
Part 2
Museumsin the UK holding Tasmanian Aboriginal remains -

their human remains repatriation policies and responsesto TAC repatriation requests

33. Our experiencewith eachofthosemuseumsin theUnitedKingdomwhich hold
TasmanianAboriginalremainsis outlinedbelow.Theseexperienceshaveledusto conclude
that wehaveno confidencethatany legislationwhichgivesadiscretionwould resultin the
repatriationof Aboriginal remainsfrom themajormuseumsto theircommunityof origin.

1. The British Museum

34. TheBritish Museumhas2 bagsmadeof animalskinwhich containcremationash.
Thesearebelievedto be theonly two suchbagsto still exist. Themuseum’scataloguenames
GeorgeAugustusRobinsonastheircollectorandalso givesthenameoftheAboriginalowner
of onebag.Robinson’sTasmanianjournalsdocumenttheAboriginalpracticeof makingand
wearingsuchbagscontainingcremationashesofclosefamily. His journalsalso recountthe
lastdaysanddeathofthenamedowner,duringwhichtime he askedherto givehim ahuman
bonewhich sheworeaswell astheskinbagasatalismanagainstherpain.

35. TheMuseumoperatesundertheBritish MuseumAct 1963.

36. DirectorRobertAnderson’sletter to usof 28 July 1994reiteratedwhatDr Ball, Keeper
of Palaeontolgy,hadtold ourdelegatein 1985:

‘Asyouwill knowfromyourrepresentatives’earlier visit to thisMuseum,our
collectionsareheldunderActofParliamentwhichdoesnotpermitus to deaccessionthem:
norwouldwewantto do so, sinceweare an internationalmuseumandresourcedevotedto
preservingmankind’scultural heritage....we treat[humanremains]whichespeciallygreat
care, do not displaythemwherewe knowthiswouldbe inappropriate,andmakethem
availableonly to accreditedscholars.’

37. AdministratorGeoffreyHouse,CuratorMike O’HalloranandPublicRelationsOfficer
AndrewHamiltontoldourvisiting delegationin 1997thatthe Museumwouldnot repatriate,
andwasboundby the British MuseumAct 1963addingthattheBritish Museumdid not want
to setaprecedentfor repatriations.~5November1997.LLowery,JJames& C Spotswood:Reportof
TasmanianAboriginal CentreRepatriatonDelegationto UK & Europe.Nov 1997.TAC]

38. In responseto our latestletterofrequestfor theseremains(August2001),referringto
thePrimeMinisterscommitmentto returnremainsandthesettingup oftheWorking Group,
DirectorRobertAndersonwrote: ‘The objectivesfor thegroup include, asyoumention: “to
considerthedesirabilityandpossibleform oflegislativechangesin thisarea“. The British
Museumispresentlynotat liberty to return thehumanremainsin our collection....Wewould
bepleasedto considerscopefor collaboratingwith theTasmanianAboriginalCentrein ways
thatare opento usin thefuture.’ (1 November2001)

2. British Museum,Natural History

40. TheNaturalHistory MuseumoftheBritish Museum,Londonholds 1 skeleton;at least
9 skulls; a fragmentofanotherskull; ‘imperfectmandibles’(lowerjaw bones)and7 teeth.
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41. TheMuseumoperatesundertheBritishMuseumAct 1963.
42. In summary,thepivotal concernfor thismuseumin considingany repatriationsor
disposalis notultimatelythe legal constraints,sincethereareopportunitieswithin theexisting
Act for repatriationsto be madeif theconditionssetby theMuseumaremet.A crucial
considerationin assessingclaimsfor returnis theperceivedscientificvalueofthematerial.
TasmanianAboriginalremainsareperceivedto be ofgreatscientificvalue.Theywill only be
returnedif theyareconservedaccordingto themuseumsdirectionsandstill availableto
scientists.

43. Theonly repatriationoptiontheMuseumwill entertainis thetransferofremainsfrom
aBritish Museumto acorrespondinginstitutionin Australia.Theprimaryobligationas
expressedby theMuseumis to theinternationalscientificcommunity,not to theAboriginal
communityfrom which theremainshavecome.

44. TheMuseum’sPolicyon disposalis explainedin theMuseum’smemorandumto the
Houseof CommonsEnquiryinto Cultural Property2000. All emphases- underlining- are
ours.

