2 | 16.6
Table .
Comparizon of sources INSTITUTIONAL
of FY87 and FY88 Etateduthority 1z | g0.0| 2 | 66.7 | 17 | s0.0| 7 | s&.3
proposals. OLherf8Lale 1 3.3 1 B.3 3 A.& 2 16.6
LandCouncil b 3.3 ] 0.0 3 G.a 1 8.3
OtherAbloranztn a 6.7 1 8.3 o a.0| o 0.0
Totals 16 | 53.3| 10 | &83.3 | 23 | 67.7| 10 | 83.3
OTHER
{ATAS meeling) 0 o.0| o 0.0 3 B.a| @ 0.0
GRAND TOTALS 30 |1o0.0f 12 | 99.9 | 34 |1e0.0| 12 | 99.9
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FYBT FYEB&
Received Funded Received Funded
GEOGEAPHICAL SOURCE # % " ] # L] f %
Weatern Ahustralia 1 13.3 L 3.1 4 11.8 2 16.7
Northern Territory 3 10.0 3 25.0 * 20.6 3 25.40
Table 7. South Australia 3 10.0 1 8.3 1 2.9 0 0.
Comparison of pueenaland 5 | 16.7 1 8.3 2 5.9 1 B
geoagraphical sources
of FYBY and FY88 How South Wales 7 23.3 2 i6.7 | 10 29.4 2 16.7
pmpDSﬂIS'. Capital Territory 3 10.0 1 B.3 & 11.8 1 B.3
Victeria 4 13.3 2 16,7 1 2.9 b 8.3
Tasmania 1 3.3 1 BE.3 2 5.9 1 8.3
oOther Q 0.0 0 0.0 3 4.8 o 3.3
TOTALS 30 94.9 13 99.9 34 (1000 12 99.9

Notable in these figures is the reduction, in the
second year, across several categories, of the ave-
rage costing of individual proposals. The average
monctary value of proposals considered in FYS83
was only three-quarters thal of those applications
received in FY87. The average value of the pro-
jects funded in each year {except for the national
projects) was almost the same.

Comparison of Proposals by Source

It is useful to compare the sources of the var-
ious conservation proposals considered by AIAS
during each of the two years ol the programn so far
(Table 6). In the initial year, approximately equal
numbers of applications were received lrom indi-
viduals, on one hand, and land and heritege man-
agement sagencies on the other, whereas in the
second year three times as many proposals derived
from institutional sources. While the level of in-
terest from individuals atlached to tertiary insti-
tutes was sbout the same as in the previous year,
& substantial reduction was recorded in applications

from ‘unattached individuals'. Notable is the com-
parable level of interest expressed by land councils
and other Aboriginal organisations,

Applications continued to be received from
across Australia albeit in diminished numbers from
most states and territories (Table 7). The notable
exceptions were the Northern Territory (seven
applications) and New South Wales, from where
tenr applications were received (nine ol these de-
rived from the NSW NPWS),

Comparison of Proposals by Geographic Focus

In terms of the focus of the current proposals
there was again a wide spread, with concentration
on the northern Australian areas {(as reflected in
the large numbers for work in northern Western
Australia, the Northern Territory and Queensland).
There was also a significant increase in the numb-
or, resulting in a large proportion of all applica-
tions (10/35: nearly 30%), focused on New South
Wales, probably reflecting the perceived visitor
pressures on sites in the relatively densely settled
areas along the south—eastern seabord (Table 8).

FYB7 FYBRE
Received Funded Received Funded

GEOGRAPHICAL ¥OCUS ¥ L # % B % i+ %
Western Australia | 10.0 1 B.3 & 17.1 2 16.7
korthern Territory 5 16.7 4 3.3 T a0.0 k' an.0
Gouth Australia 4 13.3 2 i6.7T 1 2.9 0 0.0k

Table 8. .

Comparison Gf Queensland 6 20.0 1 8.3 ] 11.4 1 %.3

geagraphical foci = = :

Df FY&T and FYS& ew Houth Wales T 23.3 1 8.3 10 28.6 2 16.7

proposals. Ccapital Territory 1 3.3 o 0.4 0 a.n ] 0.0
Victoria 1 3.3 1 B.2 it 2.9 all 8.3
Tasmania 1 3.3 1 8.3 2 5.7 1 B.3
Australia-wide =* 2 6.7 1 5.3 4 11.4 2 16.7
Totala 30 99.9 13 99.4 i5 |100.0 12 (14a0.0

®  Australia-wide or three or more States/Territories
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1 PHYSICAL PRESERVATION & MANAGEMENT
la Research & developnent of phyasical conservation techniguea

ib Phyaical protection & management of Lhreats {i) [rom natural
sources, native and domestic animala: installation of drip-
-linea, vegetation removal, removal of neste, stock fencing;
{1i} from human sources: installation of grids, barriersa,
proviasion of walkways, upgrading of paths, stc.

