Kakutungutanta to Warrie Outcamp: multi-audiences and the
communication of archaeology

Fiona Hook & Caroline Bird (Archae-aus)

As part of a Fortescue Metals Group funded research project, Archag-aus developed a book with the Nyivaparli community that
communicates the cultural and archacological riches of the Chichester Ranges. The aim was 1o explain information from consulting
archacology and anthropology to multiple audiences. The Nvivaparli were the primary audience, closely followed by primary school age
children and tourists. This raised the problem of how to transform scientific information for a non-technical audience.

Communicating a good story

Consultant archacalogists are required b 2t as scienists and produce knowledge within the western seiemific paradegen. The requinemsents for reporting and assesising sies
arg commonly sel down by government agencics adminidering beritage begislation within this framework

Consultants are allwo required to communicate ellectively with clients about the interpretation of their results, meluding both Abariginal communitics and clsents such as
mining Companecs, government agencics and &0 forth, However, the discourze they are expected b employ urdermunes that very communication, The uneeriainty and
ambiguity that is inherently part of the archacological record undermines the capacily of consultants 1o speak authoritatively about thear results, And the scientific pamdigm
lends to depersonalise and debumanise whal 5 in esence a very human narmative. The resulling fmilure 10 tell effective storses about the past has real consequenoes Tor the
archaeodogical record inlerma of site preservation and management,

Cine sttempd Archae=aus has made 10 overcome this dilemma has been 10 develop books and web media for 2 vanety of nudsences. This requires transEoming scientific
consulting duta and reports b present o homanistic narmtive that interests the Myvipaparli o5 well as geneml sudiences such as school children and tounsts,

CHROZ-500 is one example of how we achieved this within the book

The narrative structune of
this account begins with the
discovery and naming of

Funtber evidence is
reveaded by the presence of
fimy flakes, worm oul adres,

CBOB-300 by the ficld team of e e e the fiakes which might have
archaeologists and Ny iyvapardi. '._‘_"'"_".:'_"'.l"_:‘_"_‘."_‘.: gy comi Friem resharpening one
S T of the ndires.

Using these finds the reader
is invited b imaging &
snapshod of lile ot the site = a
wignette of & family, 8 camp
fire, men working swod, and

The briel description of 1he
site af the mme of discovery
highleghts shelter and shade
arud water and the 5':5“-.111'
past oocupaion in the foom of
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stone artefacts including o ﬁﬁ‘ﬁf :'-':; Fiis ade and
millsiene, finding it was 100 wormn and
throwing it away.

It cominues by focusing on
dieawing mcaning fram
imdividueal firads highlighued in
the description — a Nreplace.

This invites speculation
aboul connections between
the place and its people and
broader historical narratives.

The Myiyaparli narmative aboat archacological
sites generally is thus pan of the story of their
ongoing connection o country, This rises the
quecsiion why archacologizts in this region

et karla o fireplece
provides the means of locsting
this vignetie in time. The
median calibrated dates range

from 203 o 113 cal BP —the
date could therefore be in the
TR,

Perhaps the Myivapard who
camped here also saw
Gregory's exploring party,

regularly priontise research questions aboud
antiquity and change over questions abost
continuity and the recent past, |1 also raises ihe

which passed through their question why relatively well preserved sites like

counlry nol far from this place CEOR-500 with the potential for fine-grained

i 1861, investigation 8 & scale more comparable 1o the
cthmographic scale than is usual in the region ane
not moge frequently investigated. This is
paniicularly problematic when it is clear thai TOs
may be as directly lnked o soch siies than many
of the sives that archacologists rale as mone
imporiant archacologically,

Conclusion

Our alternative narrative makes sense of CBOS-500 through connecting past and present, highlighting both
the Nyiyaparli connection to country and the intersection between Nyiyaparli and non-Aboriginal others. This
draws attention o heritage values focused not on antiquity but on the quality and preservation of the record
and how it can be used to tell an engaging story and connect with recent past. These values are presently
barely represented in the assessment of sites, but suggest how archacologists in the applied sphere might
more ¢ffectively commumicate with clients and the wider community.
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