TheMuseumspolicy hastwo strands:
‘Therearespecificlegalconstraintson disposalofobjectsfrom the

collection, coupledwitha stron~presumptionbytheMuseumagainstdisposal. [NaturalHistory

Museummemorandum296:15]

1. ‘specific legal constraints

45. TheBritish MuseumsAct preventsanyde-accessioningofobjects,exceptundersome
conditions:

‘TheMuseum‘s positionon disposalofobjectsin thecollectionis definedbythe terms
oftheBritish MuseumAct1963,paragraph5, whichgivespreciseandlimitedconditions
underwhichdisposalispermitted.TheActstates:

5.- (1) TheTrusteesofBritish Museummaysell, exchange,giveawayor otherwise
disposeofanyobjectvestedin themandcomprisedin their collectionsif
(a) theobjectis a duplicateofanothersuchobject, or
(a) theobjectappearsto theTrusteesto havebeenmadenotearlier thantheyear1850,

andsubstantiallyconsistsofprintedmatterofwhicha copymadebyphotography
or aprocessakinto photographyis heldby Trustees,or

~ in theopinionoftheTrusteestheobjectis unfit to be retainedin thecollectionofthe
Museumandcanbe disposedofwithoutdetrimentto the interestsofstudents:

(a) Providedthatwherean objecthasbecamevestedin theTrusteesbyvirtueofa gjft or
bequestthepowersconferredby this subsectionshall notbe exercisableas
respectsthat objectin a mannerinconsistentwith any conditionattachedto thegift
or bequest.

(2) The Trusteesmaydestroyor otherwisedisposeofanyobjectvestedin them
andcomprisedin their collection~fsatisfiedthatit hasbecomeuselessfor the
purposesoftheMuseumbyreasonofdamage,physicaldeterioration,or
infestationbydestructiveorganism.~296.16]
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46. Wehavearguedin oursubmissionto theHouseofCommonsCulturalProperty
Enquiryandelsewherethatsub-section(a)couldallowduplicateobjectsto replaceoriginally
artefacts,if theTrusteessowished.[TasmanianAboriginal Centrememorandum369: 43-45]

47. Wetherealsoarguedthatsubsection(c) couldallow theTrusteesto deemhuman
remainsto be materials‘unfit to be retained’on moralandethicalgrounds.[Tasmanian
Aboriginal Centrememorandum369: 38-42;& cfGreenfield:1989:113-5] Pitt RiversMuseumshowed
thewayin suchashift ofattitudewhentheyreturnedskeletalmaterialto Aboriginesin 1991
becauseit wasnot properlyheldbythismuseum’.[ThePitt RiversMuseum A SouvenirGuideto the
Collections. 1993.p28]

48. But subsection.(c) addsthefurtherprescriptionthat ‘unfit’ objects ‘can only be
disposedofwithoutdetrimentto the interestsofstudents.’

2. ‘a strongpresumptionagainstdisposal’

49. TheMuseum’spolicy on disposalalsoallows objectsto begiftedor transferredto
othersuitableinstitutions:

‘...Section6 oftheMuseumsandGalleriesAct1992permitstheTrusteesto disposeof
an object,by wayofsale, g~~ftor exchange,to theother nationalinstitutionslistedin Schedule
5 to theAct(seeAppendix10) “~ofCuratorialPolicies andCollectionsManagementProcedures1998]”

However,thereis a sppj~gpresumptiona.~ainstdisposalofspecimens,other thanbytransfer
asgift or in exchangeto anothersuitableinstitution(that is, not restrictedto thoselistedin
the1992Act), or by destructiveinvestigationfor researchpurposes.‘(Curatorial Policiesand

CollectionManagementProcedures1998paragraph5.4.1)

‘TheMuseumwill assessall materialconsideredfor disposalin termsofits scientific

,

historical andcultural importance,theneedsofbothpresentandfutureusers;andlegaland
ethicalissuesastheyrelateto thatmaterial. ‘Curatorial PoliciesandCollectionManagement
Procedures1998paragraph5.4.4) [NaturalHistory Museummemorandum296:17]

50. TheMuseumrepliedto theTAC in August1986:

‘In consideringyourpreviousrequestfor theAboriginal remainsto be transferred

permanentlyto Tasmania,theBoardofTrusteesmadeit clear that it is right andproper,from
itspointofview,for thehumanskeletonsto remainin thisMuseum.ItfollowsthattheBoard
wouldnot approvea permanentloan’ or any otherformoftransfer. TheBoardexpressedno
wish to putyour requestto Parliamentfor consideration,or to suggestto Parliamentchanges
to itspresentresponsibilitiesanddutiesin theBritishMuseumAct, 1963whichwouldpermit
a releaseoftheskeletonswithoutlegalhindrance.‘(R Saunders,Secretary)

51. Yet theyareentitledto destroytheremainsin thenameofresearch- ‘by destructive
investigationfor researchpurposes’.

Scientific, historical and cultural importance of the remains:

52. In March 1990TasmanianAboriginaldelegateMr Michael Manse!!spokewith John
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Peate,thethenActingDirector,andChris Stringer,DepartmentofPalaeontology.
Repatriationwasagainrefused. At this time Mr Mansellwasgivenadocument,titled ‘The
NaturalHistory Museum,London.Policyon Aboriginal Collections’,which states:

‘2. The Museumis atpresentconstrainedbythe The British MuseumActof1963,which
preventsitfrom disposingofitemsin its collections.However, it supportsmovesto change
this.legislationto widenitspowersofdisposal.