lc Assessment of threate to conservation and development of site
management plans prior to implementation of protective manage-—
ment measures {cf. 2c)

id Protection & management of site through provision of education-

al information in the form of sigmnage, brochures, guided walks
and the training of stafl, develepment of public awarenesa

Retouching/repainting/'renovation' of images

(cf. 24)
la Monitoring of visitor impact
Table 9.
Rock Art Protection it
Program conservation
eriteria, a

SURVEY & DOCUMENTATLION OF KEW & MAJOR BITES
2a 8earch for unrecorded sites in little-known areas

2b Detailed recording and mapping of known sites or site com-
plexes, assesament of resources

e Production of recommendations for management (cf. le)

2d Production of detailed documentation about altes and/or site
contentas (of. 14}

28 Analysis of motif or other dara, relaticnship to environmental
factors, or other research-oriented aspecta, modelling of
regearch results, Lo,

3 REBEARCH INTO ABORIGINAL CULTURAL SIGWIFICANCE OF SITE3

Comparison of Proposals by Subject Focus

With the increase in the variely of subject foci
displayed by the second-year conservation
proposals, it was found impractical to characterise
proposals in terms of the four categories used in
the descriplion of the initiel year's applications
{Ward and Sullivan 1989: 57-8). Instead, subdivisions
were made of the three criteria originally enunci-
ated in the main aims of the Program as adopted
by the Rock Art Working Group. So developed, tho
RAPI' Conservation Criteria can be structured as
presented in Table 9.

Using the criteria developed above, the proport-
ions of FYB& proposals considered and projects
funded, as divided into the various criteria sub-
categories of Table 9, can be compared with those
of the previous year {Table 10),

Considering only the totals for each major cri-
terion {protection/management, survey/documenta-
tien, Aboriginal significance), the pattern in the
two sets of proposals appears to reflect remarkable
similarity of each of the two years' proposals; the
third category shows a significant decrease in
number and proportion of all proposals for funding
(from approximately 10 to 2%), and the first ca-
tegory shows an increase (from approximately 43
to 53%) If, however, one considers the subcategor-
ier within each major criterion, some interesting
differences are-apparent.

irstly, there was more than double the number

of proposals to develop protection/management
(from visitation) of a site (Category 1bliil); simi-
larly, there were more Lhan double the number of
proposals for protection through education of visit-
ors (Category 1d). On the other hand, there were
significant reductions in the number of protection
assessment sludies (1c) and visitor impact studies
{le) proposed. May one conclude that authorities/
land managers are tending to decide that the basic
work has been done and that the knowledge can
now be applied? An echo of this is sounded in the
drop in the number of 'research and development’
(1a) applications received.

Generally, there appears to have been an in-
crease in the proportion of multifaceted proposals.

Secondly, despile the few applications in the
search (2a) category funded the previous year,
there was an almost two-fold increase in proposals
involving this focus; there were slight drops in the
numbers of proposals which included Lhe prepara-
tion of detailed documentation (2d) and develop-
ment of analyses (Zo).

Thirdly, only one application could be seen to
have as a focus the investigation of Aboriginal cul-
tural significance {(Criterion 13); the drop is mors
profound if one considers that the proposal included
here is one which involves teaching aboul the
appreciation of and investigation of significance,
rather than one involving field or analytical re-
search.
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FYEY FYBE
keceived Funded BEeceived Funded
CRITERION ¥ 5% it % it % # %
1 PROTECTION
MANAGEMENT i 1.6 1 d.4
la (R & D) d 4.3 1 4.6 1 1.6 1 2.4
1bi{i) (natural) 7 9.7 [ 27.3 T G T . 5 21.7
1b(ii} {wvisitation) 4 5.5 ] 13.6 9 14.8 2 B.T
1c [assessment) B 11.1 3 13.86 ] 5.2 1 4.4
1d [education] 5 6.9 3 13.6 11 18.0 3 13.0
le {visitor impact) ] 4.2 i ! 4.6 +] 0.0 4] 0.0
Table 10.
Comparison of the 1f {retouch) 1 L.4 o 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0
I r
first two years Totals 37 J 3.1 {17 [ 77-3| 32 | sa.5 | 12| s6.5
proposals in terms
of various criteria 4 BURVEY /
fall Subfﬂ‘cf. foﬂ'f DOCUMENTATION 1 1.6 1 4.4
mentioned). za [search) 5 6.9 0 0.0 7 11.5 2 .7
2b {mapping) 1o 131.9 o 0.0 B 13.1 2 8.7
2¢ {recommendaticn) 24 1.1 1 4.6 ot 4.2 a a.7
2d {documentaticn) 5 6.9 1 4.6 3 4.9 [¥] 0.0
2e lanalysis) fi 8.3 1 4.6 4 G.6 o 0.0
Totals 34 47.2 | 13.6 28 15.9 T 30.4
1 AGBORIGINAL
SIGNIFICANCE
Totals T 9.7 2 9.1 1 1.6 x| 13.0
TOTALS Td (100.0 23 |100.0 61 [0Q.0 23 99.9
4 This figure affected by re-definition of two projects

Thiz snalysiz may be misleading, since all foci
mentioned in an application have been included
in Table 10. If only the major thrusts of each pro-
posal are used as the basis for the analysis (Table
11, see p. 134), could different conclusions be pos-
sible?