3. If theMuseumwereto havesuchwiderpowers,it wouldconsidersympathetically
claimsto repatriatehumanitemsfrom its collection, in caseswheretheypossessedno
scientificvalue.

4. TheMuseumemphasizesthatmost,butnotall, ofthehumanitemscurrentlyin its
collection,areof~reatscientificvalue.’

53. On apreviousvisit to theMuseumin September1985,TAC delegateMr Mansellmet
with Dr Ball, TheKeeperofPa!aeontology.Dr Ball gaveMr Manselladocumententitled
‘TasmanianAboriginals’ whichdescribedTasmanianremainsin thecollection,andstated:

‘All ofthespecimenswerelegally andproperly acquired,andasthepropertyoftheMuseum
are vestedin theMuseum‘s Trustees,who arenotempoweredundertheBritishMuseumActof
1963 to disposeofthem.Moreover,therace ofpure-bloodedTasmanianabori~inalsis now
extinct,andsothissmallamountofskeletalmaterial is an importantreferencesourcefor
physicalanthropologiststhroughouttheworld. ThustheMuseumseesit as its duty to secure
andconservethem,andto makethemavailableto visitinM scientists.’

54. InAugust1994,theMuseumrepliedto TAC’s letterofJuly 1994:
‘I regretto informyouthat bythetermsoftheBritishMuseumActunderwhichwe

operate,we are notable to passon or otherwisedisposeofmaterialfromour collections,and
thuswe arenotableto accedeto yourrequest.‘(Dr L Cocks,Keeperof Palaeontology)

55. In December1997Dr Cocksagainrefusedrepatriationwith referenceto theMuseum
Act in ameetingwith Alex ComfortoftheAustralianHigh Commissiononbehalfofour
delegateswhohadvisitedLondona fewweeksearlierbuthadbeenunableto secureameeting
with theNaturalHistory Museum.Cockssaidsomeresearchhadbeendoneon theremains.
[L Lowery, JJames& C Spotswood:ReportofTasmanianAboriginal CentreRepatriatonDelegationto UK &

Europe.TAC.Nov 1997]

The Natural History Museum can and will repatriate, if its conditions are met:

56. ThattheMuseumis ableto repatriateif it so wishesis clearlydemonstratedby the
Museum’spressannouncementin May2000,that ‘The BritishMuseumofNaturalHistory
announcedyesterdayit mightreturn someAboriginalhumanremainsiftheywereproperly
conservedandaccessibleto scientists.‘~TheAdvocatenewspaper,20 May 2000]

57. Howeversuchrepatriationis conditionaluponguaranteedcontinuedaccessto the
remains.Thepressannouncementcontinued: ‘We wouldwant to makesure thattheywould
remainavailableasan internationalscientifcresource,andbeproperlyconservedand
lookedafter, andbe accessibleto scientists”said[MuseumDirector Neil Chalmers]. “We
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feelwe havean obligation to the internationalscientifccommunityto retain theability to
studythemandthatis very importantto us’. [TheAdvocatenewspaper,20 May 2000]

58. TheMuseum’sperspectiveon its collectionofhumanremainsandthe functionof that
collectionis outlinedin its Memorandumto theHouseofCommonsEnquiry into Cultural
PropertyMarch 2000:

‘...researchon humanremains. ... enablesinvestigationofhumanorigins and
evolution,andexplainsvariationsinform over timeandbygeographicalarea...Human
skeletalmaterial is essentialevidence~fwe are to gainfuller understandingofparticular
societiesat certaintimesin ourpast.At oneendofthetimescale,theresearchis relatedto
palaeontologicalresearchon ourhominidancestors:at theother, researchis complementary
toforensicanthropologyandmedicalosteology.‘~NaturalHistory Museummemorandum298:25,26]

‘The Museumisfirmly convincedthat thereis continuingscientifcvaluein sucha
collection, andthatit shouldcontinueto be thefocusofactiveresearch.However,the
Museumalso recognizesthatthediscourseon humanremainsin museumsis framedmore
widelythan scientifcresearch,in termsofculturalproperty. TheMuseumagreesthat there is
a needto workwith institutionsandorganisationsin thosecountrieswherethereis
communitydemandfor thereturn ofhumanremainsfromcollections,anddemandsfor a role
for indigenouspeoplesin determiningtheuseofremainsin museums.Theaim ofsuch
collaboration is to providebetterinformation on whattheMuseumdoes,to learnfrom the
experienceofothersin this context,andto develovmutuallyacceptablesolutionsin areas
wherethereareconflictingviews.[NaturalHistoryMuseummemorandum298:29]

‘Paragraphs15-17abovediscussthebarriers to return: theMuseumis however
willing to discussalternativesto returnwith appropriate institutionsandorganisations.In
particularwearewilling to discuss:thedevelopmentofinformationresources;systemsof
carefor remainsin themuseum;andaccessfor non-scientiststo theremains.We are also
willing to discussotherissuesastheymaybe raisedbyothers.‘~NaturalHistoryMuseum

memorandum298:32]

59. TheMuseum’sresponse28 August2001 to ourmostrecentrepatriationrequestagain
citestheBritish MuseumAct ‘which onlyallowsmaterialto be removedfrom theMuseum‘s
collectionsin veryspecifccircumstances,whichdo notapply in thecaseoftheseremains.

However,oneissuethatis beingaddressedby the WorkingGroupis, asyounote, the
introductionofenablinglegislationoverhumanremains.A changeoflaw couldallow the
Museumto considerrequestsfor return to countriesoforigin andwe wouldbe willing to
discussthematterwithyoushouldsucha changetakeplace.‘(PaulHenderson)

3. Royal Collegeof Surgeons,Odontological Museum hasthreeskulls (A54.2;A54.22;
Paget’s2085); andtheHistorical Collectionhas sevenbonesandmandiblesandaslideof
hairandskinof Truganini.

60. Publishedrecordsshowthat TasmanianAboriginalremainsoriginallyheldby the
RoyalCollegeofSurgeonsin its variouscollectionscomprisedat least:threeskeletons;thirty
six skulls; one,possiblytwo, preservedheads;seventeeth;sevenmandibles;andvarious
individual bones.
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61. TheCollegeoperatesasaprivatemuseum.

62. From 1986onwardswehavereceiveddifferingandevenconflictinginformation from

CollegestaffaboutTasmanianremainsin theircollections.

63. ‘The CollegedidhavesomeTasmanianAboriginal remainsbut it wasall destroyedin
1941whentheCollegewasbombed...the osteologicalremainsweresobadlyburnt ...they
couldnot be identifed..

‘I can assureyouthat, hadtheskeletalremainsbeenin theCollegeyourrequest
wouldhavereceivedthemostcarefulconsideration.‘~Letterto TAC from B. Allen. Qvist
Curator.RoyalCollegeof SurgeonsHunterianMuseum,27 May 1986.

64. In March 1990ProfessorCraigDuncanandElizabethAllen advisedourvisiting
delegatesthattheOdontologicalMuseumhadabout50 Aboriginal skulls, andno remainson
loanelsewhere.TheCollege’spowerofdisposalis limited by termsoftrust eg ‘for purposeof
scientific study’.~TACFile note.M Mansell.16 March 1990]

65. TheOdontologicalMuseum’sletterof replyto usof 19 July 1994confirmedtheyheld
2 skulls from Tasmania,addingthat ‘Theskull is certainlynotofa Tasmanianandthe
cranium is ofunknownprovenance.

66. TheMuseuminformedusin thesameletteroftheirnewlydevelopedpolicy, under
which ourrepatriationrequestwasrefused.

Thefollowingpolicy regardingthereleaseofhumanmaterialhasrecentlybeen
agreedbythegoverningbody(thatis theCouncil) oftheRoyalCollegeofSurgeons:
So far ashumanmaterialderivedfrom namedindividualsis concerned,theMuseumswill
considerrequestsfor its return receivedfrom closerelativessympathetically,providedthat
(i) theycan furnish legal evidenceofthe relationship, (ii) thewishesofthenamedindividual
arenotcontravenedand(iii) providedthatreturn doesnot involvecontraventionofany
relevantBritish or internationalregulation.Anydecisionto return suchmaterialcan be taken
only afterdueconsiderationby theCouncilof theRoyalCollegeofSurgeonsofEngland.