As Table 11 shows, the overall patterns of the
two years' proposals again are similar, with a slight
trend toward overall de-emphasiz of Criterion 1
proposals in favour of Criterion 2. Possibly signifi-
cant differences are seen in (a) the reversal of pro-
posals emphasising categories 1b(i) and 1b(ii) and,
gimilarly, those emphasising categories 2a and 2Zb.
However, without considerably more analysis—in
order to place appropriate emphasis upon each of
the stated aims of cach proposal—it is not clear
what allowance should be made in the current
Table for artefacts arising from the mode of pre-
sentation.

Attention now can be locused upon those pro-
jects which were funded as presented in Tables 10
and 11.

The first significant difference between the
results for the two years can be seen (Table 10)
in the significantly greater proportion of funding
of Criteria 2 projects in FY88 compared with FY&7
{33 ef. 14%) and & commensurate reduction in Cri-

teria 1 projects funded (62 cf. 77%). It is clear,
however, that although there were still, in FY88,
considerably more—nearly twice as many—Criteria
1 than Criteria 2 projects funded, the proportion
(13:7) had diminished greatly compared with the
previous years (17:3).

Looking more closely at Table 10, it appears
that the reductions in Criteria 1 funded projects
were fairly evenly spread across the various sub-
categories, but that the increases in Criteria 2
were concentrated in 2a (search), 2b (mapping) and
2c  (recommendations), with reductions in 2d
{documentation) and 2e {analysis).

Table 11, presenting the primary aims of the
funded projects, emphasises these conclusions,
showing that while Criterion 1 almost totally out-
weighed Criterion 2 (92 to B%) in the first year,
there was a more even distribution of funding (75
to 25%) in the second. Again, however, it must
be stressed that the method of analysis is relatively
superficial.

There was a slight increase in the proportion
of projects designed to research or document the
Aboriginal cultural significance of sites and site
complexes (as indicated in Table 10) but, as Table
11 shows, this aim was a minor one in projects
whose major focus was course development or the
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FYGT FYsa4a
Roceived Funded Receiwvad Funded
CRITERI1ON # % # L # LY # %
1 TDPROTECTION
MANAGEMENT 1 2.9 1 B.3
la (R & 0) 2 a.7 & 4.0 1 2.9 1 B.3
1b{i} {natural} & an. o fi 50,0 i B. G A 25.0
1bi{ii} (wisitation) 1 3.3 1 B.3 L 17.7 1 B.3
1c [assesament) 3 1.0 n o.o i B.& 1 B.3
1d {educaticn) 3 16.40 | 25.0 4 11.%8 2 16.7
e [(visitor impact} 2 6.7 1 8.3 0 0.0 i 0.0
Table 11. 1£ {retouch) o 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 o G.0
Comparison of the
b P : f, Totals 17 BE.T 11 91.7 18 52.9 ] 75.0
first two years
proposals in lerms 2 BURVEY
Ufwrfﬂus criterio DOCUMENTATICN 1 2.9 1 B.3
{main subject foci Za {search!) 4 13.3 o 0.0 T 20,6 a 0.0
anlyh
2b (mappingl 5 16,7 o 0.4a 3 B._R 0 0.0
2o {recommendation) a o.0 o 0.0 1 2.9 2x[ 16.7
24 {documentation) a 6.7 1 B.3 ] 5.9 ] 0.0
2e {analysia} 1 3.2 o 0.0 1 2.9 o 0.0
Totals 12 40.0 1 B.3 15 44.1 3 25.0
3 ABORIGINAL
SIGNIFICANCE
Totala h 3 3.3 o 0.0 1 A.49 4] 0.0
TOTALS 30 |100.0 12 j1co0.0 34 99.9 12 1100.0
* Thia figure aftected by re-definition of two projectas

preparation of recommendations for protection.

Distribution by Geographical Focus

At wvarious times, concern has heen expressed
at the peographical {or, more strictly, state or
territory} distribution of prants, and it is uselul
to make a comparison here of the spread of pro-
jeets funded by national and state/territory catego-
ries (Table 12). The money value of projects, how-
ever, is probably more revealing of the distribution
of resources (this is also detailed in Table 12).

A major proportion of FY88 funding {(more than
a fifth) was directed to the two national projects
and this represenis a significant increase on the
previous year.