Asyoucan seenoneofourextantTasmanianremainsfall into this categorysolam
afraid thatwe cannotagreeto yourrequest.’ [CarolineGrigson,AssistantConservator]

67. At ameetingwith ourdelegatesin 1997,CollegerepresentativesStellaMason,Keeper
oftheCollections,JanPickeringandCraigDuncanacknowledgedthesametwo skulls wereof
TasmanianAboriginesandinvaluableto scientificresearchon traditionaldietbeforewhite
contact.Ourdelegateswereshownoneof theskulls, thejaw of whichhadbeencut intoaspart
of dentalresearchandtold it wasover 1000yearsold.~LLowery, J James& C Spotswood:Reportof
TasmanianAboriginal CentreRepatriatonDelegationto UK & Europe.TAC.Nov 1997]

68. Royal CollegeofSurgeons,HeritageDepartmentwroteto TAC in July 1998) that
‘Members[of theHeritageCommittee]were impressedby theargumentsputforwardin your

paperandweresympatheticto theconcernsofthe TA.C. Theyfelt thatcurrent College
policywasstill sufficientto coverall thehumanmaterial in thecollections.Howeverthey
agreedthatthemattershouldbe regularlyreviewed.’
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The letterrepeatedthesamepolicy asGrigson’s letterof 1994

69. In July 2001wereceivedadvicefrom theAustralianDepartmentofForeignAffairs
andTradethattheRoyalCollegeofSurgeonsandsomeotherprivateinstitutionsarewilling
to proceedwith repatriation. ‘They will wish to knowwheteherthedelegationwill be in a
positionto negotiatespecifictermsfor suchissuesasfate ofremainson return (egfor
disposal,collection, scientificaccessetc)’ [AustralianHigh Commissionfax 2 August2001]??

70. From this documentwe learnedfor thefirst time thattheCollege’sHistorical
Collectionholds sevenTasmanianAboriginalbones‘decoratedfor ritual use’,anda slide
with skin andhair ofTruganini.

71. TheCollege’sfaxedletterofOctober2001 expressedgreatwillingnessto cooperate
fully with ourtwo requestsin ourletterof September2001 for aninventoryof anypossible
Tasmanianremainsand for any furtherinformationabouttwo missingskulls. Therewasno
referenceatall in the letter to ourtwo otherrequestsfor theremainsto be repatriated,andfor
forensicdataon threeskulls whichwecouldhaveanalysedby physicalanthropologistsin
Australiato resolveuncertaintyabouttheskulls’ provenance.(SimonChaplin, SeniorCurator)

4. Oxford University

72. OxfordUniversityadvisedTAC’s delegatein 1985 in aphoneconversationthatany
TasmanianAboriginalhumanremainstheymayhaveoncehadhadbeentransferredto the
British Museum[TAC Filenote 10 Sept1985.M Mansell]. TheTAC wrote to theUniversityin 1985
and 1986,seekingto confirmthis.

73. In 1994wewrotetwice to theDepartmentsofHumanandComparativeAnatomy
requestingtherepatriationof4 TasmanianAboriginal skullswhich researchindicatedwere
held in theDepartment’scollections,andinformationaboutany Tasmanianremainsin the
collections.

74. Wereceivedno replyto any ofour lettersto the University.

75. Informationfrom researchersin recentyearshasconfirmedthatthe4 Tasmanianskulls
are currentlyheldin boththeOxford UniversityMuseumofNaturalHistory (1 skull) andthe
Oxford UniversityInstituteofBiological Anthropology(3 skulls).

76. We haveno informationontheOxfordUniversity’spolicy ondeaccessioninghuman
remainsfrom its museumsandinstitutes.HoweverwenotethatOxford UniversityCouncil
endorsedtherecommendationby thePitt RiversMuseumCommitteethatAboriginalhuman
remainsin Pitt RiversMuseumberepatriatedto Australiain 1991. [Houseof CommonsEnquiry
into CulturalProperty.PittRivers Museummemorandum.353:9]

4.1 Oxford University Museum ofNatural History 1 skull

77. In 1997,throughtheinterventionoftheAustralianHigh Commissionwho arrangedthe
meeting,ourdelegateswereableto meetwith Dr Tom KempandDr ChrisNorrisatthe
MuseumofNaturalHistory.Theywereshowna skull andgivenareporttitled ‘Reporton
OUM 17713:Skull ofTasmanianAborigine’ whichcompilesdocumentationfor the skull
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provenancingit to Tasmania.[L Lowery, JJames& C Spotswood:Reportof TasmanianAboriginal Centre
RepatriatonDelegationto UK & Europe.TAC.Nov 1997]

A repatriationclaim for this skull is beingprepared.

4.2 Oxford University Institute of BiologicalAnthropology 3 skulls

78. We havelearntthat aresearcherhadsightedandidentified3 Tasmanianskulls in the
BiochemistryLaboftheInstitutein June1993.A studentfrom anoutsideuniversitywas
comingto takemeasurementsoftheirtemporallobes.Thesewere3 oftheskulls formerly in
theDepartmentof HumanAnatomy.

A repatriationclaim for theseskulls is beingprepared.

4.3 Oxford University Department ofHuman Anatomy & Genetics- possibly 1 skull

79. Pitt RiversMuseumreturnedremainsto AustralianAboriginesin 1991 andhavesince
repeatedlytoldustherearenoAboriginal remainsin themuseum.Howeverin 1997Chris
Goodsen,thenActing DirectorofPitt Rivers,told ourdelegatesthatskull AUS 80 1021,said
to havebeencollectedby CaptainJamesCook, is still on loanfrom theOxford University
Departmentof HumanAnatomyto PittRiversMuseum.Goodsensaidit is still notknown
whetherthisskull is thatofaTasmanianor aMaori andthatrequestsshouldbedirectedto the
DepartmentofHumanAnatomy.[L Lowery, JJames& C Spotswood:ReportofTasmanianAboriginal
CentreRepatriatonDelegationto UK & Europe.TAC.Nov 1997]

80. In October2001 wewroteto theDepartmentofAnatomyaskingfor all datafrom any
researchon theskull whichwe canhaveanalysedby physicalanthropologistsin Australiato
resolveuncertaintyabouttheskulls’ provenance.To datewehavehadno responseto this
lettereither.

5. Cambridge University Department ofBiological Anthropology,
Duckworth Collection 4 skulls

81. TheUniversityoperatesunderthe CambridgeUniversityTrust.

82. In 1990,Dr Jim Garlich,theretiring headof Biological Anthropologymetwith TAC
delegates.GarlichadvisedthattheAustralianAboriginalremainsnumbered‘about100
individuals’ (including Tasmanianremains)andthattheDepartment’spolicy is ‘that the
collectionwill notbe retainedwhereit canbeshownthat theremainswere “illegitimately or
illegally” obtained.[The Department]would supportefforts of “close kin” seekingto recover
remainsof known,namedindividuals.’ [M Mansell:HumanRemainsTripjournalMay/June1990
TAC.7&8June1990]

83. Dr Garlichacknowledgedthat little researchhadbeendoneon theAboriginal
collectionrecently.[M Mansell: HumanRemainsTrip journalMay/June1990 TAC. 7 &8 June1990]

84. ‘...the DuckworthCollection[is] an internationalresource....keptsolelyasa resource
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for scientificresearch.TheDuckworthLaboratoryis notpart ofa Museum...Thematerial is
availableto bonafideresearchworkersto carry outosteological-basedresearchinto human
andnon-humanprimateevolutionandvariation.’ [R A Foley: TheDuckworthOsteologicalCollection
at TheUniversityof Cambridge,in WorldArchaeologicalBulletin 1992No 6:54,56]

85. In responseto theTAC’ s letterofrequest(11 July 1994)theUniversity’s Department
ofAnatomy(ProfessorLund,19 July 1994)advisedthat all anthropologicalremainsin the
departmenthadbeentransferredto theDepartmentof Biological Anthropology,andreferred
us to Dr RA Foley,Directorof theDuckworthCollections.

86. TAC wroteto Dr Foleyin October1994 to requestTasmanianAboriginal remains
andfull detailsof all TasmanianAboriginalmaterialin theircollection.We havenot hadyet
anyresponse.

87. In 1999 theFoundationfor Aboriginal andIslanderResearchAction (FAIRA), an
AustralianAboriginal organisationresearchingAboriginal materialin British institutionson
behalfofAboriginal communities,reportedthattheheadofthe CambridgeBiological
Anthropologydepartmenthadrefusedresearchersaccessto the Department’srecords.(Lyndon
Ormond-Parker,fax, 11 March 1999)

6. National Museumsof Scotland,Edinburgh 1 skull

88. TheMuseumoperatesundertheNationalHeritage(Scotland)Act 1985.

89. Dr Mark Shaw,KeeperofNaturalHistory, told TAC delegatevisiting theMuseumin
1990thatsevenAboriginalskulls includingone from Tasmaniawerekept in theNatural
History sectionoftheMuseumwith thebirds andmammals.Shawtold ourdelegatethatthe
Tasmanianmaterialwasan ‘irreplaceable‘part ofthecollectionbecauseTasmanian
Aboriginesare ‘extinct’. Hewasnotableto give an exampleofthevalueto themuseumof
havingtheremains.[M Mansell: HumanRemainsTrip journalMay/June1990TAC.14 June1990]

90. In responseto ourlettersof requestofJuly andAugust 1994,theMuseumreplied:

‘TheActofParliamentunderwhichwe operatedoesnotpermit theNationalMuseums
to deaccessionmaterialofcultural or scientUIcimportance;norwouldwewish to do sosince
this museumis an internationalresourcepreservingmaterialfrom everypart oftheglobe.’
TheMuseumundertookto not displaythe skull andto makeit available‘only to accredited
scholars.(9 December1994.Mark Jones,Director)

91. In replyweobjectedto any useoftheremainsof ourancestorsfor research;‘this
practiceis veryoffensiveto us’, andaskedwhatconsiderationshadinfluencedtheirrefusal.