National projects aside, comparison of the
state/territory distribution of funds shows that the
north of Australis again was favoured both in terms
of the bulk of the successful proposals and mone-
tary value of funding, with an even greater share
of the available funds than in the previous year;
more than half of these went to the Northern
Territory. Less funds were divided among the
southern states in FY88., Comparison of Table 12
with Table 8 shows that, generally, the allocation
of funds reflected the geographical foci of conser-
vation proposals.

It might be observed that a major 'loser' in
Y88 compared with the previous year was South
Australia, with a small porporiional reduction being
experienced by Queensland. Major gains absolutely
and proportionally were made by the national cate-
gory (there were Lwo projects in FYRE as opposed
to one in FY&7) and by New South Wales while all
other states excepl Tasmania gained some incre-
ment both absolutely and proportionally.

It might be more meaningful to some to meas—
ure the absolute amounts distributed to each stale
in terms of that state's population or in terms of
the relative distribution of taxation revenue. A
more useful comparison might be made in terms
of the number of painting and engraving sites in
each state/territory, but these figures are not avai-
lable in even approximate numbers. It could be
agreed, however, that the three northern Ausira-
lian states, Western Australia, Northern Territory
and Queensland, have the greatest proportion of
sites, followed by New South Wales, South Austra-
lia, Victoria, with Tasmania and the Australian Ca-
pital Territory well under-represented. Even in this
light it could be argued that the Northern Territory
continues to obtain a disproportionately large
amount of funding, and Western Australia, Queens-
land and the Australian Capital Territory obtain
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Yy FYRE
STATE f TERRITORY i 5k % # Sk E3
National 1 212 14.1 2 31.2 2l.1
sk i & 1i = _'l_ 6.2 -"ll}_B 2 1.0 12.1
Cﬂmpﬂf'fﬁ'ﬂﬂ rjlr Woastern uatralia 3 a s . . "
disiribution of Northern Tercitorcy 4 §71 24.7 3 Ik.0x | 25.8
funded projecis by
national fmpartcmce South Australia a 241.4 14.3 0 Q.0 Q.0
and stale/lerrilory Queensland BEEEREE 1| 14.9 | 10.0
laocation in terms of
number of profjects, Now South Wales 1 10,2 6.8 2 if.8 Bl
monetary vaiue and vapital Territory 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0
proportion of funds
dishursed. victoria 1 125 4.3 1 15.0 10.1
Taamania 1 13.2 4.8 1 12.5 5.4
TOTALS 12 150.0 2.9 12 148 .4* (100.0
* Excludes %4k carried over from FYAa7

disproportionately small amounts. It might be
noted, however, that the RAPP funds are not the
only monies available for this purpose in each area,
other potential sources being state agencies, the
National Estates Grants and the Australian Heri-
tage Grants programs.

CONCLUSION

In the second vear of the Hock Art Protection
Program, funding was divided among twelve of the
34 proposals considered by AIAS during October
1987, The monetary value of all proposals consi-
dered exceeded $450k; the funds available for ex-
penditure totalled $150k.

Proposals were received from individuals work-
ing at universities and a CAE, those nol attached
to any tertiary institution, and from various organi-
sations; most applications derived from state agen-
cies with horitage management and/or land use
responsibilities and Aboriginal land councils. Propo-
s8ls came from all states and territories, with the
Northern Territory and New South Wales being best
represented. The focus of proposals for protection
waork was evenly divided between locations in the
north where a greater proportion of sites are known
and tho south of Australia but with a large propor-
tion of the latter focused upon New South Wales,
perhaps reflecting perception of threats due to
vigsitor pressure on a limited number of sites.

The proposals considered varied greatly in scope
and aims. Amang them were two of nalional scope,
a postgraduate course curriculum  development
exercise and one concerned with basic research
into the potential of natural silica skins to protect
paintings. The regionslly oriented projects Tunded
were [airly evenly divided between those focused
upon physical preservation and management works
and those concerned with survey and/or documen-
tation of sites; proposals to study the Aboriginal
significance of imagery ran & poor Lhird.

The twelve funded projects included lwo 'seed-
ing grants’ designed to meet a wide range of cri-

teria and achieve multiple objectives. The two pro-
posals of national interest were funded; one was
widely but indirectly concerned with all protection
criteria while the second met only the first criter-
ion. The ten suecessful regionsal applications varied
in aim and cbjective but all scught to address phy-
sical preservation and management matters, and
another six were also concerned with survey and
documentation of =sites, A summary of the aims
of all funded projecis is provided.