NationalMuseumsreplied:
‘We believethatinformationderivedfrom materialofthis kindmaybe ofreal

importanceto humanityin thefutureandthat this is oneofthereasonswhy it shouldbe
preserved‘(10 February1995.MarkJones,Director)

Museumspossiblyholding Tasmanian Aboriginal remains:

7. University College,London University
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92. We haveyetto contacttheUniversity College,London aboutthepossibilityofthem
still havinga sampleofmummifiedscalpwhichwastakenin the early1960sfrom ahead
preservedin whiskeyin a bottlein theDublin Universitycollections.Our delegatesrepatriated
theheadto Tasmaniain 1991.

8. Royal Collegeof Surgeons,Dublin

93. We intendalsoto confirmwith Royal Collegeof Surgeons,Dublin whether there are

Tasmanianremainsstill in theircollectionsofAboriginal remains.

94. We thankyou for theopportunitytodayto presentour submission.Wewouldwelcome
theopportunityto put ourcaseto you in personif thatwould behelpful.

Michael Mansell
Legal Manager

7 December2001
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Attachment A

Repatriating Tasmanian skeletal remains, 1970s- 1997

Repatriating human remainsfrom Tasmaniaand Australia

The TAC’ s campaignfor the returnof ancestralskeletalmaterialbeganin the 1 970s.Much
publicpressurewasbroughtto bearon the stategovernment.The TasmanianMuseumAct
1950wasamendedin 1974and1976 to allowTrukanii’s skeletonto bereturnedfrom the
TasmanianMuseumwhereit hadbeensince1878.Attentionthenturnedto the infamous
Crowthercollection,madeup ofthreeskeletonsand34 skulls dugup earlythis centuryfrom
thecemeteryat OysterCove.TheTAC took legal actionagainstthe TasmanianMuseum,
which, althoughunsuccessful,broughtnationalandinternationalinfluenceto bearon the
Tasmaniangovernment.Late in December1982 thegovernmentagreedto legislateto return
theCrowthercollectionto theAboriginal community.

TheMuseums(AboriginalRemains)Act 1984waspassedby thestateparliamentin
November1984 to allowthehandingoverofall TasmanianAboriginalremainsheld in the
two Tasmanianmuseums.By 1986mostAboriginal skeletalremainsheld in Tasmanian
museumswerehandedto the TAC on the community’sbehalf.Bothmuseumslaterreturned
itemsofskeletalremainsfoundin theircollectionsin 1988and1993.

Australianmuseumsfollowed suit. TheMuseumofVictoria, NationalMuseumofAustralia
andSouthAustralianMuseumreturnedAboriginal remainsto Tasmaniabetween1986and
1989.

Australianmuseumscontinueto returnskeletalmaterialto Tasmaniaas it is broughtto their
attention.In 1996theNationalMuseumreturnedskeletalitemsstill in theirëollections,and
theSouthAustraliaMuseumandthe MuseumofVictoria eachreturnedalock ofhair.

Repatriating human remains from the UK

TheTAC thentook its campaignoverseas.After extensivelobbyingbetween1985and 1991
our delegatessucceededin havingremainsreturnedto TasmaniaandAustralia.Meetingswere
heldwith someEuropeanmuseumsto determinetheextentof their collectionsandgaugetheir
attitudes;howeverthecampaignfocusedon theUK, andthereturnofskeletalremainsonly
wastheissue.

In 1991 PittRiversMuseumin Englandreturned5 skulls andthepenisofawarriorpickled in
ajar,all Australian.EdinburghUniversityreturnedits completecollectionof300 skulls and4
skeletons;11 ofthe skulls wereTasmanian.As well, in 1991,thePeterboroughandBradford
museums(UK) returnedtheircompletecollectionsof Australianskeletalremains,oneskull
each.TheRoyal Collegeof Surgeonsin Dublin returnedapreservedheadto Tasmaniabut
kepttherestoftheircollection. EdinburuhUniversityreturned3 Tasmanianhair samplesin
1997.

Repatriating human remains from Europe and Australasia

In 1997 StockholmMuseumin SwedenandAucklandMuseumin NewZealandeach
returnedoneskull to TAC delegates.
24

Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre Inc December2001



No otherremainshavebeenrepatriatedto Tasmaniaby anyothergroups.
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Attachment B

Tasmanian Aborigines

Tasmaniais anislandto thesouthofAustralia. Currentlyit hasapopulationof less
thanhalf amillion, ofwhomroughly 5000areAborigines.WhentheBritish landedin
Tasmaniain 1803anestimated4000Aborigineswereliving here.