Of the proposals not funded, the majority were
considered worthwhile as projects but were not
given as high a priority as the successful ones gen-
erally because of their aims, (Four were subse-
gquently resubmitted to AIAS for consideration for
funding from other sources, three successfully so.)
The meeting's priorities were clearly with proposals
concerned with immediate and direct conservation
measures and those seeking to control visitation
rather than projects seeking to survey for ‘new!'
sites ar to record in detail known subject material.
On the other hand, the meeting made & recom-
mendation that future consideration should be
given to other priority criteria of the program.

In comparing the various proposals and the dis-
tribution of the first two years’ lfunding, these
points might be made: there was a slight increasc
in the number of proposals considered and a small
proportional decrease in the overall monetary value
of proposals; there was & commensurate reduction
in average cost of the FY&H proposals compared
with those of the initial year. There was an
incressing tendency for applications to come from
institutional scurces rather than from individuals,
with a marked reduction in requests from 'unat-
tached' workers. There was, again, a wide spread
of applications [rom across all states and terri-
tories but the distribution was hiased by dispro-
portionately large numbers of applications from
two regions. The focus (as opposed to the source)
of proposals saw an increase in the tondency to
emphasizse the north of Australia (WA, NT, Qld)
compared with other regions, with 55% of proposals
directed there.
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In terms of the various RAPP criteria, there
was an overall similarity of pattern in the twa
years' proposals with the exception ol a reduction
in the number of applications for research into the
Aboriginal significance of petroglyphs and paint-
ings. When the proposals arc considered in terms
of the subcatepories of the extended conservation
criteria, it beocomes noticeable that there were
marked changes in emphasis in the second years'
proposals, There appeared, for example, to be a
new tendency {within Criterion 1 proposals) toward
application of methods 1o particular sites rather
than the stress on assessment studies of the pre-
vious year. On the other hand, there was an in-
crease in the proportion of proposals with multiple
functions. Wilthin Criterion 2, there was a marked
increase in the number of applications in the
'search' category.

When the successful proposals are considered
it iz seen that while the proportion of Criterion
2 projects funded increased markedly over that
of the initial year, there were still nearly twice
a3 many successful Criterion 1 proposals; there
was a slight increase in the proportion of projects
investigating Aboriginal significance of sites, even
if this was not the major concern of these studies.

Volume 8, Numbap 20 G Ko WARD

Comparison of the territorial distribution of
funding in the first two years of the RAPP shows
that, the national projects aside, the northern Aus-
tralian states and territory again were favoured
both in terms of the bulk af the successful propos-
als and monetary value of funding, with an even
greater share of the available funds than in the
previous ycar; more than half of these went to the
Narthern Territory.

A summary of the results of the various applic-
ations of the RAPP [unding will be offercd clso-
where. Appendix O provides a list of the various
reports resulting from the initial two years of the
RAPP; these may be consulted at the AIAS Library
in Canberra.

Dr Groene K. ¥ard
Austeslian Institute of Aboriginel Studies
G.F.0. Dox 553

Cuanberra, A.C.T. 2601
Australia
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APPENDIX A:
Outline of FY&T conservation proposals

RAFP # STATUS SQURCE FOCUS CRITERIA SOUGHT GRADE GRANT
FY87 21 Uni ACT NT 2d 2e 2o 3 5.000 A 3.500
FYBT 02 BA NT NT ib(i} 17.600 A 11.200
FY8T 03 BA HT HT 1h(i} 16.300 A 11.200
FY&8T 04 SA NT NT ib(i) 15,000 A 11.zc0
FY&T 05 O WA Wh 14 3 22,000 A 16. 2040
FYET 06 Ind Vie HEwW 2h dec 24 3 20.000 B Q.co0
FY&87 07 Ind Vie 5Ah 1b{i) 1b(ii) 18.300 A 4,200
FYET 08 Ind ACT HR la 23.500 B 0.000
FY37T 09 O©A Wh WA 2b 24 le 3 22.500 B 0,00
FY&7 10 0= old 01d 1k4ii} 1c 24,700 A 13.200
F¥37 11 Ind SR 5A b 5.600 B 0.000
FYay? 13 Ind 01d 01d 2a Eb Ze 1E&,.500 [ Q.000
F¥37 13 uni Viec Qld b 2e Z2c 10.000 c 0, e0a
FY87 14 1Uni ACT HEW 2a 2b 2c 10.700 c 0.o00
FYBT 15 35A SA 5A 1b(i) 1b{ii} 20,900 A 17.200
lc
FYET 16 1Ind NH3W HEW 2a 2e 19,600 c 0,000
FYET 1T Ind WA NT 2a g B3040 c 0.000
F¥87 18 uUni 5h =18 le 2k 3¢ 24 19.000 ] 0.000
1]
FY8F 19 uni HaW HEW 2e de 19.500 c 0.000
FY87 20 BSa HEW HEW la 3.500 [ G.000
rya? 31 sa HEW HEW 14 la 23.600 A 21 . 200
FY&87 22 S HEW HNEW 1l 20,000 A 10,800
FYay? 23 LC WA WA 3 14 1f 1l¢ 12.800 o Q. 000
ib(i
rYa7 24 Ei NaW HNEW 1 1biii} 14 14.800 B Q. 00
2b
TYa8T 25 Ba Vie Vie le 1c 14.E840 C 1z.500
FY¥37 46 BSA Tas Tas 1b(i] 1%.220 A 13,200
FYaT 27 Ind 014 ACT ad 2.700 [+ Q.0a0
F¥Y8T 28 BA Qld 0ld 2b 3g 1z 3 26300 C Q.000
FYBT 23 BSA gla oLa 1e. 2a 10 800 C 0.000
FY8T7T 30 1Uni HEW Pld lc 2b 3 18.900 C 0000
L] Tgtal * Rk
478. 760 150,000
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APPENDIX B:
Outline of FY88 conservation proposals

RAPP # STATUS EOURCE FOCUS CRITERIA SOUGHT GRADE GRANT
FY&88 01 Uni ACT A*x le 14 12.351 B 0,000
FYE8 02 Q8 KT HT ag 20.000 c 0,000
FY88 03 Uni ACT A* 123 5,370 A d.BE2
FY88 04 Uni ACT WA HT 2a 4._200 c 0.000
BFY¥a8 05 o0s ol4 old 1b{ii] 14.920 A 14.921
FY88 06 SA HT NT ib (i} 34.738 k 10.000
FY38 07 5h HEW NEW 14 5.800 A 5.800
FYas 08 Sh IEW HaW 1b{ii) 14 1EB.800 c Q.000
FYEE 05 Sh NEW EL 2b 1e 5.928 c 0.000
FYBE 10 s NEW NESW 14 13.800 A 13.000
FYE&8 11 3n MEW HEW 1b{idi) 14 12,800 B 0.4ad0
FYE8 12 sa AW HEW ib{id) 18.6040 C 0.o00
FY88 13 =3 NSW NsW 1e(ii) 14 4.800 c 0.000
FYg&d 14 EA HSW HEW 14 T.700 C 0.000
FYa3d 15 5A HEW HEW ib(ii} 14 3.800 [ Q. 000
FY88 16 LC HT HNT 2a b 2e Zc 13.420 g Q.000
FyYga 17 LcC HT HT 2a 2b 2¢ 2e 13.420 C 0.000
FY38 18 LC WT HT 2a 2b 2= 2¢ 13.440 (4 0. 000
FYBE 19 ©8 W NT 2a 2B.839 c 0.000
FYBE 20 3sA Tas Tas 2b 24 B.158 C 0.000
FYE& 21 &M Tas Taeg 1kii) 12,500 A 12.500
FYBE 22 BA Wh Wh lc 1%.650 A 11.250
FYEE 23 1Uni ACT A= la 27.260 A 26.305
FYBE 24 Ind Sk Sh 2k T.996 c 0.000
FY&EE 25 Uni ACT HSW 2d 4,472 C 0.000
FYEE 26 TUni Q1d 214 2a Zb 2c¢ 2.647 = 0.000
FYES 27 Sa WA WA 1b(i) 19.660 A a,.770
FYB8& 28 SA WA Wi le 1bii} &.050 L= O.000

ibi(ii)
FYBEE 29 S WA WA 1c 14 1l2.325 B 0.000
FY&8 30 53 vie Vic 14 1hk{ii) 12.990 A 15,000
FY¥EE 31 Uni KaW Qld4 28 15.434 C 0.000
FYE® 32 L+ H= WA 2a 2h 15.000 B 0.000
FYEE 33 A+ H* Q1la 1b(i) 1b(ii} 10.900 cC Q.000

1id

FYEE 34 nA» H= A* 24 25.000 5 0.000
FYER 35 LC HT/ NT 2¢ 2a 2Zb 3 0.000 Y 14.0090

meeting 1b(i)
FYBE 36 O3 HT/ WT 2c 2a Zb 3 0.000 14.000

meeting 1k(1)

*k: Topgl wAa

458,668 148.428

APPENDIX C:
List of reports resulting from the first and second years' grants, AIAS Rock Art Protection Program

LEGEND

Expressions in square brackets:

HE/nn numberss an AIAS Report.

IR/nn numbers an Interim Report.

Mz and pMs represent Manuscripts and Pamphlet Manuscripts held
by AIAS Library; Ms* or pMs* indicates that, while the volume
is held by the Library, it awails expressions of options from the
depositor and is not yet available to readers. B indicates 8 mono—
graph number.

Photographs are held by name of photographer or depositor; Hnnnan
indicates g negative (black end white or colour), while colour
transperencies are given individual numbers (curcently in the
series Srnn).