From 1803 all Tasmaniabecameakilling field. In 1829 thecolonialgovernment
contractedGeorgeAugustusRobinsonto roundup theremainingAborigines.Onhis travelshe
noted‘There is nota boatharbouralongthewhole line ofcoastbutwhatnumbersofthe
unfortunatenativeshavebeenshot,’ their bonesare to be seenstrewedon theground’.

Robinsonimprisonedacoupleof hundredpeoplein camps,first at Wybalennaon
FlindersIslandandfinally at OysterCove,in thesouthofmainlandTasmania.By 1860only
15 oftheimprisonedtribal peoplewereleft alive,and all in thosecampsweredeadby 1876.

About adozenAboriginalwomenescapedthecamps.Mostofthesehadbeencaptured
to work for British sealersliving in tiny enclavesin theFurneauxislandgroupoffthenorth
easttip of Tasmania.Theretheyestablishedacohesiveandself-sufficientfamily based
communityfrom whommostoftoday’sAboriginalpopulationdescend.TwootherAboriginal
women,oneof themthesolesurvivorof OysterCove,marriedEuropeanmenon the
Tasmanianmainland;theirfamiliescompleteour community.

European collectors’ acquisition of Tasmanian Aboriginal human remains

Muchof theTasmanianhumanremainsand culturalpropertymaterialin Britain comes
from theprivatecollectionofGeorgeAugustusRobinson.After his death,BarnardDavis
acquiredthematerial,nowwidely dispersedin British museums.

RobinsonpersuadedAboriginesto givehim thebonesof theirdeadrelativeswhich
theycarriedastalismansagainstsicknessanddeath.Oneinstancewason 1 June1838:
“~Whenviewingthecorpseof a womanwho haddiedthat morning] I askedGRobinson
[Kolebuner]for an underjawofa nativewhichhungsuspendedto his throat. Heappeared
reluctantto partwith it andsaidit belongedto his w?feAgnes[Mealettarner]andhe would
askherconsent... I spoketo hermyselfShereplied ‘what amI to do whenI ammonartyer
[sick]?’. I said, ‘nevermind, it is no usein suchcases‘.“ The RoyalCollegeof Surgeons,
London,hasin recentmonthsrevealedfor thefirst time thatsevensuchtalismanswhich
publishedresearchhadreporteddestroyedwith othermaterial during World War2 arein fact
still held in their collections.

Furthermore,asthepeoplediedin thecamps,Robinson,who hadbeengiventhetitle
‘ProtectoroftheAborigines’, cutup theirbodiesto giveto his friends,military officersand
representativesof theCrown. To giveafewexamplesof his activities:Robinsonreportsthat
on his first meetingwith GovernorandLadyFranklinatWybalennain January1838they “...

solicitedmefor curiosities,also theskullofan aboriginal’.” TheGovernor’ssecretaryCaptain
Maconochiealso askedhim for.a skull. ThedayafterMitaluraparitjadiedofpneumoniain
February1838at Wybalenna,thesurgeoncut off his headfor Robinsonto haveit
“masticated” andsentto Maconochie.Robinsonlater “retained” thecraniumofPintawtawa
who diedin August1838and sentit to LadyFranklinin February1839.
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TheNationalHistory Museumalsoretainsoneofonly two full skeletonsoftribal
TasmanianAboriginesknownto still exist. Theseskeletonswereamongfive ‘obtained’ from
theCuratorofHobartMuseumbetween1870and 1875.Theseskeletons,oneofthemwhose
nameis known,weredugup fromthe graveyardatWybalenna.TheTasmanianmuseumsin
HobartandLauncestonwerebothwell stockedwithAboriginal remainsfrom Wybalennaand
OysterCove,comprisingalargecollectionofremainsdug up from theburial groundatOyster
Coveby theprestigiousDr Crowther(who laterbecamePremierofTasmania).

Robinsonwasonly oneofmanycollectorswhopreyeduponthepeopleanddespoiled
boththeirhabitatsandtheirburial places.In all cases,Tasmanianmaterialswereacquired
eitherby coercingvulnerableandoppressedpeople,orby theftandlooting ofthe dead,these
behavioursdeemedjustifiedby theoverriding‘right’ of conquest. Theonly difference
betweenthosecircumstancesandtheHolocaustsituationis thenatureof thematerials
plundered,andthetypeofvaluetheywereperceivedto have(ie ‘scientific’ ratherthan
monetary).
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