RAFP GRANTS FYBY

(1) The Shape of the Dreaming: Report on the cultural sigmifi-

cance of Victoria River rock art by Darrell Lewis and Deborah
Rose 1887 {processed, 70 pp., Includes 18 figures, 13 plalos,
references). [Ms2566]
KWE: Report published by Aborlginal Studies Press in ALAS
Report Series, 1948, as The Shape of the Dreaming. Report
on the cultural significance of Victoria River rock art by D.
Loewis and D. Rose. T8 pp., includes 18 figures, 12 plates,
references (ISEN 0 85575 187 &), B L&v3.29/51]

{Z) Report on acquittal of 1986 Grants, Reck Art Protection Pro-

gramme by George Chaloupka 1987 {T5, 2 pp., pluzs one béw
plate and 13 colour plates). [Ms*]

Copies of colour plates lodged in AIAS Photegraphic Archives.
[Chaloupka.Gl.CP: N4436]

(1) Awarencss Program: Aboriginal rock art sites and others and
the need to protect them and the natural environment (course
co-ordinators Ken Colbung and Jan Rodda), draft final report
by J. Rodda 1987 (TS, ii + 18 pp., plus appendices [photocopies
of course materials]). [pMs4658]

(4) The Parcong Cave Preservation Project by Robert G. Bednarik,
Auztrallan Reck Art Research Aszsociation, Melbourne 1938
{pracessed, il + 63 pp., includes zeven figures, 35 b&w plates,
references and three sppendices). [B B412.51/P1]

(5) Final Report on the Hook Island - Nara Inlel Art Site Protect-
ion Project — A joint projecl of the Australian Institute of
Aboriginal Studies and the Queensland National Parks and
Wildlife Service 1988 (processed, Iii + 9 pp., includes thres
figures, refercnces, plus 28 colour plates, four appendices
including 12 bdow plates and peespective drawings), [Ma2604]

(8) Arkaroo Rock Painting Sites Conservation - Final report 10849
[processed, 14 pp., incledes one map, sight plates, plus three
appendices: Excavation by M. Draper, radiocorbon delerming-
tions; Report on dust damage by D. Lambert; Costing.
[pM=465T]
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(7} Conserving Australisn Rock Arl: A manual for site manogers
1984, (15, 114 pp., includes zix fauces, two tables, 31 colowr
and three béw plates, references ond three appendices).
[Ms2562] Z
WL: Publishod by Aboriginal Studies Presa in AIAS Tieport
Series, Movembor 1589, us Conserving Australian Rock Art:
a manual for gite managers hy D. Lambort, ediled by G, K.
Ward (X + 11% pp., [ncludes five figures, three tebles, 31 colour
and [our béw plates, references, 1hree sppendices, and index)
{ISBN 0 03575 210 )

(&) Markel Research Sludy. Guided tours of Aberiginal sites ul
West Head [report to] National Parks and Wildlife Service by
Cameron MeNamara P/L 1287 (processed, 33 pp., includes two
tablex, recommendations, references, plus three appendices).
[Ms2620/Ms2619]

(4] Visitor Survey of Aboriginal Art Sites within and adjacent to
Grampians National Park, September 1987, Final LReport by
Foy Gale and Jacquie Gillen 1987 (processed, B2 pp. [lecks pp.
3 to 20 recommendations], includes one map, 21 tohles, plus
12 béew plates and five appendices), [Ms2524]

1) Petrogiyph Protection: Mt Cameron West Aboriginal Site -
Resultz of conservation programime uncertaken in 1337 by 5,
Brown 1887 (TS, 3 pp., plus 2 po. appendiz on loag Lers projost
proposal). [pMs*]

RAPP GRANTS FYHR

(1) Canberra College of Advanced Education. Report of the Aus-
tralian Advizsory Committee on the Propoged CCAESGCT Gre-
duale Diploma in Comservation of Rock Art 1838 [(T5, i + 1Y
PP includes two appendices: Australian Advisory Commit-
tee mombarship; Outlines of eight courses), [Ms4655)

(2] Henniff Cave Site Protection by B. 15 Power, Division of Con-
aervation, Parks and Wildlife, Department of Environment ond
Congervation 1539 (I8, vil + 28 pp., includes three figures, six
b&w plates, refcrences, Four appendices: Interprotive signuge
text; Cabe lighting specilicetions Xennilf Cave; Mt Molfott
Hational Park; Financial statemeni. [pMsdiali

(3} Interpreiation Work, Red Hands Cave, Blue Mountains National
Park. Report to the Australian Institute of Aboriginal Studies,
January 1989 by R. Conyers 1939 (13, 3§ pp., plus 11 colour
plates and brochure), [pMedi2h]

{4) Carigal Heritage Walk West Head: Report to the Australian
Institute of Aboriginal Studies by H. Conyers 1989 (U8, 4 pp.,
plus cne figure, four plates ond brachure). [pMs4627]

(3) Burvey and Assessment of Rock Art Sites in the Kudjumarndi
and Hukalak Areas, Western Arnhem Land. A report to the
Northeen Land Counneil, Jupc 1988 by R, G, Guon [main

volume] 1968 (18, 106 pp. inciudes refeconces, elght takles,
26 figures, 52 colour plates plus nine sppendices) with [zupp=
lementary velume! Restricted information on the Artwork ot
Biles KPT & HPP8, Kudjumarndi, Arnbem Land. A reporl lo
the Morlhern Land Council, June 1988 by R. G. Gunn (TS, &
pE., includes three figures, referencesl [Ma2689]

Caoltection of fourteen colowr negatives (NLO.ZBW: N46ET (o
H4B4A0] ond 6B colour fransparsncies [Guan22.08: 97601 to
97665] lodzed in AIAS Pholographic Archives.

(6) Recording and Assessmont of Rock Art Sites at Lungai (Vie-
toria River Crossing arca), Gregory Mational Park. A report
Lo the Conservation Commission of the Northern Territory
and the Australion Institute of Aboriginal Studies by K. G.
Gunn 1988 (T8, 68 pp., includes rcferences, 8 Llables, 38
figures, plus 38 colour plates, nine nppendices [pp. 69-106]
including 12 figures), [RES/F105]
Collection of thirtecn colour pegotives [Guan.BI.EW: Na70g
to N4720] and 85 colour transparencics [Gunn.31.05; 97516
to B7600] ledped in AIAS Photographic Archives.

{7} Reck Arl Proleclion Project. Petroplyph Protection: Mt
Cameron West Ahoriginal Site - Results of Conservution Pro-
gramme endertaken in 138, A reporl Lo the Awstralinn Insti-
tute of Aboriginal Studies by 5. Drown 1989 (TS, 4 pp.), plus
Mount Cameron West. Notes for the Proposed Mamagement
Flun on Archeeological Aspects, 7 pp., plus ME Cameron West
Rock Art Protection Project: An assessment of the Conserva-
tich Programme undertsken to June 1983 by T. Blenxs and 5.
Drown 1938 (T8, 18 pp., includes references). [phi=z4£24]

A collection of ten colour trensparencies [Brown.51.08: 97360
to §57364] lodged in ATAS Photogrophic Acchive,

(1} Environmentol Menasgement and Site Conservation Programmes:
The Granilc: Complex, Mt Magnet by P. Haydock 1988 (pro-
cessed, vi o+ 2¥ pp., inciudes management recommendalions,
one figure, ten plates, biblicgraphy, plus twe maps), [pMsdG41]

(a1 gitica Skins: Their Composition, Formation snd Role in Con-
sorving Aboriginel Rock Art. Final Report presented to Aus-
tralian Institute of Aboriginal Studies, May T8989 by Alsn L.
Watchman (processed, § + 16 pp., includes recommendations,
references, four appendices incl. figures and plates). [Ms2673]

{10} Environmental Management and Sile Conservalion Program-
me: Walga Rock Revegetation Project by P. Haydock 1938
(processed, vi + 11 pp., includes one ligure, ten plates, biblio=
graphy and two appondiecs: *Manngement proposal’ by P. Hoy-
dock and J. Rodda (3 pp.); "A report on the potential for re-
vegelation of an area adjacent Lo painted rock surfaces: Walga
Rock; Cue, Western Australia' by G. Cockerton, Australian
Revegetation Corporation, Ferth, 1987 (12 pp.). [pMs3383]

[11) Grampiuns Rock Art - Interpretation. Interim report received
fram D. Ranszon, Victoriz Archaeological Survey, July 198%.
[1R83,75]

Rézumé, Le texte original dens Rock Art Bescarch par Werd et Sullivan
fval. & no. 1) consiste du contour pour le développement du programme de
préservation des detafls des projects dtant réciplent des bourses originales.
Ce texte est complémentaoire, Clest l'oper¢u des résultats des bourses de
la premidre amnde les condidats elus des rdsultats pour leg dewx ans, et e
onalyse bréve des différences entre les proposilions de chaque annde, celles

réussies el celles non réussies.

Zusammenfassung. Dieser Artikel komplementiert den fritheren Beilrag
von Ward wad Sulliven in Rock Art Research (Bard 6, Nummer 1, 1988),
in dem der Hintergrund zur Entwickiung des Schulzprogrammes sowle
Einzelheiten der ersten tnterstiitzien Projekle gegeben wurden. Er umrelsst
die Resultate dieser Firderung im ersten Johr, beschreibt die erfolgreichen
Gesuche fiir Kostenzuschilzse im rweilen Jahr, erdriert die Resultate der
Projekte belder Jahire, und bietet alne kurze Analvse der Unterschiede zwi-
sehen den Antragen belider Juhre, der erfelgreichen wie der erfolglozen,
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